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1/  INTRODUCTION 


This  Volume  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (EIS)  includes  comments  and 
responses  on  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  F.E.  Warren  Air 
Force  Base  (AFB),  Wyoming  and  ten  candidate  deployment  installations;  all  original 
written  comment  documents;  and  public  hearing  transcripts  (comments  sections  only)  as 
recorded  by  court  reporters  for  each  of  the  11  public  hearings  held. on  the  Draft  EIS.  - 

Gxix&cJ  rvu.^1  (c  &  JLU- l  i  :  C  “Ll/.sjZj  fo\^  i)  4  \i  nnU 

During  the  public  comment  and  review  period  (28  June  1988  through  31  August  1988),^  ■  / 

written  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  were  received  from  federal,  state,  and  local  ^  folc^ 
agencies;  organizations;  and  individuals  in  addition  to  oral  testimony  received  at  the  11 
public  hearings.  Each  of  the  written  comments  received  as  memoranda,  letters,  and  , 

reports  are  referred  to  as  documents.  The  issues  raised  within  each  document  were 
individually  coded  and  responses  prepared  for  each.  A  total  of  497  written  documents  (v'V)' 
were  received  and  are  shown  in  Section  2.  Public  hearing  transcripts  for  the  11  hearings 
are  provided  in  Section  3  and  are  numbered  500  through  510.  Eleven  documents  were  / 

postmarked  after  the  comment  period  deadline  of  31  August  1988  and  were  assigned 
document  numbers  511  through  521.  These  documents  and  responses  prepared  for  the 
comments  in  each  are  provided  in  Section  4.  Relevant  information  contained  in  these 
documents  has  been  incorporated,  where  appropriate,  into  the  Final  EIS  text. 

1.1  Summary  of  Respondents  and  Issues 

Table  1  contains  a  listing  of  all  respondents  by  location  who  submitted  written  comments 
during  the  public  review  and  comment  period.  It  identifies  the  author's  name,  city,  state, 
and  affiliation,  if  any,  and  the  document  number  assigned  to  each  respondent's 
document.  All  documents  received  during  the  comment  period  are  presented  sequentially 
from  1  through  497  in  Section  2  and  from  511  through  521  in  Section  4.  An  individual 
looking  for  a  response  to  his/her  written  comments  can  look  at  Table  1,  locate  his/her 
name,  identify  the  document  number,  and  go  to  the  document  number  in  Section  1.2.1  to 
read  the  issues  and  responses  or  the  responses  in  Section  4.1.  Those  who  spoke  at  the 
public  hearings  can  look  at  Table  2,  find  their  name,  public  hearing  transcript  number, 
and  the  page  on  which  their  name  first  appears  in  the  transcripts.  They  can  then  go  to 
Section  1.2.2  to  read  the  comments  and  responses. 

From  the  508  written  documents  received  (497  prior  to  and  11  after  the  31  August  1988 
deadline)  and  the  11  public  hearings  transcripts,  a  total  of  2,670  comments  were 
identified.  Table  3  provides  a  summary  of  the  number  of  documents  and  comments  by 
location.  Table  4  categorizes  the  comments  by  location  and  issue  category.  The  largest 
number  of  comments  (867)  pertained  to  Air  Force  policy,  followed  by  404  on  system 
requirements,  398  on  the  Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process,  and  341  on  system 
safety.  Among  the  resource  categories,  the  largest  number  of  comments  pertained  to 
socioeconomics  (236  comments).  Biological  resources  and  water  resources  were  other 
major  resource  categories  eliciting  93  and  74  comments,  respectively.  All  other 
resources  received  40  comments  or  less  each.  Eighty-four  comments  could  not  be  clearly 
classified  and  were  categorized  as  general  comments. 
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Table  1 

List  of  Respondents  Submitting  Written  Comments 


Serial 

Number  Respondent 


F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming 

Federal  Agencies/Officials 

1  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census  (Roger  A.  Herriot) 

(Washington,  DC) 

State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  Mike  Sullivon,  Governor  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

2  Wyoming  Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

(Randolph  Wood)  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

3,4  Wyoming  Office  of  the  Governor  (Alan  Edwards) 
(Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

5  Wyoming  House  of  Representatives 

(Lynn  Dickey)  (Sheridan,  Wyoming) 

Local  Agencies/Qfficials 

1  Honorable  Don  Erickson,  Mayor  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

2  Laramie  County  Clerk  (Janet  C.  Whitehead) 

(Laramie,  Wyoming) 

3  Laramie  County  School  District  Number  One 

(Dennis  L.  Peterson)  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

Organizations 

1  Dan's  County  Market  (Marlin  Martin)  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

2  Dray,  Madison,  and  Thomson 

(William  J.  Thomson)  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

3  League  of  Women  Voters  (Linda  L.  Kirkbride) 

(Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

Individuals 

1  Alvin  Aldrich  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

2  Annette  Aldrich  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

3  Enja  Borgmann  (Tie  Siding,  Wyoming) 

4  Sharon  Breitweiser  (Laramie,  Wyoming) 

5  Daniel  D.  Brown  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

6  Andrea  L.  Cook  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

7  Sister  Rosella  Hehn  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

8  Lorraine  Holcomb  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

9  Dean  B.  Holmer  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 

10  Beth  Howard  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming) 


Document 

Number 


323 


422 

340 

15,  488 

389 


485 

419 

260 


278 

475 

492 


373 

384 

444 

453 

429 

434 
301 
436 

435 
427 
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Table  1  Continued,  Page  2  of  18 


Serial  Document 

Number  Respondent  Number 


F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  (Continued) 
Individuals  (continued) 


11  Mae  Kirkbride  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  445 

12  Eileen  Lappe  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  430 

13  Prudy  Marshall  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  443 

14,15  Darryl  Miller  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  417,  433 

16  Mr.  &  Mrs.  Robert  Nisbet  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  426 

17  Adora  Lindsley  Palma  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  452 

18  Sally  Palmer  (Laramie,  Wyoming)  388 

19  Bernard  Phelan  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  229 

20  Anne  Radford  (Scottsbluff,  Nebraska)  308 

21  Janet  S.  Rider  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  228 

22  Sydney  Spiegel  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  421 

23  Eileen  F.  Starr  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  415 

24  Edward  Warsaw  (Cheyenne,  Wyoming)  418 


Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana 
State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Louisiana  Department  of  Culture,  Recreation,  and  Tourism  1 

(Leslie  P.  Tassin)  (Baton  Rouge,  Louisiana) 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Bossier  City-Parish  Metropolitan  Planning  Commission  8 

(A.  Dean  Holt)  (Bossier  City,  Louisiana) 

Individuals 


1  Eddy  E.  Arnold  (Minden,  Louisiana)  24 

2  Christine  Barberousse  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  79 

3  Ginny  Homza  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  83 

4  Beal  Locue  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  9 

5  Ronald  A.  Martin  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  108 

6  Jody  Miller  Shearer  (New  Orleans,  Louisiana)  6 

7  Thomas  Neale  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  410 

8  Jan  Nelson  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  347 

9  Eileen  Oldag  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  37 

10  Alta  Ruark  (Springhill,  Louisiana)  17 

11  Renee  Simar  (Shreveport,  Louisiana)  330 
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Table  1  Continued,  Page  3  of  18 


Serial  Document 

Number  Respondent  Number 


Dyess  AFB,  Texas 


State  Agencies/Officials 


1  Honorable  William  P.  Clements,  Jr.,  Governor  188 

2  Honorable  Jim  Mattox,  Attorney  General  (Austin,  Texas)  183 

3  Railroad  Commission  of  Texas  (James  Nugent)  (Austin,  Texas)  184 

4  Texas  Historical  Commission  (James  E.  Bruseth)  (Austin,  Texas)  16 

5  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Bill  Arnold)  (Austin,  Texas)  165 

6  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Erwin  Barton)  176 

(Pasadena,  Texas) 

7  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jerry  J.  Beauchamp)  121 

(Austin,  Texas) 

8  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Hugo  Berlanga)  (Austin,  Texas)  122 

9  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Weldon  Betts)  (Houston,  Texas)  177 

10  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Dick  Burnett)  (Austin,  Texas)  172 

11  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Frank  Collazo,  Jr.)  123 

(Port  Arthur,  Texas) 

12  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Robert  Earley)  (Beeville,  Texas)  161 

13  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Robert  Eckels)  (Austin,  Texas)  124 

14  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Orlando  L.  Garcia)  125 

(San  Antonio,  Texas) 

15  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (John  J.  Gavin)  (Austin,  Texas)  126 

16  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Gerald  Geistweidt)  173 

(Austin,  Texas) 

17  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Ron  D.  Givens)  (Lubbock,  Texas)  127 

18  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Kent  Grusendorf)  128 

(Arlington,  Texas) 

19  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Lena  Guerrero)  (Austin,  Texas)  129 

20  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jack  Harris)  (Pearland,  Texas)  130 

21  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Dudley  Harrison)  (Austin,  Texas)  131 

22  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jim  Horn)  (Lewisville,  Texas)  132 

23  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Bob  Hunter)  (Austin,  Texas)  164 

24  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Gibson  Lewis)  (Austin,  Texas)  174 

25  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Ron  Lewis)  (Austin,  Texas)  133 

26  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jim  McWilliams)  (Austin,  Texas)  134 

27  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Bob  Melton)  (Gatesville,  Texas)  135 

28  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Mike  Millsap)  (Austin,  Texas)  136 

29  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Alejandro  Moreno,  Jr.) 

(Edinburg,  Texas)  137 

30  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Anna  Mowery) 

(Fort  Worth,  Texas)  138 

31  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (A.R.  Ovard)  (Austin,  Texas)  139 

32  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jim  Parker)  (Comanche,  Texas)  140 
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Serial  Document 

Number  Respondent  Number 


Dyess  AFB,  Texas  (continued) 
State  Agencies/Officials  (continued) 


33  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (L.P.  Patterson)  (Austin,  Texas)  141 

34  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Glenn  Repp)  142 

(Duncanville,  Texas) 

35  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jim  D.  Rudd)  (Brownfield,  Texas)  143 

36  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Sam  W.  Russell)  144 

(Austin,  Texas) 

37  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Robert  M.  Saunders)  145 

(La  Grange,  Texas) 

38  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Alan  Schoolcraft)  175 

(Universal  City,  Texas) 

39  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Curtis  L.  Seidlits,  Jr.)  146 

(Big  Springs,  Texas) 

40  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Larry  Don  Shaw) 

(Austin,  Texas)  147 

41  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Hugh  D.  Shine)  (Austin,  Texas)  148 

42  Texas  House  ot  Representatives  (Richard  A.  Smith)  149 

(Austin,  Texas) 

43  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (John  Smithee)  (Austin,  Texas)  150 

44  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Monte  Stewart)  (Bedford,  Texas)  151 

45  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Mark  W.  Stiles) 

(Austin,  Texas)  152 

46  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jim  Tallas)  (Sugar  Land,  Texas)  153 

47  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (M.A.  Taylor)  (Waco,  Texas)  154 

48  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Barry  B.  Telford)  155 

(Texarkana,  Texas) 

49  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Keith  Valigura) 

(Conroe,  Texas)  156 

50  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Richard  A.  Waterfield)  157 

(Canadien,  Texas) 

51  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Foster  Whaley)  (Pampa,  Texas)  158 

52  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Steven  D.  Wolens)  159 

(Dallas,  Texas) 

53  Texas  House  of  Representatives  (Jerry  Yost)  (Austin,  Texas)  160 

54  Texas  State  Senate  (Roy  Blake)  (Austin,  Texas)  171 

55  Texas  State  Senate  (Chet  Brooks)  (Austin,  Texas)  170 

56  Texas  State  Senate  (Kent  A.  Caperton)  (Austin,  Texas)  168 

57  Texas  State  Senate  (Chet  Edwards)  (Austin,  Texas)  179 

58  Texas  State  Senate  (Bob  Glasgow)  (Fort  Worth.  Texas)  US 

59  Texas  State  Senate  (Don  Henderson)  (Houston,  Texas)  163 

60  Texas  State  Senate  (Grant  Jones)  (Austin,  Texas)  162 

61  Texas  State  Senate  (John  N.  Leedom)  (Dallas,  Texas)  181 

62  Texas  State  Senate  (Bob  McFarland)  (Austin,  Texas)  178 
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Serial  Document 

Number  Respondent  Number 


Dyess  AFB,  Texas  (continued) 

State  Agencies/Officials  (continued) 

63  Texas  State  Senate  (Hugh  Parmer)  (Fort  Worth,  Texas)  167 

64  Texas  State  Senate  (Hector  Uribe)  (Austin,  Texas)  169 

65  Texas  State  Senate  (Judith  Zaffirini)  (Austin,  Texas)  180 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  Bobbye  Allen,  Comanche  County  Judge  202 

(Comanche,  Texas) 

2  Honorable  P.C.  Carr,  Mayor  (Aspermont,  Texas)  204 

3  Honorable  William  F.  Goetz,  Mayor  (Ballinger,  Texas)  213 

4  Honorable  Garth  Gregory,  Kent  County  Judge  (Kent,  Texas)  192 

5  Walter  M.  Hertel,  City  Administrator  (Munday,  Texas)  191 

6,7  Honorable  Terry  Julian,  Nolan  County  Judge  (Sweetwater,  Texas)  30,  190 

8  Honorable  Mack  Kniffen,  Callahan  County  Judge  (Baird,  Texas)  195 

9  Honorable  Robert  Knott,  Mayor  (Tuscola,  Texas)  216 

10  Honorable  Weldon  Leonard,  Mayor  (Breckenridge,  Texas)  217 

11  Honorable  Johnny  Livingston,  Mayor  (Comanche,  Texas)  203 

12  Honorable  Catarino  Martinez,  Mayor  (Loraine,  Texas)  207 

13  Honorable  Bert  V.  Massey  II,  Mayor  (Brown wood,  Texas)  214 

14  Roy  McCorkle,  City  Manager  (Coleman,  Texas)  211 

15  Honorable  Michael  B.  Murchison,  Runnels  County  Judge  196 

(Ballinger,  Texas) 

16  Honorable  David  N.  Perdue,  Knox  County  Judge  (Benjamin,  Texas)  199 

17  Honorable  Gene  Rodgers,  Mayor  (Anson,  Texas)  198 

18  Honorable  David  Rogers,  Mayor  (Ranger,  Texas)  201 

19,20  Honorable  Marie  Smith,  Shackelford  County  Judge  14,  205 

(Albany,  Texas) 

21,22  Honorable  J.  Hugh  Stempel,  Mayor  (Coleman,  Texas)  212,  218 

23  Honorable  Roy  Thorn,  Jones  County  Judge  (Jones  County,  Texas)  200 

24  Honorable  Miller  Tuttle,  Stephens  County  Judge  206 

(Breckenridge,  Texas) 

25  Honorable  Joe  Wheatley,  Mayor  (Cisco,  Texas)  210 

26  Honorable  Ed  Wolsch,  Stonewall  County  Judge  (Aspermont,  Texas)  197 

Native  American  Groups 

1  Fort  Sill  Apache  Tribe  (Mildred  J.  Cleghorn)  368 

(Apache,  Oklahoma) 
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Serial  Document 


Humber 

Respondent 

Number 

1 

Dyess  AFB,  Texas  (continued) 

Organizations 

International  Association  of  Lions  Club 

(William  King)  Abilene,  Texas 

185 

2 

West  Centred  Texas  Municipal  Water  District 

(David  Bell)  (Abilene,  Texas) 

486 

1 

Individuals 

T.C.  Adams  (Austin,  Texas) 

109 

2 

Bruce  R.  Condit  (Abilene,  Texas) 

182 

3 

Beckie  Cox  (Abilene,  Texas) 

286 

4 

Mrs.  A.W.  Crawford  (Lubbock,  Texas) 

479 

5 

Lara  Lynn  Creech  (Abilene,  Texas) 

12 

6 

Dick  Dickenson  (Abilene,  Texas) 

189 

7 

Werner  Harsch  (Miles,  Texas) 

209 

8,9 

Jack  S.  Herndan  (Abilene,  Texas) 

349,  465 

10 

Barbara  Hurt  (Blackwell,  Texas) 

208 

11 

Richmond  E.  Kissko,  Jr.  (Lubbock,  Texas) 

Samuel  B.  Matta  (Abilene,  Texas) 

358 

12 

187 

13 

Garry  Mauro  (Austin,  Texas) 

186 

14 

Greg  Melton  (Haskell,  Texas) 

193 

15 

Lila  Senter  (Abilene,  Texas) 

23 

16 

Scott  Senter  (Abilene,  Texas) 

22 

17 

Murray  Simmons  (Roby,  Texas) 

194 

18 

Mary  M.  Vines  (Lubbock,  Texas) 

345 

19 

William  Westney  (Lubbock,  Texas) 

484 

20 

Troy  Williamson  (Snyder,  Texas) 

215 

1 

Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas 

Organizations 

Northeast  Arkansas  Citizens  Committee 

(James  R.  Deal)  (Blytheville,  Arkansas) 

431 

1 

Individuals 

Jim  Brown  (Blytheville,  Arkansas) 

88 

2 

Hildred  G.  Bunch  (Blytheville,  Arkansas) 

223 

3 

Dennis  Clardy  (Blytheville,  Arkansas) 

263 

4 

Robert  Gilliham  (Mountain  View,  Arkansas) 

460 

5 

Douglas  M.  Mason  (Springfield,  Missouri) 

409 

6 

Jenny  Russell  (Jonesboro,  Arkansas) 

416 
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Fairchild  AFB,  Washington 
Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  Vicki  S.  McNeill,  Mayor  (Spokane,  Washington) 

2  Honorable  A1  Ogdon,  Mayor  (Cheney,  Washington) 

Individuals 

1  Larry  Anderson  (Spokane,  Washington) 

2  Keith  Aubrey  (Spokane,  Washington) 

3  Michael  G.  Blackburn  (Spokane,  Washington) 

4  Russ  Brown  (Medical  Lake,  Washington) 

5  David  F.  Carroll  (Spokane,  Washington) 

6  Janice  M.  Doherty  (Spokane,  Washington) 

7  Marilyn  J.  Geiger  (Medical  Lake,  Washington) 

8  David  J.  Hunt  (Coeur  d'Alene,  Idaho) 

9  Richard  Juzix  (Spokane,  Washington) 

10  Sue  R.  Krause  (Spokane,  Washington) 

11  Judith  Lacerti  (Spokane,  Washington) 

12  Tom  Lande  (Spokane,  Washington) 

13  A1  Mangan  (Spokane,  Washington) 

14  Gene  Sargeant  (Spokane,  Washington) 

15  Helen  M.  Sargeant  (Spokane,  Washington) 

16  Robert  and  Pearl  Singer  (Spokane,  Washington) 

17  Larry  and  Mary  Stuckart  (Spokane,  Washington) 


Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota 
State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  George  A.  Sinner,  Governor 

(Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

2  North  Dakota  State  Historical  Society  (James  E.  Sperry) 

(Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Grand  Forks  County  Board  of  Commissioners 

(James  A.  Earl)  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota) 

2  Polk  County  Board  of  Commissioners 

(Earl  Radi)  (Crookston,  Minnesota) 

3  Honorable  Raymond  Trosen,  Mayor  (Lari  more,  North  Dakota) 


Document 

Number 


439 

62 


472 

104 

359 

47 

364 

476 
269 

477 

45 

46 
236 
377 
482 
233 
412 
224 
277 


424 

480 


96 

102 

314 
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Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota,  (continued) 
Organizations 


1  Associated  General  Contractors  of  North  Dakota  99 

(Curtis  L.  Peterson)  (Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

2  The  Exchange  Club  of  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota  98 

(George  McKinley  Bowman)  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota) 

3  Grand  Forks  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Frank  W.  Coe)  225 

(Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota) 

4  Grand  Forks  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Marian  Helgeson)  282 

(Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota) 

5  Grand  Forks  Kiwanis  Club  (Floyd  K.  Christianson)  103 

(Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota) 

6  International  Union  of  Operating  Engineers  281 

(Arden  Grundvig)  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota) 

7  North  Dakota  State  Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council  100 

(David  A.  Funston)  (Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

Individuals 

1  James  R.  Antes  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  312 

2  Scott  Bichler  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  93 

3  DaLonna  Bjorge  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  370 

4  Jon  Bonzer  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  97 

5  Gerald  Breyer  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  448 

6  David  Britton  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  92 

7  Emma  Browning  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  348 

8  Sandra  Donaldson  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  280 

9  Don  Fischer  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  110 

10  Richard  E.  Frank  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  319 

11  Bob  Gustafson  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  284 

12  A1  Hackenberg  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  101 

13  A1  Hermodson  (Crookston,  Minnesota)  337 

14  Gaile  Kady  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  261 

15  Donald  F.  Larsen  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  380 

16  Don  Linderen  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  235 

17  E^wina  D.  Luevanos  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  489 

18  M.t\  Luevanos  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  490 

19  D.E.  Mack  (East  Grand  Forks,  Minnesota)  320 

20  Pat  McFarren  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  408 

21  Virginia  Miller  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  311 

22  Glenn  Moen  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  441 

23  Abraham  Muscari  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  231 
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Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  (continued) 


Individuals  (continued) 


24  Dagne  Olsen  (Manvel,  North  Dakota)  94 

25  Gloria  Porter  (Grandin,  North  Dakota)  428 

26  Bruce  Rampelburg  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  227 

27  Ronnie  Diane  Rosenberg  (Crookston,  Minnesota)  315 

28  John  R.  Salter,  Jr.  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  285 

29  Don  Schneider  (East  Grand  Forks,  Minnesota)  95 

30  William  A.  Schwalm  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  344 

31  Francis  and  Edith  Sears  (Petersburg,  North  Dakota)  425 

32  Dan  Sheridan  (East  Grand  Forks,  Minnesota)  105 

33  Richard  Sinner  (Fargo,  North  Dakota)  250 

34  Kristen  Sorenson  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  313 

35  Dr.  Curtis  W.  Stofferahn  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  318 

36  James  D.  Stolee  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  386 

37  Curt  Walen  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  283 

38  Lonny  B.  Winrich  (Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota)  316 

39  Martin  Zeilig  (Winnipeg,  Canada)  317 


Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 
State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Arkansas  Department  of  Finance  Sc  Administration 

(Joe  Gillespie)  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  272 

2  Arkansas  House  of  Representatives  (Doug  Woods)  219 

(North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas) 

3  Arkansas  Soil  and  Water  Conservation  Commission  7 

(J.  Randy  Young)  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas) 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Lula  M.  Leonard,  City  Clerk-Treasurer  399 

(Jacksonville,  Arkansas) 


Organizations 

1  ACORN  (Gloria  Wilson)  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  402 

2  Arkansas  for  Peace  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  438 

3  Jacksonville  Commerce  Corporation  397 

(Jerry  Halsell)  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas) 

4  League  of  Women  Voters  of  Pulaski  County  450 

(Little  Rock,  Arkansas) 

5  League  of  Women  Voters  of  Pulaski  County  401 

(Ruth  Bell)  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas) 
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Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  (continued) 


Individuals 


1  Sandy  Baker  (Sherwood,  Arkansas)  60 

2  John  Agee  Ball  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  481 

3  Lisa  J.  Bamburg  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  371 

4  Vera  Begeman  (North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  61 

5  T.R.  Bond  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  383 

6  B.  J.  Borough  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  76 

7  Art  Brannen  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  403 

8  Kathy  Carkbride  (Tahlequah,  Oklahoma)  457 

9  Mary  Carpenter  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  309 

10  Steve  Coop  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  27 

11  Wainwright  Copass,  Jr.  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  456 

12  Dale  Dabbs  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  336 

13  James  C.  Davis  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  293 

14  Ralph  Desmarais  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  87 

15  Conrad  F.  DeVeau  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  50 

16  Lawrence  Dupree  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  289 

17  Shannon  Dupree  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  288 

18  Thomas  W.  Dupree  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  327 

19  Eugene  M.  Farrell  III  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  398 

20  Joel  L.  Faulkner  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  290 

21  Gerry  Getty  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  89 

22  Wayne  Govar  (North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  226 

23  Jim  Green  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  343 

24  Diana  Gunlock  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  35 

25  Bill  Gwatney  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  396 

26  Robert  Haney  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  466 

27  Alton  Hardy  (Sherwood,  Arkansas)  59 

28  Hans  Heaney  (Morrilton,  Arkansas)  463 

29  Trusten  Holder  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  400 

30  Helda  Hyme  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  329 

31  Violet  Jaynes  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  295 

32  John  A.  Jones  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  342 

33  Kathern  Kappus  -  Beattie  (Leslie,  Arkansas)  454 

34  Emma  Knight  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  382 

35  Harold  Kohnest  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  300 

36  Madeleine  Korfmacher  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  394 

37  Walter  Korfmacher  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  395 

38  Edith  Lake  (Jerusalem,  Arkansas)  459 

39  Kenneth  Lake  (Jerusalem,  Arkansas)  458 

40  John  O.  Lewis  (Cabot,  Arkansas)  478 

41  Catherine  Markey  (Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  232 

42  Mark  McAlister  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  303 
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Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  (continued) 
Individuals  (continued) 


43  Bob  McCrary  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  328 

44  Maggie  Nehitten  (North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  52 

45  Dana  Daniels  Nixon  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  363 

46,47  James  Prentess  (Memphis,  Tennessee)  369,464 

48  Ken  Proctor  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  304 

49  Barbara  Rif  kin  (Jerusalem,  Arkansas)  461 

50  Roland  H.  Roy  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  346 

51  Carl  S.  Runyon  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  299 

52  Hilbert  Dal  Santo  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  334 

53  Sue  Sharp  (Jerusalem,  Arkansas)  455 

54  George  Shaw  (Sherwood,  Arkansas)  51 

55  John  and  Sue  Simmons  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  350 

56  Joe  and  Kim  Stacey  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  291 

57  David  Swanson  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  338 

58  Thomas  Tackett  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  326 

59  Patricia  Taylor  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  297 

60  Gordon  and  Clara  Tubbs  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  468 

61  Sid  Vicious  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  29 

62  Dan  Von  Bose  (Tecumseh,  Missouri)  462 

63  Jeanette  Warren  (North  Little  Rock,  Arkansas)  58 

64  Kenneth  N.  Wilson  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  28 

65  Larry  Wilson  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  332 

66  Molyle  G.  Zumwalt  (Jacksonville,  Arkansas)  341 


Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana 
Federal  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  John  Melcher,  U.S.  Senate  (Washington,  DC)  355 

State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Montana  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  (Mark  F.  Baumler)  18 

(Helena,  Montana) 
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Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana  (continued) 


Individuals 


1  Roy  H.  Ball  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  258 

2  Sue  Dickenson  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  420 

3  Gretchen  Grayum  (Helena,  Montana)  447 

4  Allan  Hahn  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  294 

5  Charles  M.  Heber  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  296 

6  Zarina  Jackson  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  471 

7  Ray  Jergeson  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  270 

8  Ira  M.  Kaufman,  Jr.  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  292 

9  Donald  R.  Marble  (Chester,  Montana)  496 

10  Cheryl  M.  Reichert  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  495 

11  Arlo  Skari  (Chester,  Montana)  379 

12  Paul  Stephens  (Great  Falls,  Montana)  234 

13  Joan  Stockton  (Grass  Range,  Montana)  107 


Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota 
State  Agencies/Officials 


1  North  Dakota  State  Senate  (Jim  Maxson)  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  354 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  Tony  Alef,  Mayor  (Glenburn,  North  Dakota)  240 

2  Honorable  George  Christensen,  Mayor  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  353 

3  Honorable  Gary  A.  Holum,  Ward  County  Judge  374 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

4  Minot  Park  District  (Robert  Petry)  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  376 

5  Ward  County  Sheriff's  Department  244 

(Arthur  T.  Anderson)  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Organizations 

1  Air  Force  Association  (Michael  Fedorchak)  253 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

2  Allen  Realty  Company  (Earl  Allen)  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  411 

3  Associated  General  Contractors  of  North  Dakota  254 

(Curtis  L.  Peterson)  (Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

4  Brady,  Martz  and  Associates  (Gary  Hovdestad)  324 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

5  Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council  (Dick  Bergstad)  256 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

6  Knowles  Jewelry  (Bruce  Peterson)  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  362 
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7,8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 
17 


Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  (continued) 


ranizations  (continued) 


Lutheran  Campus  Ministry,  Minot  State  University 
(Neal  Ruedisili)  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Mackley  Construction  Co.,  Inc.  (Fred  Abelseth) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Minot  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Art  Ekblad) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Minot  Area  Development  Corporation  (Gary  Wickre) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Minot  Association  of  Builders  (Ronald  Huber) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Minot  Association  of  Builders 
(Brenda  Mattson)  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Minot  Chamber  of  Commerce  (James  M.  Crawford) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Minot  Jaycees  (Daniel  Christen)  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

North  Dakota  State  Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council 
(David  A.  Funston)  (Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

Signal  Management  (Bruce  Christianson) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Souris  River  Telephone  (Lowell  D.  Swart) 

(Minot,  North  Dakota) 


Individuals 

Earl  Beck  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Ruby  G.  Crites  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Gordon  Dubovoy  (Max,  North  Dakota) 

Chuck  Duke  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Daniel  Feist  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

A1  Hermodson  (Crookston,  Minnesota) 
Charles  A.  Hoffman  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 
Lloyd  Huesers  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Dorothy  Klungtvedt  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 
Karen  Krebsbach  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 
Michelle  Lange  (Devil's  Lake,  North  Dakota) 
Anne  Lian  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Christine  Olson  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 

Nancy  Rakness  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 
Kenneth  K.  Robertson  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 
Anne  Ruedisili  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 
Lorraine  Smith  (Minot,  North  Dakota) 


391,  392 

238 
257 
252 
243 
242 

239 

493 

255 

442 

381 


325 

307 

451 

267 

237 

333 

306 

245 
275 
249 
335 
469 
266 
248 

246 
393 

247 
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Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  (continued) 

Individuals  (continued) 

18  John  D.  Stewart  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  375 

19  Steve  Sydness  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  241 

20  Larry  Thompson  (Minot,  North  Dakota)  251 

Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri 
State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Missouri  Office  of  Administration  (Lois  Pohl)  321 

(Jefferson  City,  Missouri) 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  Edwin  J.  Denman,  Mayor  (Clinton,  Missouri)  66 

2  Honorable  Larry  G.  Foster,  Mayor  (Sedalia,  Missouri)  20 

3  Honorable  Woodrow  Kurth,  Mayor  (Concordia,  Missouri)  55 

4  Honorable  Ben  J.  Mangina,  Mayor  (Windsor  Missouri)  71 

5  Johnson  County  Commission  (Ray  Maring)  (Warrensburg,  Missouri)  70 

Organizations 

1  Action  Realty  Company  (Elvin  Maloney)  78 

(Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

2  American  Friends  Service  Committee  (Gail  Smith)  67 

(Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

3  Citizens  Bank  (Lynn  A.  Harmon)  (Warrensburg,  Missouri)  53 

4  Eberting  Chiropractic  Center  (Arthur  Eberting)  73 

(Clinton,  Missouri) 

5  Henry  County  Economic  Development  Council  (Lyle  Cummings)  64 

(Clinton,  Missouri) 

6  Key  Realty,  Inc.  (Vance  A.  DeLozier)  (Warrensburg,  Missouri)  274 

7  Mid-Missouri  Nuclear  Weapons  Freeze  Campaign  264 

(Mark  Haim)  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

8  Sedalia  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce  387 

(Steven  J.  Dust)  (Sedalia,  Missouri) 

9  Sisters  of  Charity  of  Leavenworth  (Frances  Russell)  407 

(Leavenworth,  Kansas) 

10  Truman  Area  Audit  Bureau  (Robert  J.  Wilkins  II)  74 

(Clinton,  Missouri) 

11  Whiteman  Area  Steering  Council  (Delores  Hudson)  86 

(Warrensburg,  Missouri) 
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12 

Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  (continued) 

Organizations  (continued) 

Whiteman  Committer  (Jerry  E.  Brown)  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

72 

13 

Windsor  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Mark  Moser)  (Windsor,  Missouri) 

19 

1 

Individuals 

Raymond  Bass,  Sr.  (Knob  Noster,  Missouri) 

268 

2 

Ervin  C.  Beard  (Knob  Noster,  Missouri) 

81 

3 

Mary  E.  Beckman  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

91 

4 

Grant  Brooks  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

69 

5 

Jerry  E.  Brown  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

413 

6 

Helen  Burnham  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

494 

7 

Judy  Carman  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

385 

8 

Mark  Carr  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

404 

9 

Helena  Chudomelka  (Aurora,  Missouri) 

40 

10 

Jim  Coleman  (Lohman,  Missouri) 

491 

11 

Garrett  R.  Crouch  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

41 

12 

Garrett  R.  Crouch  II  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

42 

13 

Janice  M.  Dover  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

54 

14 

Marti  Gilbert  (Springfield,  Missouri) 

351 

15 

Margaret  Hilermicec  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

*9 

16 

Randall  Howes  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

440 

17 

Mary  Christine  Huber  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

470 

18 

Betty  Hutson  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

331 

19 

James  T.  Jones  (Strafford,  Missouri) 

39 

20 

John  Melvin  Klotz  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

57 

21 

Robert  A.  Landewe  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

222 

22 

Martin  Levit  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

48 

23 

Gregg  Lombardi  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

287 

24 

Catherine  Hodge  McCoid  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

38 

25,26 

Betty  McElwee  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

220,  302 

27 

Judson  R.  McElwee  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 

80 

28 

Mr.  and  Mrs.  William  McGonigle  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

43 

29 

Nora  McMullen  (Jefferson  City,  Missouri) 

68 

30 

Phillip  J.  McNally  (Springfield,  Missouri) 

65 

31,32 

Patricia  Nelson  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

298,  310 

33 

Diana  Nomad  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

449 

34 

Karen  A.  Prins  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

o<> 

O  td 

35 

Patty  Purves  (Columbia,  Missouri) 

85 

36 

Claude  Schiratti  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

63 

37 

Harold  Smith  (Henry  County,  Missouri) 

44 

38 

Henry  M.  Stoever  (Kansas  City,  Missouri) 

378 
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Serial 

Number  Respondent 


Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  (continued) 
Individuals  (continued) 

39  Dotte  Troxell  (Lexington,  Missouri) 

40  Jerry  Winsor  (Warrensburg,  Missouri) 


Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan 

Federal  Agencies/Officials 

1  U.S.  Forest  Service  (Jerry  McCormick) 

(East  Tawas,  Michigan) 

State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Michigan  Bureau  of  History 

(Martha  Bigelow)  (Lansing,  Michigan) 

Local  Agencies/Officials 

1  James  Balten,  Iosco  County  Administrator 

(Tawas  City,  Michigan) 

2  Charter  Township  of  Oscoda  (Robert  Foster)  (Oscoda,  Michigan) 

3  Honorable  James  Lansky,  Mayor  (Tawas  City,  Michigan) 

Organizations 

1  Covenant  for  Peace  (C.  Peter  Dougherty) 

(East  Lansing,  Michigan) 

2  First  of  America  Bank  -  Oscoda 

(Ralph  Ferber)  (Oscoda,  Michigan) 

3  Home  for  Peace  and  Justice  (Barbara  Jackson) 

(Birch  Run,  Michigan) 

4  Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Oscoda,  Michigan) 

5  Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Commerce  (Bruce  Myles) 

(Oscoda,  Michigan) 

6  Oscoda  Baptist  Church  (A.  Royce  Wolden) 

(Oscoda,  Michigan) 

7  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  (Lawrence  M.  Probes) 

(Grand  Rapids,  Michigan) 

8  Women’s  Action  for  Nuclear  Disarmament  (Kathleen  Mooney) 

(Southfield,  Michigan) 


Document 

Number 


273 

221 


497 


2 


25 

115 

114 


271 

112 


322 

406 

405 

352 

5 


276 
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Serial  Document 

Number  Respondent  Number 


Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  (continued) 


Individuals 


1  James  R.  Anderson  (East  Lansing,  Michigan)  120 

2  Eugene  Barrette  (Millersburg,  Michigan)  77 

3  Shirley  Berkrow  (Bay  City,  Michigan)  10 

1  Vicki  Brown  (East  Lansing,  Michigan)  21 

5  Theresa  Burkey  (Saginaw,  Michigan)  113 

6  Patsy  Coffman  (St.  Johns,  Michigan)  3 

7  Ron  and  Sigrid  Dale  (Michigan)  13 

8  Gayle  Faba  (Grand  Haven,  Michigan)  4 

9  Carol  Gilbert  (Saginaw,  Michigan)  34 

10  Rita  Goedken  (Palms,  Michigan)  305 

11  Willard  B.  Hunter  (Midland,  Michigan)  119 

12  Jeff  Lange  (Saginaw,  Michigan)  467 

13  Doug  Lent  (Lent,  Michigan)  259 

14  Joan  McCoy  (Saginaw,  Michigan)  33 

15  Terry  R.  Miller  (Bay  City,  Michigan)  111 

16  Doug  Mowery  (Bay  City,  Michigan)  26 

17  Robert  Pilaichi  (Saginaw,  Michigan)  75 

18  Edward  Piotrowski  (Standish,  Michigan)  31 

19  George  and  JoAnn  Prescott  (Michigan)  372 

20  Jean  S.  Prokopow  (Bloomfield,  Michigan)  56 

21  Leona  Riebling  (Northville,  Michigan)  474 

22  Rosalie  Riegle  (Saginaw,  Michigan)  117 

23  Robert  L.  Schust  (Greenbush,  Michigan)  361 

24  Mary  Sinclair  (Midland,  Michigan)  84 

25,26  Richard  E.  Skochdopole  (Midland,  Michigan)  32,116 

27  Glenna  L.  Snider  (Midland,  Michigan)  118 

28  Bernard  Sorensen  (Harrisville,  Michigan)  106 

29  Dorothy  B.  Suttles  (Birmingham,  Michigan)  279 

30  Arlene  Victor  (Birmingham,  Michigan)  265 

31  A.  Vernon  Williams  (Traverse  City,  Michigan)  90 

32  Dorothy  L.  Yates  (Midland,  Michigan)  11 


Other 

Federal  Agencies/Officials 

1,2  U.S.  Department  of  Health  and  Human  Services  262,  487 

(David  Clapp)  (Atlanta,  Georgia) 
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Number  Respondent  Number 


Other  (continued) 

Organizations 

1  Franciscan  Friars  Province  of  Saint  Barbara 

(Joe  Chinnici)  (Oakland,  California)  365 

2  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  366 

(Christine  Cassel)  (Washington,  DC) 

3  Professional’s  Coalition  for  Nuclear  Arms  Control,  Inc.  437 

(Robert  K.  Musil)  (Washington,  DC) 

4  Rural  Coalition  (Jeff  Tracy)  (Washington,  DC)  483 

5  SANE/FREEZE  (Duane  Shank)  (Washington,  DC)  390 

6  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  (Robert  Zirkle)  414 

(Washington,  DC) 

Individuals 

1  Julia  Bozar  (Berkeley,  California)  360 

2  Carol  A.  Day  (Mapleton,  Utah)  230 

3  Randal  J.  Divinski  (Syracuse,  New  York)  473 

4  Mary  Ann  Flese  (La  Grande,  Oregon)  432 

5  Lisa  Hubbell  (Oakland,  California)  356 

6  Ellen  Tamm  Sweeney  (Brookline,  Massachusetts)  339 

7  Joe  Tempel  (Denver,  Colorado)  446 

8  Lauren  Unger  (Berkeley,  California)  357 

9  Stephen  Wheeler  (Berkeley,  California)  367 

Documents  Postmarked  and  Received  After  31  August  1988 
Federal  Agencies/Officials 

1  U.S.  Department  of  Interior  (Bruce  Blanchard)  516 

(Washington,  DC) 

2  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (Richard  E.  Sanderson)  513 

(Washington,  DC) 

State  Agencies/Officials 

1  Honorable  Ted  Schwinden,  Governor  (Helena,  Montana)  512 

2  Honorable  George  A.  Sinner,  Governor  518 

(Bismarck,  North  Dakota) 

3,4  Texas  Office  of  the  Governor  (T.C.  Adams)  (Austin,  Texas)  514,  519 

5  Washington  Department  of  Ecology  (M.F.  Palko)  511 

(Olympia,  Washington) 

Individuals 

1  D.  L.  Blank  (Whitefish,  Montana)  521 

2  Sandra  and  Fred  Garcia  (Marshall,  Arkansas)  520 

3  Victor  Skorapa,  Jr.  (Gardiner,  Maine)  515 

4  Peter  J.  Stauffacher  (Kansas  City,  Missouri)  517 


Table  2 


Speakers  at  Public  Hearings  for  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 


F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Cheyenne,  Wyoming 
(Document  500) 


Aldrich,  Alvin 

(pl  13) 

Lappe,  Eileen 

(pl02) 

Aldrich,  Annette 

(p99) 

Lindsey,  Tom 

(p53) 

Applegate,  Jim 

(p82) 

Martin,  Carl 

(p71) 

Atchison,  Phyllis 

(p61) 

Meeker,  E.L. 

(p78) 

Atwell,  Larry 

(p93) 

Miller,  Darryl 

(p73) 

Baggs,  Fred 

(pl09) 

Mitchell,  Robert 

(p59) 

Breitweiser,  Sharon 

(p56) 

Moore,  Richard 

(p74) 

Brown,  Bruce 

(p55) 

Oberg,  Brad 

(p64) 

Clay,  John 

(p  106) 

Olson,  Brian 

(p66) 

Cohen,  Haskell 

(p86) 

Raford,  Anne 

(pl07) 

Cook,  Peter 

(pill) 

Scott,  Robert 

(p69) 

Edwards,  Ala. 

(p44) 

Schlacter,  Fred 

(p87) 

Erickson,  Don 

(p42) 

Spiegel,  Sidney 

(p90) 

Hehn,  Rosella 

(p64) 

Starr,  Eileen 

(p96) 

Hines,  Thomas 

(p53) 

Warsaw,  Ed 

(p51) 

Holcomb,  Peter 

(p84) 

Warsaw,  Sylvia 

(p62) 

Uloway,  Pete 

(pl  15) 

Whitehead,  Janet 

(p48) 

Kirkbride,  Linda 

(p80) 

Barksdale  AFB, 

Bossier  City,  Louisiana 

(Document  501) 

Arceneaux,  Thomas  "Tom” 

(p47) 

Jones,  Don 

(p35) 

Barberousse,  Christine 

(p89) 

Justice,  Claire 

(p86) 

Bennett,  Wanda 

(p75) 

Larkin,  Timothy 

(p57) 

Bourland,  Tom 

(p84) 

McCaffrey,  Margaret 

(p78) 

Bruce,  James 

(p59) 

Me  Elroy,  Tim 

(p91) 

Brun,  Roy 

(p46) 

Neale,  Tom 

(p61) 

Burchett,  Dewey 

(p90) 

Oldag,  Eileen 

(p67) 

Burford,  Bob 

(p50) 

Prestridge,  Roger  M. 

(p56) 

Carpenter,  Ed 

(p59) 

Roberts,  Deborah 

(p81) 

Cassagno,  Francois. 

(p87) 

Roberts,  Mark 

(p60) 

Clayton,  Murray 

(p72) 

Scott,  Leroy 

(p85) 

Crumpton,  Tom 

(p51) 

Sibley,  Dale 

(p44) 

Dolphin,  La  Verne 

(p88) 

Taylor,  Robert 

(p60) 

Fayard,  Ron 

(p53) 

Waggoner,  Joe  D. 

(p40) 

Homza,  Ginny 

(p42) 

Wojecki,  C.A. 

(p48) 

Hussey,  John 

(p38) 

Dyess  AFB,  Abilene,  Texas 

(Document  502) 

Aneff,  James 

(pllO) 

Bolls,  Downing 

(p48) 

Barr,  Grady 

(p87) 

Burnam,  Lon 

(pl  18) 

Blagg,  Jim 

(pl25) 

Calcote,  Lynda 

(plOl) 
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Dyess  AFB,  Abilene,  Texas 
(Document  502) 
(continued) 


Canon,  Joe 

(pl27) 

Law,  Violet 

(p57) 

Cheves,  Brad 

(p71) 

McClaraty,  Tim 

(p77) 

Conner,  John  E. 

(p85) 

Matta,  Samuel 

(p52) 

Dickson,  Temple 

(p44) 

Morton,  Walter  P.,  Jr. 

(p  1 3  3) 

Dressen,  Russell 

(pl32) 

Nixon,  Harold 

(p61) 

Dudley,  Don 

(p51) 

Palmer,  George 

(p88) 

Estes,  Kathy 

(pl08) 

Rhodes,  Rick 

(p59) 

Ferguson,  Dale 

(p55) 

Russell,  John 

(pl29) 

Flanders,  Hal 

(p79) 

Senter,  Scott 

(pl03) 

Gee,  Louis 

(p69) 

Shrader,  Greg 

(p94) 

Harendt,  Tommie 

Cpl 16) 

Stone,  Roger 

(p76) 

Harrell,  Ronna 

(pl36) 

Tiffany,  Robert  J. 

(pi 15) 

Heaney,  Jim 

(p69) 

Turley,  Mack 

(pl30) 

Helbert,  Brad 

(p81) 

Turner,  John  E. 

(pl07) 

Holloway,  Jess 

(p47) 

Velasquez,  Kristina 

(pl  17) 

Hughes,  Fred  Lee 

(p83) 

Velasquez,  Maria 

(p77) 

Hurst,  Boyd 

(pl34) 

Weeks,  David 

(p96) 

Johnson,  Lance  E. 

(pi  09) 

Wells,  Keith 

(p98) 

Jungmeyer,  Paul 

(p74) 

Wheat,  Walter 

(p62) 

Karrenbrock,  Karl 

(pl05) 

Wright,  Bill 

(p 112) 

King,  Dale 

(p63) 

Eaker  AFB, 

Blytheville,  Arkansas 

(Document  503) 

Akin,  Bill 

(p64) 

Huffman,  Bo 

(p75) 

Bell,  Steve 

(p45) 

Inman,  Bill 

(p58) 

Bohannon,  Jerry 

(p62) 

Ledbetter,  Carl 

(p42) 

Brown,  LaJean 

(p77) 

Maddox,  Lew 

(p44) 

Darnell,  Phil 

(p67) 

Mason,  Douglas 

(p78) 

Deal,  James 

(p70) 

Middlebrook,  Lonnie 

(p48) 

Gabrielson,  Terry 

(p60) 

Neely,  Dewey 

(p69) 

Gibson,  Mike 

(p50) 

Prewitt,  Dick 

(p48) 

Glidewell,  Carol 

(p77) 

Sudbury,  Harold 

(p73) 

Greene,  Shirley 

(p55) 

Sullins,  John 

(p53) 

Gude,  Joe 

(p39) 

Wagner,  Wayne 

(p43) 

Gurley,  Joe 

(p41) 

Williams,  Joyce 

(p40) 

Hammett,  Willy 

(p47) 

Wilson,  Michael 

(p49) 

Hendricks,  Jim 

(p43) 

Fairchild  AFB, 

Medical  Lake,  Washington 

(Document  504) 

Aubrey,  Keith 

(p62) 

Carroll,  David 

(pl08) 

Barber,  William 

(p61) 

Cofer,  Randy 

(p97) 

Blakely,  Steven 

(pl02) 

Doherty,  Janice 

(p74) 
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Fairchild  AFB,  Medical  Lake,  Washington 
(Document  504) 

(continued) 


Donahoe,  Kathleen 

(p95) 

Moran,  W.P. 

(pl  04) 

Fleser,  Mary  Ann 

(p90) 

Mueller,  Marilynne 

(p92) 

Gaylord,  Lauren 

(p49) 

Niggemeyer,  Bill 

(p71) 

Gaylord,  Randall 

(p68) 

Nothdurff,  Donald 

(P106) 

Greene,  William 

(p51) 

Ramsey,  George 

(p40) 

Haggin,  Lindell 

(p55) 

Ray,  Douglas 

(p59) 

Haggin,  Margaret 

(p56) 

Reinbold,  James 

(plOl) 

Hines,  Jerry 

(p67) 

Reitemeier,  George 

(p48) 

Jaroneski,  Matthew 

(p64) 

Riegel,  Dorothy 

(p88) 

Juzix,  Richard 

(p50) 

Singer,  Mary 

(P76) 

Kavanagh,  John 

(p66) 

Stacey,  Frances 

(p44) 

Kerwin,  Peter 

(pl03) 

Thomas,  Jim 

(p41) 

Mangan,  A1 

(p86) 

Vose,  John 

(p99) 

Moos,  Marion 

(p53) 

Wilsey,  David 

(P79) 

Wilson,  Bonard 

(p81) 

Grand  Forks  AFB, 

Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota 

(Document  505) 

Armstrong,  Jeff 

(p74) 

Madsen,  Cheryl 

(p79) 

Beach,  David 

(p40) 

Miller,  Virginia 

(p94) 

Browning,  Mark 

(p76) 

Moulds,  Ken 

(p36) 

Bordenkircher,  Carole 

(p60) 

Olson,  Marc 

(p65) 

Bushfield,  Bob 

(p53) 

O'Neil,  Tom 

(p84) 

Butler,  Matthew 

(p80) 

Pearson,  Wade 

(p66) 

Christensen,  Richard 

(p37) 

Peterson,  Margaret 

(p77) 

Clayburgh,  Rich 

(p89) 

Phillips,  Mike 

(p57) 

Coe,  Frank 

(p38) 

Phillips,  Victoria 

(p49) 

Dalglish,  James 

(p81) 

Polovitz,  Michael 

(p35) 

Earl,  James 

(p35) 

Richter,  James 

(p34) 

Finney,  Maury 

(pi  02) 

Rolczynski,  John 

(p68) 

Finney,  Steve 

(p45) 

Rosenberg,  Ronnie 

(p82) 

Frank,  Richard 

(p77) 

Scott,  Walter 

(p58) 

Froemcie,  Mark 

(p89) 

Shaft,  Grant 

(p33) 

Gjovig,  Bruce 

(p56) 

Shawham,  Pat 

(p49) 

Hagness,  Tom 

(p42) 

Sinner,  Richard 

(p67) 

Hall,  Mark 

(p62) 

Spicer,  Bill 

(p55) 

Hermodson,  A1 

(p92) 

Stofferahn,  Curtis 

(p70) 

Holmberg,  Ray 

(p31) 

Stradley,  Scott 

(p43) 

Hudak,  Kathleen 

(p96) 

Trosen,  Ray 

(p36) 

Jardine,  Kevin 

(p99) 

West,  Dale 

(p48) 

Kuchera,  Tom 

(p33) 

Winrich,  Lonny 

(p50) 

Lander,  Tom 

(p89) 

Wogaman,  George 

(p40) 

Linfoot,  C.L.  "Bud” 

(p65) 

Zeilig,  Martin 

(p60) 
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Little  Rock  AFB,  Jacksonville,  Arkansas 
(Document  506) 


Ball,  John 

(p5 1) 

Knight,  Emma 

(p85) 

Bass,  Eliz 

(p35) 

Kohut,  Nick 

(p24) 

Belden,  Ted 

(pl  4) 

Leonard,  Lula 

(pl3) 

Bell,  Ruth 

(p65) 

Markey,  Catherine 

(p79) 

Bland,  Bob 

(p82) 

Meddress,  James 

(p26) 

Brannen,  Art 

(p59) 

Meyers,  Dub 

(p44) 

Brooks,  Tom 

(p!9) 

Moore,  Randy 

(p56) 

De  Veau,  Elizabeth 

(p58) 

Mourot,  Jon 

(p28) 

De  Veau,  Fred 

(p47) 

Norton,  Elizabeth 

(p75) 

Desmarais,  Ralph 

(p62) 

Norton,  Wendel 

(p68) 

Farrell,  Gene 

(pl5) 

Quinn,  Roberta 

(p84) 

Fletcher,  Gary 

(p86) 

Smith,  Marshall 

(pl2) 

Getty,  Gerry 

(p77) 

Stead,  William 

(p21) 

Golgan,  Sharon 

(p72) 

Stewart,  Jo 

(p70) 

Gwatney,  Bill 

(p41) 

Swaim,  Tommy 

(p9) 

Halsell,  Jerry 

(p27) 

Williams,  Jeannie 

(p89) 

Holder,  Trusten 

(p64) 

Wilson,  Mike 

(p8) 

Johnson,  Ray 

(p41) 

Wood,  Doug 

(p5) 

Kappus-Beattie,  Kathryn 

(p37) 

Zornek,  Susan 

(p32) 

Malmstrom  AFB,  Great  Falls,  Montana 
(Document  507) 


Aiken,  Ardith 

(p36) 

Larson,  Edward 

(p52) 

Baiz,  Claire 

(p75) 

Lowthian,  Harvey 

(p74) 

Boland,  Tom 

(p64) 

Matheson,  Gordon 

(p59) 

Canon,  Roscoe 

(p83) 

Matteucci,  Ed 

(p58) 

Crough,  Will 

(p85) 

Maybanks,  Sheila 

(p62) 

Cummings,  Jim 

(p57) 

Novak,  Mauri 

(p97) 

Dickoff,  Art 

(p87) 

Parker,  Bill 

(p78) 

Gasvoda,  Richard 

(p36) 

Phillips,  John 

(p34) 

Hahn,  Allan 

(p69) 

Reichert,  Arlyne 

(p81) 

Hobbs,  Alan 

(p94) 

Ryan,  Tim 

(p46) 

Humphrey,  James,  Jr, 

(p87) 

Stephens,  Paul 

(p47) 

Humphrey,  Lucretia 

(p92) 

Whirry,  Gordon 

(P55) 

Jergeson,  Ray 

(p53) 

Williamson,  Doug 

(p40) 

Larson,  Doug 

(p37) 

Young,  Roger 

(P102) 

Minot  AFB, 

Minot,  North  Dakota 

(Document  508) 

Aas,  Lynn 

(p49) 

Christensen,  George 

(p39) 

Allen,  Earl 

(p99) 

Chumas,  Effie 

(p44) 

Bakke,  Steve 

(p73) 

Dienst,  Brad 

(p60) 

Ballman,  Everett 

(p63) 

Ekblad,  Art 

(p62) 

Breding,  Bill 

(p73) 

Fedorchak,  Mike 

(pl03) 

Brevik,  Charles 

(pl02) 

Frey,  Larry 

(p57) 
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Minot  AFB,  Minot,  North  Dakota 
(Document  508) 
(continued) 


Greenup,  Wayne 

(p84) 

Redland,  Roland 

(p41) 

Hermodson,  A1 

(pl05) 

Robinson,  Albert 

(p73) 

Hoffman,  Charles 

(p89) 

Rosenberg,  Ronnie 

(p77) 

Koland,  David 

(p51) 

Ruedisili,  Neal 

(p96) 

Kramlich,  Gary 

(p93) 

Schoenwald,  Larry 

(p55) 

Kuhn,  Ed 

(p85) 

Semrau,  Marvin 

(p93) 

Lange,  Larry 

(p70) 

Sydness,  Steve 

(p52) 

Mallberg,  Leon 

(pl  10) 

Tollefson,  Ben 

(p46) 

Mattson,  Brenda 

(p75) 

Waind,  David 

(p87) 

Morrison,  Ethel  Mae 

(p91) 

Wickre,  Gary 

(p58) 

Pence,  John 

(p87) 

Wilson,  Herbert 

(p82) 

Peterson,  James 

(p48) 

Whiteman  AFB, 

Warrenburg,  Missouri 

(Document  509) 

Ash,  Richard 

(p 102) 

Kurth,  Woodrow 

(p47) 

Bachand,  Marc 

(p87) 

Landewe,  Robert 

(p73) 

Bogue,  Laura 

(p77) 

Lombardi,  Gregg 

(p62) 

Brame,  William 

(p50) 

Mangina,  Ben 

(p44) 

Brown,  Jerry 

(pl27) 

Marble,  Robert 

(p92) 

Burnham,  Helen 

(p88) 

Maring,  Ray 

(p48) 

Chudomelka,  Helen 

(p99) 

Massey,  Kimberly 

(p85) 

Coffman,  Amy 

(p75) 

McNally,  Phillip 

(p57) 

Crouch,  Lorraine 

(p56) 

Myers,  Eva 

(p60) 

Denman,  Edwin 

(p41) 

Pearce,  David 

(p  1 0  9) 

DuCharme,  Charles 

(p96) 

Prins,  Karen 

(p82) 

Fitzpatrick,  Thomas 

(p69) 

Purves,  Patty 

(pl24) 

Gammeter,  Daniel 

(p89) 

Renkaski,  Ron 

(p90) 

Ginsburg,  Anna 

(pl  14) 

Russell,  Frances 

(pl03) 

Haim,  Mark 

(pl05) 

Schulte,  Luanne 

(pl22) 

Harmon,  Lynn 

(p75) 

Stack,  Jeff 

(pH6) 

James,  Robert 

(pll9) 

Thomas,  Kathy 

(p97) 

Jones,  James 

(p95) 

Wax,  Jack 

(pl00) 

King,  Thomas 

(p50) 

Wilbur,  Eric 

(p54) 

Klotz,  John 

(p68) 

Wittstruck,  Scott 

(p66) 

Krider,  LeRoy 

(p51) 

Wolff,  Mike 
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Table  3 

Summary  of  Public  Comments  Received  by  Location 


Location 

Number  of 
Documents1 

Number  of 
Comments 

F.E.  Warren  AFB 

39 

420 

Barksdale  AFB 

14 

111 

Dyess  AFB 

117 

198 

Eaker  AFB 

8 

44 

Fairchild  AFB 

21 

206 

Grand  Forks  AFB 

53 

156 

Little  Rock  AFB 

77 

338 

Malmstrom  AFB 

18 

152 

Minot  AFB 

45 

132 

Whiteman  AFB 

61 

386 

Wurtsmith  AFB 

46 

312 

Other 

20 

215 

TOTAL: 

519 

2,670 

Note:  includes  transcripts  for  11  public  hearings. 
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20.  General  Comments 


1.2 


Comments  and  Responses 

Section  1.2.1  consists  of  the  issues  and  responses  for  the  497  written  documents 
received  on  or  before  the  31  August  1988  public  comment  deadline.  Section  1.2.2 
consists  of  issues  and  responses  for  the  11  public  hearing  transcripts.  To  reduce  the  size 
of  this  document,  if  a  response  was  used  for  more  than  one  comment,  the  later  responses 
were  referred  back  to  the  first  time  a  given  response  was  used. 

The  majority  of  issues  were  paraphrased  by  the  preparers  of  this  document.  For  the 
complete  verbatim  comment,  reproductions  of  the  original  written  documents  and  public 
hearing  transcripts  are  provided  in  Sections  2  and  3  respectively. 

For  many  comments,  particularly  those  where  the  com  mentor  makes  a  general  statement 
and  no  specific  response  is  warranted,  the  response  is  listed  as  "Noted.”  "Noted"  is  used 
to  denote  that  the  comment  was  recognized,  but  that  the  Air  Force  does  not  necessarily 
agree  or  disagree  with  the  statement  made. 

1.2.1  Written  Comments 


Doc  Comment 
No.  No. 

1  1  ISSUE:  Louisiana  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO)  withholding 

comment  on  the  Draft  EIS  regarding  impacts  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana 
because  archaeological  survey  and  testing  is  still  underway. 

RESPONSE:  The  report  detailing  the  results  of  cultural  resources 
investigations  at  Barksdale  AFB  has  been  transmitted  to  the  SHPO  in 
accordance  with  standard  reporting  procedures.  The  SHPO  has  concurred 
that  no  NRHP  eligible  archaeological  sites  would  be  affected  by  the 
Proposed  Action,  but  suggested  the  architectural  importance  of  the 
historic  buildings  be  considered.  Program  impacts  on  the  historic 
buildings  are  addressed  in  EIS  Section  4.3. 5.3. 

2  1  ISSUE:  Final  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  regarding  cultural  resources  at 

Wurtsmith  AFB  will  be  made  by  the  Michigan  SHPO  after  review  of  the 
cultural  resources  survey  report. 

RESPONSE:  The  report  detailing  the  results  of  cultural  resources 
investigations  at  Wurtsmith  AFB  has  been  provided  to  the  SHPO  in 
accordance  with  standard  reporting  procedure.  Verbal  agreement  with  the 
EIS  findings  has  been  given  by  the  SHPO. 

3  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative  in  the 

interest  of  love  and  peace  on  earth  and  all  of  its  creatures. 

RESPONSE:  This  comment  does  not  deal  with  the  environmental  matters 
that  are  the  subject  of  the  EIS  on  the  deployment  and  peacetime  operation 
of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program.  Whether  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  should  be  deployed  is  a  matter  for  decision  by  the 
President  and  the  Congress. 

4  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  No  Action  Alternative  because 

deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  in  the  State  of  Michigan  increases  the 
danger  and  decreases  their  safety. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  Rail  Garrison  program  because  of 
broader  social,  economic,  political,  and  health  consequences  of  nuclear 
arms  build-up. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  disposal  of  radioactive  waste. 

Prevention  is  better  than  cure.  This  can  only  be  achieved  by  reducing 
production  of  nuclear  warheads. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  ultimate  disposal  of  the  components  of 

decommissioned  warheads  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  The  radioactive 
components  of  the  missiles  will  be  reused,  recycled,  or  disposed  of  in 
accordance  with  the  status,  regulations,  and  procedures  in  effect  at  the 
time  those  actions  are  taken.  The  appropriate  environmental  analyses  will 
likewise  be  prepared  under  the  regulations  applicable  at  that  time.  Also 
see  EIS  Section  1.10  and  Chapter  5. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  Rail  Garrison  program  is  contradictory 
to  the  spirit  of  START  and  should  not  be  implemented. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  little  is  said  about  the  security  needed  for 
the  rail  garrisoned  nuclear  missiles.  The  missiles  would  be  more 
vulnerable  to  accidents,  sabotage,  and  terrorism  than  silo  based  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  Security  measures  are  expected  to  provide  early  warning  of 
sabotage  attempts  and  prevent  disabling  of  the  system. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  MIRV  warheads  invite  early, 

preemptive  Soviet  response. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  dispersal  of  missile  trains  would  invite 
saturation  bombing  by  the  Soviets  to  destroy  the  missiles  and  the  rail 
system. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  Rail  Garrison  program  would  violate 
the  ABM  Treaty  although  abandoned  years  ago,  but  was  resurrected  in  the 
form  of  the  Strategic  Defense  Initiative. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  personnel  charged  with  maintaining  our 
nuclear  weapons  have  a  substantial  rate  of  alcoholism,  substance  abuse, 
and  aberrant  behavior. 

RESPONSE:  Crew  members  will  be  subject  to  the  Air  Force  Personnel 
Reliability  Program  (Air  Force  Regulation  [AFR]  35-99)  or  Civilian 
Personnel  Reliability  Program  (AFR  40-925).  These  programs  are  designed 


to  ensure  that  military  and  civilian  personnel  who  are  assigned  to  nuclear 
weapons  duties  have  no  medical  problems  or  psychological  traits  which 
might  result  in  behavior  which  would  threaten  the  national  security  of  the 
United  States.  Candidates  must  meet  all  the  requirements  of  personnel 
reliability  programs  before  they  may  perform  duties  associated  with 
nuclear  weapons.  The  requirements  include  security  clearance,  medical 
and  psychological  screening,  and  random  drug  testing  (see  EIS 
Section  5.1.2). 

5  9  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  states  that  the  scoping  hearing  was  hastily  convened 

with  little  time  for  the  public  to  respond.  Only  one  hearing  was  set  for 
the  entire  State  of  Michigan,  and  it  would  be  important  that  communities 
all  along  the  proposed  railroad  route  be  alerted  to  elicit  their  concerns. 

RESPONSE:  Scoping  meetings  were  held  in  the  communities  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  candidate  deployment  locations  where  the 
greatest  impacts  would  likely  occur. 

5  10  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  dispersal  of  the  missiles  over  a 

four  to  six  hour  period  may  not  make  them  less  targetable  by  Soviet 
missile  operators. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

5  11  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative  because  they 

believe  in  the  "First  do  no  harm"  principle. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

5  12  ISSUE:  How  will  the  presence  of  MX  missiles  affect  local  property 

values? 

RESPONSE:  No  change  in  land  values  near  the  installations  or  along  rail 
lines  are  expected. 

5  13  ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  missiles  be  sent  out  on  cars  for  testing? 

RESPONSE:  One  missile  (without  warheads)  per  year  would  be  moved  by 
rail  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  and  then  to  Vandenberg  AFB, 
California  for  test  launching.  No  other  movement  of  missiles  on  the  rail 
network  for  test  purposes  is  proposed.  There  will  be  no  advance  public 
notice  of  the  missile  movements  for  those  test  firings. 

5  14  ISSUE:  What  is  the  psychological  effect  on  children  who  discover  that 

nuclear  missiles  are  in  their  neighborhood? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  moral  or  psychological  concerns  about  defense 
strategy  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  The  U.S.  Supreme  Court  has  held 
that  psychological  impacts  attributable  to  fear  of  a  program  is  not  an 
appropriate  subject  for  EIS  analysis  because  it  is  not  related  to  the 
physical  impacts  of  the  program  (Metropolitan  Edison  vs.  People  Against 
Nuclear  Energy,  April  1983). 

6  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  high  risk  of  derailment  and 

collision  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  entails. 
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RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  a  Peacekeeper  train  being  involved  in  a 
derailment  or  collision  is  low.  In  the  unlikely  event  that  a  Peacekeeper 
train  is  involved  in  a  collision  or  derailment,  the  risk  to  health  and  safety 
is  extremely  low.  However,  to  present  a  complete  analysis  these  risks  are 
analyzed  in  detail  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  of  the  ever  increasing  risk  of  sabotage  that 
threatens  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode  and  operation. 

RESPONSE:  Security  measures  are  expected  to  provide  early  warning  of 
sabotage  attempts  and  prevent  disabling  of  the  system. 

ISSUE:  This  basing  mode  would  heighten  tensions  between  the 

superpowers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  State  of  Arkansas  Technical  Review  Committee  has  no  objection 
to  the  Draft  EIS  and  the  preferred  alternative  provided  the  Department  of 
Health’s  concerns  are  addressed.  (See  Document  7,  Comments  2  to  5.) 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Arkansas  Department  of  Health  sees  no  major  long-term 

environmental  health  related  impacts  due  to  radiation  identified  in  the 
EIS.  The  Department  concurs  with  the  conclusion  that  the  radiation  risk 
to  the  general  population  is  negligible  due  to  the  low  probability  of  an 
offsite  release  of  radioactive  material  and  that  the  health  risks  to  crews 
will  be  extremely  small. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Arkansas  Department  of  Health  stated  that  the  more  significant 
risk  in  this  system  is  the  hazardous  material  and  not  the  radioactive 
material. 

RESPONSE:  The  risk  analysis  of  hazardous  and  radioactive  materials  are 
analyzed  in  Section  5  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  The  emergency  response  activities  appear  to  be  in  keeping  with 
current  government  policy.  State  and  local  governments  are  noted 
although  activity  involving  the  warhead  is  correctly  restricted  to  specially 
trained  federal  responders. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Arkansas  Department  of  Health  stated  that  while  the  figures  in 
the  tables  regarding  radiation-induced  cancer  are  reasonable,  no  data 
source  for  the  figures  was  given. 

RESPONSE:  Estimates  of  latent  cancer  fatalities  resulting  from  given 
exposure  levels  were  derived  from  Recommendations  of  the  International 
Commission  on  Radiological  Protection,  Annals  of  the  ICRP,  ICRP-26, 
Volume  1,  Oxford,  England,  1977. 


7  6  ISSUE:  Statements  were  made  that  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  seems  to  be  an 

unlikely  candidate,  due  primarily  to  the  New  Madrid  fault  and  the 
potential  for  a  severe  earthquake  during  the  proposed  20-year  life  of  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  earthquakes  at  Eaker  AFB  has  been  addressed  in 
EIS  Sections  3.9.4  and  4. 5. 8. 2.  Structures  constructed  for  the  proposed 
program  would  be  designed  with  consideration  given  to  the  maximum 
credible  event.  The  occurrence  of  an  earthquake  and  potential 
environmental  effects  of  the  program  have  also  been  addressed  as  a 
separate  issue  in  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

7  7  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  presence  of  archaeological  sites  at 

Eaker  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Discovery  of  an  archaeological  site  does  not  preclude  the  use 
of  the  area  by  the  Air  Force.  Federal  law  requires  that  the  existence  of 
the  site  be  taken  into  account  during  program  planning.  It  is  Air  Force 
policy  to  minimize  harm  to  important  sites  and  protect  them  to  the  extent 
possible.  Often  sites  can  be  avoided  by  changing  the  project  design.  The 
revised  garrison  design  in  EIS  Section  4.5  represents  such  an  effort  to 
avoid  site  3MS105.  When  complete  avoidance  is  not  practical,  data 
recovery  may  be  necessary.  The  appropriate  level  of  data  recovery  is 
determined  through  consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation 
Officer,  the  Federal  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation,  any 
concerned  Indian  tribal  authorities,  and  the  interested  public,  in 
accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act. 

8  1  ISSUE:  Bossier  City-Parish  Metropolitan  Planning  Commission  in  support 

of  the  selection  of  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  as  one  of  the  MX  missile 
locations  because  neither  safety  nor  environmental  assets  will  be 
sacrificed. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

9  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  being  placed 

at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  because  the  adverse  environmental  issues  are 
insignificant. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

10  1  ISSUE:  No  action  should  be  taken  to  deploy  more  nuclear  weapons  in 

Michigan  or  anywhere. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

11  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  about  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  basing  at 

Wurtsmith  AFB  and  supports  reducing  the  number  of  nuclear  weapons 
deployed  in  Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

12  1  ISSUE:  Will  Little  Elm  Creek  be  contaminated  and  flow  into  Lake 

Abilene,  which  is  a  water  reservoir? 

RESPONSE:  Little  Elm  Creek,  which  drains  Dyess  AFB,  lies  downstream 
of  Lake  Abilene  and  does  not  affect  the  lake.  However,  the  creek  does 
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drain  to  Lake  Fort  Phantom  Hill,  a  major  municipal  supply  reservoir 
located  downstream  of  the  base.  No  permanent,  new  wastewater 
discharges  to  surface  or  groundwater  will  result  from  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program.  The  only  project-related  pollutants  likely  to  find 
their  way  into  Lake  Fort  Phantom  Hill  would  be  suspended  sediment 
eroded  from  the  construction  sites  at  Dyess  AFB.  Accelerated  sediment 
loss  to  Little  Elm  Creek  is  expected  to  be  minor,  with  temporary  impacts 
occurring  during  construction  (see  EIS  Section  4.4. 7. 3).  No  substantial 
reservoir  effects  are  anticipated. 

12  2  ISSUE:  Ground  squirrels  in  the  Abilene,  Texas  area  will  be  harmed 

because  of  the  contamination  caused  by  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  contamination  associated  with  the  program  is 
unlikely  to  have  a  notable  adverse  impact  on  ground  squirrels  or  other 
wildlife  species  because  the  program  will  affect  an  area  that  is  relatively 
low  quality  habitat,  and  any  toxic  spill  that  does  occur  will  be  contained 
onbase.  The  safety  analysis  done  for  the  EIS  includes  calculation  of  the 
incorporation  of  radioactive  materials  into  the  food  chain  and  resulting 
human  exposure.  The  contribution  to  the  total  risk  from  that  possibility  is 
very  small  because  the  predominant  radioactive  material  that  might  be 
dispersed,  plutonium  dioxide,  is  relatively  insoluble  and  very  little  would 
enter  the  food  chain  (see  EIS  Section  4. 4.6. 3). 

13  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  all  nuclear  weapons  and  Rail  Garrison 

basing  in  Michigan  or  anywhere  else  because  of  Christian  convictions  and 
concerns  for  public  safety. 

RESPONSE:  Public  safety  issues  are  discussed  in  Chapter  5.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

14  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess 

AFB,  Texas.  Also  supports  the  Air  Force  and  anything  good  that  needs  to 
be  done  for  the  protection  of  our  grand  old  America. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

15  1  ISSUE:  Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission  concerned  about  the  need  for 

and  availability  of  utility  services  for  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming,  and  the  population  growth  attributable  to  installation  of  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  For  the  Proposed  Action,  utility  demands  are  identified  in 
EIS  Section  4. 2. 2. 3.  Alternative  Action  requirements  are  given  in  EIS 
Section  4.2. 2. 4,  while  cumulative  impacts  are  identified  in  EIS 
Section  4. 2. 2. 5.  Data  on  the  growth  in  population  are  given  in  EIS 
Sections  4. 2.1. 3,  4.2.1. 4,  and  4.2. 1.5. 

15  2  ISSUE:  Statement  concerning  the  effect  the  construction  and  operation  of 

the  program  will  have  on  utility  facilities  in  the  area,  including  damage 
due  to  the  construction,  operation,  and  maintenance  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Design  of  the  onbase  facilities  and  railroad  track  takes  into 
consideration  the  protection  or  modification  of  existing  and  proposed 
utility  services  such  as  water,  electric,  and  gas  lines.  Consultation  with 
the  affected  utility  will  take  place  during  design.  Operation  and 
maintenance  of  the  program  are  not  anticipated  to  significantly  affect 
utility  service. 
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3  ISSUE:  What  steps  will  be  taken  to  ensure  the  safety  and  integrity  of  the 
railroad  track  and  rolling  stock  and  to  ensure  the  operating  viability  of  the 
program? 

RESPONSE:  Peacekeeper  trains  will  operate  on  the  commercial  rail 
network.  The  track  and  railroad  rights-of-way  are  maintained  by  railroad 
companies  who  keep  the  track  operational  and  safe.  Normal  monitoring  is 
expected  to  be  effective  in  preventing  impairment  of  the  mission  and 
accidents  due  to  damaged  track.  No  environmental  impact  will  result 
from  those  measures  so  the  issue  is  not  discussed  further  in  the  EIS.  The 
rolling  stock  will  belong  to  the  Air  Foree  and  will  be  maintained  by  the 
Air  Force  or  contractors  in  accordance  with  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  and  American  Association  of  Railroads  procedures  and  will 
meet  or  exceed  their  standards. 

15  4  ISSUE:  What  steps  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  train  crews  are 

functioning  with  the  necessary  physical  and  mental  facilities  to  safely 
operate  a  train? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  would  provide  crews  qualified  to  operate  the 
locomotives.  The  railroads  would  provide  a  pilot  who  is  fully 
knowledgeable  on  the  physical  characteristics  and  rules  of  operations  of 
railroads  (see  EIS  Sections  1.4.4  and  5.1.3).  In  addition  to  the  existing 
railroad  personnel  and  safety  programs,  crew  members  will  be  subject  to 
the  Air  Force  Personnel  Reliability  Program  (Air  Force  Regulation 
[AFR]  35-99)  or  Civilian  Personnel  Reliability  Program  (AFR  40-925). 
These  programs  are  designed  to  ensure  that  military  and  civilian  personnel 
who  are  assigned  to  nuclear  weapons  duties  have  no  medical  problems  or 
psychological  traits  which  might  result  in  behavior  which  would  threaten 
the  national  security  of  the  United  States.  Candidates  must  meet  all  the 
requirements  of  personnel  reliability  programs  before  they  may  perform 
duties  associated  with  nuclear  weapons.  The  requirements  include 
security  clearance,  medical  and  psychological  screening,  and  random  drug 
testing  (see  EIS  Section  5.1.2). 

15  5  ISSUE:  What  steps  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  military  train  crews  are 

knowledgeable  of  the  operating  rules  of  each  railroad  so  that  accidents 
can  be  avoided? 

RESPONSE:  The  training  programs  for  Peacekeeper  train  crews  will  be 
similar  to  Air  Force  flight  crew  training  programs  and  will  ensure  that  the 
crews  are  fully  qualified  before  they  are  assigned  operational  duties.  The 
training  will  include  classroom  work,  train  simulator  experience,  job 
proficiency  and  safety  evaluations  on  training  trains,  and  continuing 
performance  evaluations  during  exercises  and  maintenance  operations  (see 
EIS  Section  5.1.2).  The  military  train  crews  will  be  assisted  by  a  pilot  who 
is  a  railroad  employee  assigned  to  a  train.  This  person  will  advise  crews 
on  the  physical  characteristic  and  traffic  rules  of  the  specific  railroad,  or 
portion  of  the  railroad,  over  which  the  train  is  to  be  moved  (see  EIS 
Sections  1.4.4  and  5.1.3). 

16  1  ISSUE:  Statement  made  by  the  Texas  State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

(SHPO)  that  an  archaeological  survey  should  be  undertaken  by  a  qualified 
professional  in  the  proposed  areas  of  construction.  Field  examinations 
should  include  shovel  testing  to  identify  subsurface  cultural  deposits. 
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RESPONSE:  An  archaeological  survey  of  proposed  program  impact  areas 
was  recently  undertaken  by  the  Texas  Archeological  Research  Lab, 
Austin.  The  scope  of  work,  previously  approved  by  the  SHPO,  included 
subsurface  testing.  The  report  of  investigations  has  been  prepared  and 
transmitted  to  SHPO  for  comment  and  the  results  of  the  survey  have  been 
incorporated  in  Section  4.4.5  of  the  EIS.  The  SHPO  has  not  provided  final 
comment  at  this  time. 

17  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  opposition  to  the  installation  of  the  Peacekeeper 

Rail  Garrison  system  at  Barksdale  AFB  because  the  system  may 
potentially  destroy  the  wetlands,  home  of  the  red-cockaded  woodpecker 
and  the  American  alligator. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  will  have  no  impacts 
on  the  red-cockaded  woodpecker.  Some  wetlands  may  be  affected  but  this 
would  not  threaten  the  integrity  or  survival  of  alligator  populations.  See 
details  in  EIS  Section  4. 3. 6. 3. 

18  1  ISSUE:  Montana  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  (SHPO)  requested  the 

Cultural  Resource  Inventory  Report  for  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  The  report  detailing  the  results  of  cultural  resources 

investigations  a>.  Malmstrom  AFB  has  been  forwarded  to  the  SHPO  in 
accordance  with  standard  reporting  procedures  and  results  have  been 
incorporated  in  Section  4.9.5  of  the  EIS.  The  SHPO  has  not  provided  final 
comment  at  this  time. 

19  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  full  support  of  the  proposed  selection  of  Whiteman 

AFB,  Missouri  as  a  site  for  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

20  1  ISSUE:  City  of  Sedalia,  Missouri  in  support  of  the  addition  of  Rail 

Garrison  at  Whiteman  AFB  because  there  would  be  little  inconvenience  in 
relocating  two  buildings  and  inconsequential  impacts  on  wildlife  and 
wetland/forest  habitats. 

RESPONSE:  Noted.  Section  4.11.6.3  of  the  EIS  provides  a  discussion  of 
the  impacts  on  wildlife  and  wetland/forest  habitats. 

21  1  ISSUE:  A  nuclear  accident  would  kill  thousands.  The  whole  world  would 

be  affected  not  just  a  few  families  or  lives. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  addresses  safety  concerns  associated  with 

deployment  of  peacetime  operation  of  the  system.  Dispersal  of 
radioactive  materials  as  a  result  of  an  accident  is  considered  to  be 
extremely  unlikely,  but  was  addressed  in  the  EIS  in  considerable  detail, 
including  the  combination  of  events  necessary  to  create  a  possibility  of 
occurrence,  the  health  risk  created  by  such  an  event,  and  emergency 
response  and  cleanup  actions  (See  EIS  Section  5. 1.1.2).  Nuclear  detonation 
resulting  from  an  accident  is  virtually  impossible  as  discussed  in  Section 
5.4.4  of  the  EIS. 

22  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  being  located 

at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

23  1  ISSUE:  The  environmental  issues  were  addressed  very  thoroughly  at  the 

public  hearing  in  Abilene,  Texas.  The  majority  of  citizens  in  Abilene 
heartily  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

24  1  ISSUE:  Defending  the  nation  as  a  whole  is  far  more  important  than 

creating  more  income  opportunities  in  Louisiana.  Therefore,  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  is  not  suitable  at  Barksdale  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

24  2  ISSUE:  Has  the  Air  Force  studied  the  number  of  derailment  incidents  in 

recent  years?  The  Barksdale  area  has  some  of  the  worst  tracks  in  the 
nation. 

RESPONSE:  The  risk  assessment  conducted  for  this  EIS  takes  into 

account  all  rail  accidents  for  the  years  1983  to  1987.  Regional 
differences  in  accident  rates  were  not  found  to  be  significant.  In  addition, 
the  Air  Force  has  conducted  exhaustive  track  investigations  in  the  vicinity 
of  each  candidate  installation.  There  is  sufficient  quantity  and  quality  of 
track  in  the  vicinity  of  each  installation  to  warrant  retention  as  a 
candidate  for  deployment.  Additionally,  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration,  through  the  railroad  companies,  assessed  the  national  rail 
network  with  regard  to  the  Peacekeeper  train  parameters.  There  exists 
more  than  120,000  miles  of  track  nationwide  upon  which  the  trains  could 
safely  operate  without  restriction. 

24  3  ISSUE:  If  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  located  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  the  people  would  eventually  pay  for  rebuilding  all  the  railroad 
systems.  Why  can't  the  railroad  concerns  and  those  who  use  them 
regularly  pay  for  a  safe  rail  system? 

RESPONSE:  The  tracks  and  railroad  rights-of-way  are  maintained  by 
railroad  companies  who  own  them.  Since  Peacekeeper  trains  will  operate 
on  the  commercial  rail  network,  the  Air  Force  will  operate  through  a 
track  usage  fee  agreement  and  structure  similar  to  commercial 
operations. 

24  4  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  trains  could  be  easily  located. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

24  5  ISSUE:  Why  is  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  one  of  the  bases  being 

considered? 

RESPONSE:  Each  candidate  installation  was  one  of  hundreds  of  military 
bases  in  the  48  contiguous  states  that  were  initially  considered.  Eleven 
installations  were  identified  through  the  rigorous  application  of  siting 
criteria.  Such  critical  factors  as  an  existing  weapons  handling  capability 
at  the  installation,  available  land  on  or  adjacent  to  the  installation,  Air 
Force  control  or  ownership  of  the  installation,  security,  and  access  to  a 
suitable  rail  network  were  taken  into  consideration. 
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1  ISSUE:  The  Iosco  County  Board  of  Commissioners  feels  the  DEIS 

overstates  the  seriousness  of  the  groundwater  contamination  problem  at 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan.  The  quality  of  the  groundwater  aquifer 
supplying  water  to  the  base  has  not  inhibited  the  continued  operation  of 
the  base.  Strong  efforts  to  protect  the  water  supply  and  clean  up  the 
contamination  in  the  aquifer  are  being  carried  out  by  the  base.  Wurtsmith 
AFB's  groundwater  quality  situation  should  not  be  a  stopper  for  any  future 
development  or  mission  changes  to  the  base. 

RESPONSE:  The  State  of  Michigan  considers  the  groundwater 

contamination  at  Wurtsmith  AFB  to  be  serious  enough  to  rate  the  base  as 
one  of  the  state's  top-priority  cleanup  sites.  Although  aquifer 
contaminant  concentrations  have  dropped  considerably  due  to  base 
cleanup  actions,  several  of  the  base  supply  wells  remain  uncontaminated 
due  only  to  continued  operation  of  special  groundwater  purge  wells. 
Increased  water  demand  due  to  the  Proposed  Action  would  intensify  this 
situation.  Although  this  impact  is  rated  as  significant,  it  does  not 
preclude  selection  of  Wurtsmith  AFB  as  a  garrison  installation  (see  EIS 
Sections  3.8.7  and  4.12.7.3). 

25  2  ISSUE:  Resolution  of  the  Iosco  County  Board  of  Commissioners  in  support 

of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  for  its  importance  to  the 
strategic  posture  of  the  United  States.  Also  encourages  placement  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  for  its  economic 
importance  to  Iosco  County. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

26  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Wurtsmith 

AFB,  Michigan.  The  local  electrical  workers  union  could  provide  local 
manpower  to  support  construction  with  very  little  impact  on  local  housing. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

27  1  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas  should  have  minimal  or  no  adverse  impacts  on  the  environment 
since  any  development  would  be  in  an  area  currently  developed  or  recently 
occupied  by  military  buildings.  The  project  should  have  beneficial  impacts 
due  to  elimination  of  blighted  areas  and  improved  storm  drainage  in  the 
area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

28  1  ISSUE:  Comments  made  by  others  at  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 

public  hearing  about  nuclear  buildup  and  threat  in  general  were  entirely 
inappropriate  and  not  appreciated  by  the  majority  of  the  community 
people  who  choose  to  let  their  elected  officials  represent  them,  rather 
than  waste  the  valuable  and  generously  given  time  of  the  gentlemen 
conducting  the  hearings. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

29  1  ISSUE:  What  color  is  the  missile? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  is  light  grey. 
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1  ISSUE:  Resolution  from  Nolan  County,  Texas  in  support  of  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  for  its  low-cost  strategic  deterrent 
capability  and  the  missile's  proven  success.  The  system  is  a  vital  national 
program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Will  U.S.  23  near  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  be  able  to 

accommodate  the  heavy  transportation  of  all  materials  needed  for  the 
construction  of  the  garrison?  What  would  be  the  plans  to  alleviate  the 
congested  highway? 

RESPONSE:  U.S.  23  would  be  able  to  accommodate  the  heavy  vehicles  to 
be  used  for  hauling  construction  materials.  Since  no  significant  impacts 
are  expected  on  roads  due  to  the  program,  no  mitigation  measures  are 
planned  (see  EIS  Section  4.12.3.3). 

1  ISSUE:  The  MX  missile  program  should  contribute  its  proportionate  share 
of  the  $25  billion  needed  to  upgrade  nuclear  weapon  production  facilities 
and  operate  them  in  a  safe  and  environmentally  acceptable  manner,  the 
$35  billion  to  $65  billion  to  clean  up  the  existing  nuclear  facilities  and 
their  surroundings,  and  the  $45  billion  cost  of  disposing  of  nuclear  wastes 
and  decommissioning  weapon  production  facilities. 

RESPONSE:  The  scope  of  this  EIS  on  the  proposed  deployment  and 
peacetime  operations  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  includes 
discussion  of  the  expected  environmental  and  socioeconomic  impacts  and 
safety  concerns.  Issues  of  national  security  policy  (including  co.  ideration 
of  alternative  strategic  weapon  systems),  morality  v  including 
consideration  of  alternative  means  to  ensure  peace),  and  resource 
allocation  (including  consideration  of  alternative  uses  of  funds)  are  among 
the  important  factors  that  affect  the  decision-making  process  of  the 
executive  and  legislative  branches  of  the  Government.  However,  the  EIS 
is  not  an  appropriate  place  to  address  these  issues. 

1  ISSUE:  Why  is  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  needed? 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  and  need  for  this  system  are  described  in  EIS 
Section  1.1. 

2  ISSUE:  Why  put  MX  in  Oscoda,  Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  5. 

3  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  environmental  impact  on  Oscoda  and  on 
Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  Potential  environmental  impacts  resulting  from  the 

deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  at  Wurtsmith  AFB 
are  presented  in  Section  4.12  of  the  EIS. 

4  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  impact  on  tourism  in  Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  Deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  is  not 
expected  to  have  an  effect  on  tourism  in  a  region  and  for  a  state  as  a 
whole.  The  proposed  program  may  have  an  adverse  effect  on  how  a  state 
is  perceived  by  potential  tourists  because  of  media  attention  focused  on 
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the  deployment  of  the  system  and  its  peacetime  operation  (though  the 
system  may  be  an  attraction  for  some  individuals).  However,  the 
deployment  of  other  missile  systems  in  the  past  (e.g.,  Peacekeeper 
missiles  in  Wyoming)  has  not  resulted  in  a  large  amount  of  media 
attention.  General  media  coverage  of  the  deployment  and  peacetime 
operation  of  the  system  would  not  likely  result  in  a  noticeable  effect  on 
tourism  in  a  region  or  state  and  any  decrease  would  likely  be  of  short 
duration.  However,  given  the  scenario  that  extensive  media  coverage 
does  occur,  deployment  of  the  system  could  result  in  an  adverse  effect  on 
a  state’s  travel  promotion  efforts. 

33  5  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  environmental  impact  of  the  measures  necessary 

to  handle  increased  traffic  on  the  roadways  and  railways  in  Oscoda  and 
throughout  Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  The  small  increase  in  highway  traffic  and  infrequent  train 
movements  caused  by  the  program  are  not  projected  to  require  any 
mitigation  measures.  Existing  road  and  railroad  systems  are  adequate  to 
handle  program  requirements  and  will  not  result  in  significant  impacts 
(see  EIS  Section  4.12.3.3). 

33  6  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  building  an  ABM  system  in 

order  to  protect  MX  Rail  Garrison? 

RESPONSE:  Since  no  ABM  system  is  proposed,  no  analysis  of  the  impact 
of  such  a  system  has  been  conducted. 

33  7  ISSUE:  What  security  measures  will  be  implemented  to  protect  MX? 

RESPONSE:  Appropriate  security  measures  are  planned  for  protection  of 
the  system.  These  measures  will  be  similar  to  current  security  systems 
already  in  effect  at  each  installation  and  for  military  transport.  The 
trains  will  be  secured  by  military  personnel  onboard  the  trains.  In  the 
event  that  individuals  were  to  interfere  or  attempt  to  interfere  with  train 
operations,  appropriate  security  measures  will  be  taken  (see  also  EIS 
Sections  1.3.5,  1.4.4  and  5.1.6). 

33  8  ISSUE:  Will  the  security  measures  on  railway  properties  be  under  military 

command? 

RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  new  security  measures  affecting  railway 
properties  and  no  railway  properties  off  existing  military  installations  will 
be  under  military  command.  Peacekeeper  trains  will  have  independent 
security  systems  that  will  be  in  effect  both  in  the  garrison  and  in  transit 
(see  also  EIS  Sections  1.3.5,  1.4.4,  and  5.1.6). 

33  9  ISSUE:  If  not  the  military,  who  will  control  the  railway  security  network? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  8. 

33  10  ISSUE:  What  will  be  MX's  impact  on  local  police  authorities? 

RESPONSE:  No  significant  impacts  on  local  police  authorities  are 

expected  to  occur  as  a  result  of  the  program.  Their  participation  and 
assistance  may  be  required  in  the  unlikely  event  of  accidents, 
emergencies,  or  civil  disputes  outside  a  garrison  installation. 
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33  11  ISSUE:  What  powers  will  the  local  military  security  commanders  have? 

RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  change  in  the  authority  of  local  military 
commanders.  They  will  continue  to  have  the  authority  currently  granted 
them  to  maintain  the  security  of  their  installations. 

33  12  ISSUE:  Will  any  security  commander  or  subordinate  have  the  power  to 

automatically  detain  and  search  persons  found  on  the  railroad  rights-of- 
way  as  may  be  done  on  military  reservations? 

RESPONSE:  The  offbase  tracks  will  not  be  secured  by  military 

personnel.  However,  the  trains  will  be  secured  by  military  personnel 
onboard  the  trains.  In  the  event  that  individuals  were  to  interfere  or 
attempt  to  interfere  with  train  operations,  security  measures  would  be 
taken  including  detention  of  those  responsible  for  criminal  offenses 
against  the  train  or  the  crew.  Such  detainees  would  be  turned  over  to  the 
appropriate  civil  authorities. 

33  13  ISSUE:  Will  homes  and  properties  immediately  adjacent  to  the  rights-of- 

way  be  subject  to  unannounced  searches  and/or  systematic  observation? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

33  14  ISSUE:  Will  plainclothes  or  secret  agents  be  stationed  in  towns,  villages, 

or  at  other  intervals  along  MX  rail  lines  for  security  purposes? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

33  15  ISSUE:  Will  persons  living  near  the  MX  routes  be  advised  that  their 

activities  are  subject  to  systematic  monitoring? 

RESPONSE:  They  will  not  be  subject  to  systematic  monitoring. 

33  16  ISSUE:  Will  deployment  of  MX  result  in  the  establishment  of  a  network  of 

secret  police  across  the  dispersal  area? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  created. 

33  17  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  congressional  oversight  of  this  security  network? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  created. 

33  18  ISSUE:  In  view  of  recent  FBI  disregard  for  civil  liberties,  is  it  reasonable 

to  ask  citizens  to  allow  the  formation  and  widespread  deployment  of 

another  secret  security  organization? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  created. 

33  19  ISSUE:  To  what  uses  other  than  MX  railway  security  will  the  security 

network  be  utilized? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  created. 

33  20  ISSUE:  What  additional  security  measures  will  be  taken  to  prevent 

sabotage  or  acts  of  terrorists? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 
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33  21  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  safeguards  on  the  affected 

areas? 

RESPONSE:  No  significant  environmental  impacts  are  projected  to  result 
from  program  security. 

33  22  ISSUE:  How  extensive  will  the  "off  limits"  perimeter  be? 

RESPONSE:  The  security  fences  and  base  boundaries  for  each  candidate 
installation  are  depicted  in  the  EIS.  There  will  be  no  off  limits  perimeter 
established  when  the  trains  are  outside  an  installation  and  no  physical 
security  measures  will  be  imposed  on  the  rail  network. 

33  23  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  impact  of  MX  security  measures  on  hunters, 

fishermen,  and  other  outdoor  enthusiasts? 

RESPONSE:  None. 

33  24  ISSUE:  How  will  the  MX  impact  on  the  constitutional  right  to  bear  arms? 

RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  impact. 

33  25  ISSUE:  To  what  degree  will  the  civil  liberties  of  those  living  adjacent  to 

the  MX  railways  be  diminished? 

RESPONSE:  None. 

33  26  ISSUE:  To  what  degree  will  the  civil  liberties  of  persons  in  towns  along 

MX  routes  who  oppose  MX  deployment  be  diminished? 

RESPONSE:  None. 

33  27  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  sociological  impact  on  the  communities  having 

security  personnel  collecting  information  on  them  and  their  citizens? 

RESPONSE:  They  will  not  be  subject  to  systematic  monitoring. 

33  28  ISSUE:  How  many  military  personnel  and  how  many  civilian  personnel  will 

be  employed  to  secure  the  rail  system? 

RESPONSE:  Additional  employment  which  would  result  from  deployment 
of  the  system  is  described  in  base  specific  sections  of  the  EIS.  See 
Section  4.2.1  through  4.12.1. 

33  29  ISSUE:  Where  will  MX  trains  travel? 

RESPONSE:  The  routes  used  for  initial  system  deployment,  maintenance, 
operational  readiness  testing,  and  training  will  be  preplanned  by  the  Air 
Force  and  will  consider  safety  as  a  major  factor.  If  there  is  ever  a 
strategic  dispersal  in  a  time  of  national  need,  the  trains  will  make 
maximum  use  of  all  track  in  the  national  rail  network,  excluding  only 
track  whose  conditions  or  geometry  would  not  accommodate  the  train. 

33  30  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  on  communities  throughout  the 

state  located  along  railways  to  be  traversed  by  MX? 
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RESPONSE:  Other  than  safety  risks,  no  environmental  impacts  will  occur 
in  communities  along  the  rail  network.  Potential  safety  risks  for 
communities  along  the  rail  network  are  discussed  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

33  31  ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  of  train  collisions  and  derailments? 

RESPONSE:  The  likelihood  of  such  accidents  is  covered  in  detail  in 
Section  5.3  of  the  EIS. 

33  32  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  a  MX  train  collision  and 

derailment? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  consequences  of  such  accidents  are 
covered  in  detail  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

33  33  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  on  nearby  states  of  various 

kinds  of  accidents  involving  MX  trains  or  the  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  32. 

33  34  ISSUE:  A  Titan  missile  exploded  in  a  Damascus  (Arkansas)  silo  because  of 

a  dropped  wrench;  how  susceptible  to  accidental  explosion  will  MX  be? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  contains  solid-fueled  propellant 
(except  small,  well  protected  liquid  fuels  in  the  fourth  stage)  and  is  many 
times  more  safe  than  the  liquid-fueled  Titan  missile.  A  similar 
occurrence  involving  a  Peacekeeper  missile  would  not  cause  a  fire  or 
explosion,  though  it  might  cause  damage  to  the  missile  that  would  need  to 
be  repaired. 

33  35  ISSUE:  What  are  the  chances  of  an  explosion  aboard  the  MX  trains  in 

percent  per  year? 

RESPONSE:  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS  contains  a  summary  of  the  methods  and 
findings  of  a  thorough  risk  assessment  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
system.  The  results  of  that  study  are  reported  there  in  a  form  that  is 
generally  accepted  for  risk  assessment.  The  figure  requested  was  not 
computed. 

33  36  ISSUE:  What  are  the  chances  in  percent  that  an  MX  missile  will  explode 

somewhere  on  the  rail  route  sometime  during  the  20-year  life  of  MX? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  35. 

33  37  ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  of  an  accidental  explosion  of  MX  fuel? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  5.3. 

33  38  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  an  accidental  explosion  in 

the  garrison  and  during  dispersal? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impact  of  an  explosion  of  a  missile  is 
described  in  detail  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

33  -39  ISSUE:  In  tests  on  warheads,  what  can  and  cannot  cause  detonation  of  the 

warheads  and  of  the  propellant?  Can  detonation  be  caused  by  the  force  of 
collision  or  derailment;  bridge  collapse  in  transit;  heat  from  fire  or 
explosion;  or  propellant  explosion? 
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RESPONSE:  The  warheads  would  not  detonate  under  any,  evenly  remotely 
foreseeable,  circumstances  during  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system 
deployment  and  operation.  The  risk  assessment  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS 
does  take  into  account  the  possibility  that  a  very  severe  accident  and 
accompanying  fire  might  canse  the  missile  propellant  to  burn  or  explode. 

33  40  ISSUE:  What  is  the  effect  on  MX  of  sideways  motion,  such  as  that  present 

during  transit  on  the  railways? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  propellants  are  insensitive  high 
explosives  (IHE).  The  characteristics  and  resistance  of  those  propellants 
to  abnormal  environments  are  well  known.  They  can  tolerate  strong  shock 
and  high  temperatures  without  detonating.  The  characteristics  of  rail 
travel,  such  as  vibration,  harmonics,  and  change  in  temperature,  are  well 
within  the  range  of  environment  which  the  IHE  can  experience  without 
chance  of  decomposition,  explosion,  or  detonation.  The  system  will  also 
be  shock  isolated  which  will  mitigate  the  effects  of  sideways  motion. 

33  41  ISSUE:  What  is  the  effect  on  the  MX  solid  fuel  of  the  rhythmic  vibrations 

of  rail  travel? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  40. 

33  42  ISSUE:  Have  the  linear  and  nonlinear  oscillations  (including  harmonics  and 

subharmonics)  induced  into  the  missile  carrier  and  missile  fuel  by 
movement  over  the  rail  system  been  defined,  quantified,  and  applied  to 
the  detonation  characteristics  of  the  rocket  fuel?  What  do  these 
calculations  indicate  the  effects  to  be  on  the  fuel  long-term  over  the 
projected  life  of  the  missiles?  Were  these  calculations  applied  to  the 
varying  speeds  at  which  the  carrier  will  be  operated? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  40. 

33  43  ISSUE:  Since  the  rail  network  is  not  physically  uniform  throughout,  have 

the  quantitative  determinations  been  applied  specifically  to:  a) 

oscillations  induced  by  trestles;  b)  oscillations  induced  by  various  rail 
lengths  found  throughout  the  system;  c)  frequency  changes  due  to  the 
changes  in  soil  geology  over  which  the  railbed  is  built;  and  d)  the  effects 
achieved  when  conditions  from  the  lowest  temperature  recorded  through 
the  highest  temperature  recorded  in  the  area  of  MX  distribution  are 
applied  to  the  moving  system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  40. 

33  44  ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  that  an  accidental  explosion  would  trigger  a 

nuclear  explosion? 

RESPONSE:  Virtually  none. 

33  45  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  an  explosion  of  one  or  more 

of  the  nuclear  warheads? 

RESPONSE:  An  accidental,  inadvertent,  or  deliberate  (without  emergency 
war  orders)  detonation  of  the  warhead  is  virtually  impossible.  Also  see 
EIS  Section  5. 1.1.2. 
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33  46  ISSUE:  If  a  1-megaton  explosion  destroys  nearly  everything,  including  the 

population,  in  a  4.3-mile  radius,  would  an  explosion  of  all  the  garrisoned 
MX  trains  do  the  same  in  a  68.8-mile  radius? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

33  47  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  on  Jacksonville,  Little  Rock  and 

the  rest  of  the  State  of  Arkansas  from  a  first-strike  nuclear  attack  on 
MX? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  impacts  due  to  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  48  ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  of  accidental  launch? 

RESPONSE:  An  accidental  launch  is  virtually  impossible.  See  EIS 

Section  5.1. 1.2. 

33  49  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  MX  launch  on  the  immediate 

area? 

RI&PONSE:  The  intentional  launch  of  a  missile  is  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  50  ISSUE:  How  will  the  warheads  be  transported  to  Arkansas?  How  will  they 

be  handled?  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  the  transportation  risks 
involved? 

RESPONSE:  The  warheads  will  be  transported  in  assembled  reentry 
systems  to  the  garrison  installations  by  specially  certified  aircraft  and 
crews.  The  risk  assessment  for  that  transportation,  and  environmental 
impacts  of  a  release  are  presented  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

33  51  ISSUE:  Why  are  scoping  hearings  not  being  held  at  an  adequate  number  of 

locations  throughout  the  state  to  assure  public  involvement  from  all  areas 
of  the  state  put  at  risk  by  MX? 

RESPONSE:  Scoping  meetings  were  held  in  the  communities  in  the 
immediate  vicinity  of  the  candidate  deployment  locations  where  the 
greatest  impacts  would  likely  occur. 

33  52  ISSUE:  Why  was  there  not  adequate  prior  notice  given  to  citizens  on  the 

scoping  hearings,  especially  since  four  dates  were  given  for  this  one  (for 
Little  Rock  AFB)? 

RESPONSE:  The  Notice  of  Intent  was  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
and  was  released  to  national  and  local  media  outlets.  That  announcement 
noted  that  the  scoping  meetings  would  be  held  in  the  communities 
adjacent  to  the  candidate  deployment  locations  and  that  the  specific 
meeting  information  would  be  released  through  the  local  media. 
Newspaper,  radio,  and  television  outlets  were  provided  with  the  meeting 
information  by  the  base  Public  Affairs  Officer  as  soon  as  pertinent  travel 
and  auditorium  schedules  were  confirmed. 

33  53  ISSUE:  What  are  the  environmental  impacts  due  to  the  following:  a)  the 

scoping  hearings  are  not  a  truly  open  process;  b)  the  process  is  not 
presided  over  by  an  impartial  party;  c)  the  hearing  was  not  adequately 
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advertised;  d)  the  hearing  site  is  an  obscure,  out  of  the  way  place  far  away 
from  the  main  population  center;  e)  no  notice  was  given  to  other  impacted 
communities  throughout  the  state  along  the  MX  rail  routes;  f)  civic 
officials  are  allowed  to  make  self-serving  statements  subject  to  no  time 
constraints,  thereby  stealing  the  limited  time  available  for  public  input; 
and  g)  Congressman  Robinson  abused  his  franking  privileges  in  his 
attempts  to  stack  the  hearing  with  MX  supporters? 

RESPONSE:  All  public  meetings  were  held  in  accordance  with  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  regulations  (40  CFR  1500-1508)  and  Air  Force 
Regulation  19-2.  Public  hearings  are  held  by  the  lead  agency,  in  this  case 
the  Air  Force.  Elected  public  officials  were  given  an  opportunity  to  speak 
first  as  they  represent  a  large  constituency.  The  3-minute  time  limit  was 
imposed  to  allow  the  largest  number  of  individuals  to  speak.  The  10  P.M. 
closing  was  the  standard  at  all  hearings.  Those  who  did  not  have  an 
opportunity  to  speak  were  encouraged  to  submit  written  comments  as 
these  were  treated  equally.  The  Final  EIS  covers  all  issues  that  are  within 
the  scope  of  the  EIS,  whether  identified  at  scoping  meetings,  in  public 
comments  to  the  Draft  EIS,  or  at  any  other  time. 

ISSUE:  Will  local  authorities  be  notified  during  times  of  MX  train 
dispersal? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

ISSUE:  Will  there  be  emergency  training,  evacuation  plans,  or  medical 
care  for  civilians  in  communities  along  MX  train  routes? 

RESPONSE:  Generally,  emergency  response  and  disaster  preparedness 
training  and  planning  assistance  for  civilian  communities  is  available  from 
several  sources,  including  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  the 
Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency  (FEM  A).  The  Air  Force  routinely 
participates  in  those  planning  processes.  Funds  for  this  training  comes 
from  those  agencies'  budgets.  For  further  information,  please  contact 
FEMA,  500  C  Street  Southwest,  Washington  DC  20472.  See  Section  5.5  of 
the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  What  fire  prevention  measures  will  be  installed  on  MX  trains? 

RESPONSE:  Fire  prevention  measures  are  receiving  special  attention  in 
the  design  of  the  train  including:  1)  All  possible  sources  of  fire  will  be 
designed  to  prevent  ignition  from  occurring;  2)  All  possible  fire  sources 
will  be  isolated  from  possible  fire  propagation  paths;  3)  Fire  extinguishing 
devices  will  be  strategically  located  at  all  possible  fire  sources  and 
propagation  paths;  4)  Monitoring  devices  will  be  strategically  located  at 
all  possible  fire  sources  and  propagation  paths  to  immediately  detect 
fire/smoke  and  activate  alarms  and  fire  extinguishing  devices;  5)  Fire 
retardant  materials  will  be  used  throughout  the  train;  and  6)  All  personnel 
onboard  the  train  will  receive  special  training  in  fire  prevention  and 
control. 

ISSUE:  Who  will  fight  fires,  civilian  or  military  fire  fighters?  If  military, 
will  they  be  on  the  trains?  If  so,  who  will  fight  fires  in  case  of  accident, 
when  the  train  crew  is  injured  or  disabled?  If  they  will  not  be  on  the 
trains,  how  will  they  be  .transported  to  the  scene  of  an  accident?  If 
civilian  fire  fighters  will  be  responsible,  what  additional  training  will  they 
need?  Who  will  bear  the  cost  of  such  training?  Is  there  any  possibility  of 


special  equipment  being  necessary  to  respond  to  train  accidents  carrying 
nuclear  warheads  and  missile  fuel?  Who  will  bear  the  costs  of  obtaining 
such  equipment? 

RESPONSE:  The  trains  will  be  equipped  with  equipment  for  fighting  small 
fires  on  the  trains.  If  the  crew  members  were  disabled  in  an  accident,  the 
local  fire  departments,  federal  or  civilian,  in  the  area  would  respond. 
Specialized  equipment  for  handling  accidents  involving  hazardous  and 
radioactive  materials  would  be  brought  to  the  scene,  if  necessary,  by  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Department  of  Energy,  Department  of 
Defense,  and  other  agencies  (see  £IS  Section  5.5.1). 

33  58  ISSUE:  How  large  will  the  MX  project  be? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.3. 

33  59  ISSUE:  How  many  workers,  military  and  civilian,  will  be  imported  for  this 

project  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  and  for  how  long?  What  special 
services  will  be  set  up  for  those  who  come  seeking  work  but  do  not  find  it 
and  who  stay? 

RESPONSE:  Military  worker  inmigrants  would  number  approximately  345 
persons  and  would  remain  for  the  life  of  the  program  (with  normal 
turnover).  Approximately  45  of  the  63  civilian  operations  workers  are 
projected  to  inmigrate.  Unsuccessful  job-seekers  are  not  expected  to 
number  more  than  20  to  30  persons  within  the  region.  No  special  services 
are  expected  to  be  required. 

33  60  ISSUE:  How  will  land  values  around  Wurtsmith  AFB  and  along  Michigan's 

railways  be  impacted  by  the  deployment  of  MX? 

RESPONSE:  No  change  in  land  values  near  the  base  or  along  railway  lines 
are  expected. 

33  61  ISSUE:  When  will  this  system  become  obsolete?  Will  it  be  obsolete  before 

it  is  deployed  on  rails? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  has  an  expected  life 
span  of  up  to  20  or  more  years.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

33  62  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  economic  environmental  impact  of  MX 

obsolescence? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  63  ISSUE:  What  plans  are  being  made  for  decommissioning? 

RESPONSE:  When  the  decision  is  made  and  the  manner  of 

decommissioning  is  known,  the  Air  Force  will  perform  the  appropriate 
environmental  analyses  (see  EIS  Section  1.10). 

33  64  ISSUE:  Why  is  Rail  Garrison  so  near  an  active  earthquake  fault? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  7,  Comment  6. 
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ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  an  earthquake  on  MX  trains 
garrisoned  at  the  air  base  and  dispersed  on  the  railways? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impacts  and  the  probability  of  mishaps 
caused  by  natural  disasters  is  addressed  in  EIS  Section  5.2.3.  The 
potential  effects  of  an  earthquake  on  program  components  and  operations 
are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  3.9.4. 

ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  of  radioactivity  escaping  into  the 

environment  in  the  event  of  tornado,  flood,  fire,  or  other  natural 
occurrence? 

RESPONSE:  There  is  virtually  no  possibility  of  an  escape  of  radioactive 
materials  as  a  result  of  a  tornado,  flood,  or  other  natural  hazards.  See  EIS 
Section  5.2.3.  A  series  of  events  necessary  to  expose  an  RV  to  a  fire 
either  of  natural  causes  or  from  an  accident  are  very  unlikely  to  occur. 
Although  such  an  event  is  very  improbable,  to  provide  a  complete 
environmental  analysis,  the  human  health  effects  of  exposure  to 
aerosolized  plutonium  are  described  in  EIS  Section  5.4.4. 

ISSUE:  Have  studies  been  conducted  on  the  effects  of  wind  in  case  of  a 
radiation  leak? 

RESPONSE:  The  consequences  of  a  radiation  leak,  including  the  effect  of 
wind,  were  analyzed  in  the  study  of  the  safety  of  the  system  presented  in 
Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  What  toxic  or  hazardous  wastes  will  be  generated  by  MX?  What  is 
the  environmental  impact  of  these  wastes? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  is  composed  of  various 

chemical/propellant  and  radioactive  materials  that  are  hazardous.  These 
materials  include  ammonium  perchlorate,  hydroxyl-terminated 
polybutadiene,  cyclotetramethylene  tetranitramine,  nitroglycerine/- 
polyethylene  glycol,  monomethylhydrazine,  radioactive  materials  and 
nitrogen  tetroxide.  Additionally,  the  maintenance  of  the  rail  ears  will 
generate  various  hazardous  wastes  consisting  of  solvents,  waste  oils  and 
lubricants,  hydraulic  fluids,  anti-corrosives,  and  battery  acid. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Department  of  Defense,  and 
Department  of  Energy  regulations  govern  the  handling  and  disposal  of 
hazardous  waste.  These  regulations  will  be  complied  with  when  dealing 
with  all  waste  generated  by  this  program.  The  Air  Force  hazardous  waste 
program  at  all  bases  must  comply  with  the  "cradle  to  grave"  management 
concept  of  material  and  wastes  required  by  the  Resource  Conservation 
and  Recovery  Act  of  1976  as  amended.  All  federal,  state  and  local 
standards  and  procedures  required  to  manage,  store,  transport  and  dispose 
of  wastes  are  used  (see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  68).  Air 
Force  managers  at  each  installation  have  and  will  continue  to  participate 
in  local  planning  commissions  for  the  purpose  of  sharing  information  to 
include  hazardous  materials  needed  in  responding  to  an  emergency 
involving  Air  Force  property. 

ISSUE:  What  funds  will  be  set  aside  for  hazardous  waste  cleanup? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  unlikely  event  of  a  mishap,  funds  from  the  Department 
of  Defense  will  be  used  to  respond. 
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70  ISSUE:  How  often  will  MX  trains  need  to  be  returned  to  F.E.  Warren 
AFB? 

RESPONSE:  It  is  not  envisioned  that  an  entire  train  will  be  moved  from  a 
garrison  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB.  Maintenance/repair  calculations  indicate 
that  an  average  total  for  all  the  selected  deployment  bases  would  be  about 
two  moves  from  the  garrisons  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB  per  year.  Prior  to  any 
such  moves,  the  reentry  systems  would  be  removed. 

33  71  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  environmental  impact  of  an  accident  during 

transportation? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impacts  of  accidents  are  described  in 
detail  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

33  72  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  a  surprise  enemy  attack  on 

the  garrison  before  dispersal  and  on  Michigan  after  dispersal? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impact  of  a  surprise  enemy  attack  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

33  73  ISSUE:  Periodic  adjustment  of  the  guidance  system  is  necessary  to 

missiles  in  stationary  silos;  how  will  this  be  handled  on  rail  garrisoned 
MX? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  requirements  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
system  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

33  74  ISSUE:  MX  railcars  will  need  a  special  design  to  carry  their  load.  Will 

existing  tracks  and  bridges  sustain  the  anticipated  weight?  What  is  the 
environmental  impact  of  replacing  tracks  and  bridges?  What  is  the 
environmental  impact  of  altering  the  railway  grades  to  accommodate  MX? 

RESPONSE:  The  design  and  fabrication  of  special  cars  to  carry  heavy 
loads  is  not  unusual.  The  dimensions  of  the  missile  launch  car  will 
conform  to  Association  of  American  Railroads  (AAR)  and  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  design  constraints  and,  in  addition,  will  conform 
to  Air  Force  Regulation  122-10,  Nuclear  Surety/Safety,  design  constraints 
as  necessary.  Currently,  the  missile  launch  car  will  weigh  approximately 
350,000  pounds,  including  the  missile.  This  weight  is  well  within  the 
capabilities  of  the  rail  network  projected  for  use.  To  verify  the  missile 
launch  car  performs  as  required,  the  car  will  be  subjected  to  numerous 
tests  and  analyses  and  will  be  certified  by  the  AAR.  No  track  or  bridges 
will  be  replaced,  nor  will  any  grades  be  redesigned  to  accommodate  the 
system.  Rail  spur  access  between  the  installations  and  railroad  main  lines 
may  be  built  new  or  upgraded. 

33  75  ISSUE:  How  many  miles  of  new  track  will  be  laid?  Where?  How  many 

miles  of  track  must  have  grade  elevation  changes?  Where?  Where  will 
the  fill  come  from?  Where  will  the  gravel  come  from? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Sections  4.2  through  4.12  for  a  discussion  of  the 
amount  of  new  track  required  at  each  installation. 

33  76  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  to  commercial  traffic  during  MX  train 

dispersal? 
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RESPONSE:  Peacetime  training  train  activity  will  be  a  well-planned, 
scheduled,  and  coordinated  activity  between  the  Air  Force  and  the 
railroad  industry.  The  training  trains  will  be  scheduled  with  regular 
traffic  on  the  commercial  rail  network  on  a  regular  basis  to  maintain  crew 
proficiency.  The  trains  will  be  operated  by  Air  Force  personnel  guided  by 
railroad  "pilots."  Railroads  will  be  compensated  for  services  provided. 
The  Peacekeeper  trains  would  be  blended  in  with  commercial  traffic.  The 
addition  of  25  trains  to  a  system  which  handles  thousands  of  trains  a  day 
will  not  significantly  affect  traffic  patterns  during  dispersal.  However, 
disruption  of  commercial  rail  schedules  could  occur  at  varying  degrees 
based  on  the  particular  tactical  situation  at  the  time  each  train  initially 
joins  the  rail  network.  The  Peacekeeper  train  could  ask  for  highest 
priority,  blend  with  the  existing  commercial  traffic,  or  travel  at  night 
when  traffic  is  at  a  minimum. 

33  77  ISSUE:  What  is  the  economic  environmental  impact  of  halting  commercial 

train  traffic  during  times  of  dispersal,  which  may  be  for  extended  periods? 

RESPONSE:  No  extended  interference  with  commercial  train  traffic  is 
foreseen.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

33  78  ISSUE:  During  times  of  MX  train  dispersal,  who  dispatches  and  controls 

rail  traffic? 

RESPONSE:  During  normal  peacetime  operating  conditions,  Air  Force 
personnel  will  operate  the  locomotive  together  with  a  railroad  industry 
"Pilot."  The  Air  Force  train  commander  is  in  charge  of  all  operations  on 
the  train.  Train  movement  would  be  in  close  coordination  with  dispatch 
centers  to  provide  safe  and  effective  movement. 

33  79  ISSUE:  Will  the  electronic  interference  caused  by  a  surprise  nuclear 

attack  prevent  dispersal?  Who  controls  MX  trains  in  such  a  case? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  80  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  the  MX  electronic 

communications  system  on  communities  through  which  MX  trains  pass? 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  significant  impact. 

33  81  ISSUE:  Will  railways  be  constantly  monitored  for  damage?  Who  will  be 

responsible  for  maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  track  and  railbeds? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

33  82  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  floods,  tornados,  blizzards, 

earthquakes,  mechanical  failures,  and  train  wrecks  on  dispersal  of  MX 
trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  65. 

33  83  I&SUE:  Will  MX  be  protected  by  helicopters?  What  is  the  environmental 

impact  of  this  increased  air  traffic  around  the  air  base  and  along  the 
railways? 
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RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Action  does  not  include  use  of  helicopters  to 
protect  the  system  except  for  surveillance  during  the  transport  of  reentry 
systems  between  the  Cheyenne  Airport  and  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

ISSUE:  The  impact  of  living  in  fear  of  nuclear  war  or  accident  has 
profound  psychological  effects  on  children  and  other  vulnerable  persons. 
What  impact  will  there  be  if  the  MX  comes  to  Arkansas? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  What  psychological  effects  can  be  expected  in  various  age  groups 
near  the  garrison  and  along  the  MX  rail  routes? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  What  corporations  will  benefit  from  the  economic  environmental 
impact  of  MX  Rail  Garrison? 

RESPONSE:  Many  industries,  including  construction,  manufacturing, 

trade,  and  transportation  will  be  involved  in  the  production  and 
deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program.  Specific 
contractors  are  selected  by  competitive  bidding  on  a  nationwide  basis.  It 
is  not  possible  to  predict  which  contractors  will  be  awarded  the 
contracts.  Chapter  4.1  of  the  EIS  provides  an  evaluation  of  the  national 
economic  impacts. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  effect  on  MX  of  a  treaty  eliminating  half  of  all 
strategic  weapons  as  proposed  by  President  Reagan?  What  would  be  the 
economic  environmental  impact  on  Arkansas? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  the  environmental  and  economic  impact  of  treaties 
are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  costs  of  the  EIS  process,  including  the  scoping 
hearings? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  EIS  process  and  associated  hearings  will  cost 
approximately  $9  million. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  completed  costs  of  the  MX  project? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  system  would  cost  between  $10  and  $12  billion. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  annual  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation? 

RESPONSE:  Approximately  $200  million  (86  dollars)  is  currently  budgeted 
for  annual  maintenance  and  operations  of  the  system. 

ISSUE:  Have  any  studies  been  done  to  determine  how  many  industries  will 
not  locate  in  the  MX  deployment  area  because  of  MX? 

RESPONSE:  No  formal  studies  have  been  done  but  historical  precedence 
does  not  suggest  that  industrial  development  has  been  deterred  due  to  the 
presence  of  a  military  base.  Indeed  it  has  been  documented  that  economic 
growth  has  frequently  been  stimulated  by  the  presence  of  a  military 
installation. 
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33  92  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  effect  on  the  economic  development  of  the 

*  deployment  areas  with  the  systematic  denial  of  good  industries? 

,  RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  91. 

►  33  93  ISSUE:  How  will  these  areas  be  compensated  for  the  loss  of  well-paying, 

f  high  tech  jobs? 

*  RESPONSE:  The  military  is  itself  a  high-tech  industry  that  requires  a 

y  great  deal  of  support  from  similar  private  industries.  Proximity  to 

military  facilities  is  frequently  a  consideration  for  the  location  of  such 
firms. 

► 

33  94  ISSUE:  Will  the  denial  of  high  quality  jobs  cause  emigration  of  the 

educated  who  can  find  no  jobs  commensurate  with  their  educational  level, 
thereby  further  eroding  the  economic  development  of  the  area? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  93. 

33  95  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  sociological  impact  of  erosion  of  economic 

development  in  the  area? 

RESPONSE:  The  deployment  of  a  Rail  Garrison  is  expected  to  increase 
direct  and  secondary  employment  and  income  and  not  expected  to  cause 
an  erosion  of  economic  development. 

33  96  ISSUE:  With  regard  to  the  international  political  environment,  is  the 

aggregation  of  MX  trains  in  garrison  at  the  air  base  more  likely  to  invite 
enemy  attack?  Does  it  increase  the  probability  of  an  enemy  first  strike? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  E1S. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  97  ISSUE:  Who  or  what  is  the  high  authority  that  will  authorize  dispersal  of 

MX  trains  during  times  of  heightened  international  tensions? 

RESPONSE:  The  high  authority  is  defined  as  the  President  and  Secretary 
of  Defense  and  their  duly  designated  alternates  and  successors. 

33  98  ISSUE:  What  constitutes  the  state  of  "heightened  international  tensions?" 

RESPONSE:  National  need  will  be  determined  by  United  States  leadership 
based  upon  careful  evaluation  of  all  known  relevant  factors.  While  it  is 
not  useful  to  speculate  about  possible  scenarios,  it  is  expected  that 
"national  need"  might  occur  during  periods  of  heightened  international 
tensions  such  as  occurred  during  the  1962  Cuban  Missile  Crisis  and  the 
1973  Middle  East  War. 

33  99  ISSUE:  Who  may  authorize  firing  MX? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

33  100  ISSUE:  Will  launch  control  officers  be  educated  about  their  duty  to 

disobey  unlawful  orders  under  the  Nuremburg  principles? 
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RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  officer  education  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  101  ISSUE:  What  safeguards  will  be  instituted  to  prevent  unauthorized  or 

accidental  firing? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  5. 1.1.2 

33  102  ISSUE:  MX  is  claimed  to  be  aimed  at  Soviet  missiles.  It  is  also  called  a 

deterrent,  rather  than  a  first-strike  weapon.  Will  it  be  fired  on  empty 
Soviet  missile  launching  sites  as  logic  dictates,  or  will  it  be  used  as  a 
first-strike  weapon? 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  nuclear  strategy  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  103  ISSUE:  If  MX  is  to  fire  after  computers  indicate  an  enemy  nuclear  attack 

has  begun,  what  is  the  likelihood  of  a  mistaken  launch  order? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

33  104  ISSUE:  What  will  the  ultimate  environmental  impact  be  after  the  firing  of 

MX  and  the  ensuing  escalation  of  nuclear  warfare? 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  105  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  social  and  economic  impacts  on  our  area  if  the 

President  is  successful  in  his  intent  to  "rid  the  world  of  them"  (all  nuclear 
weapons)? 

RESPONSE:  The  social  and  economic  impacts  of  elimination  of  all 
nuclear  weapons  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  1  ISSUE:  Define  the  entire  body  of  information  regarding  nuclear  waste  as 

it  relates  to  the  MX  missile  system.  What  is  produced?  How  much? 
Where?  How  is  it  buried?  What  environmental  impact  does  it  create? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  2. 

34  2  ISSUE:  What  is  done  with  hazardous  waste  at  Wurtsmith  AFB?  Tell  us  the 

entire  body  of  information  surrounding  this  concern. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Sections  4.12.2.2  and  4.12.2.3.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  33,  Comment  68. 

34  3  ISSUE:  Have  doctors  done  an  entire  study  of  the  contamination  effects  on 

all  military  and  civilian  personnel  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  over  the 
past  20  years  as  it  relates  to  miscarriages,  stillbirths,  baby  deaths,  and 
gynecological  problems? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  health  effects  of  any  prior  contamination  of 
military  and  civilian  personnel  is  outside  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


1-52 


34 


4  ISSUE:  Basing  modes  have  not  been  compared  in  this  study.  If  there  is 
the  possibility  of  taking  no  action,  what  proves  to  be  the  best  of  the  30 
basing  modes?  Is  there  another  that  is  more  environmentally  sound? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

34  5  ISSUE:  Michigan  voted  in  November  1982  that  deployment  of  nuclear 

weapons  in  Michigan  is  to  be  rejected.  Therefore,  prove  to  the  public  that 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison  is  actually  needed  for  national  defense  and  security 
when  its  only  stated  use  is  to  be  reserved  for  attacks  after  the  United 
States  has  been  attacked. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  6  ISSUE:  If  the  MX  is  using  the  commercial  rail  system  which  spreads 

through  various  Michigan  cities,  hearings  of  environmental  impact  on  the 
air,  land,  and  water  of  these  communities  must  be  held  for  public 
testimony.  Persons  who  traveled  at  great  inconvenience  (4  hours)  from 
these  cities  were  not  heard  because  of  limitations  on  time.  All  of  us 
present  for  the  hearings  believed  that  the  hearing  was  totally  for  the 
public  after  our  reading  of  the  document.  We  were  willing  to  stay  beyond 
your  10:00  P.M.  curfew  because  of  the  urgency  of  this  matter. 

RESPONSE:  Public  hearings  were  held  in  the  communities  in  the 

immediate  vicinity  of  the  proposed  garrison  installations  where  the 
greatest  impacts  would  most  likely  occur.  The  10:00  P.M.  closing  was  the 
standard  at  all  hearings.  Those  who  did  not  receive  an  opportunity  to 
speak  were  encouraged  to  submit  written  comments  as  these  were  treated 
equally. 

34  7  ISSUE:  In  com  mentor's  opinion,  international  law  and  the  laws  of  God 

prohibit  the  possession,  use,  and  threat  of  use  of  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  8  ISSUE:  What  assurance  is  there  that  these  hearings  are  meant  to  truly 

assess  the  will  of  the  people? 

RESPONSE:  The  hearings  are  intended  to  receive  comments  on  the  Draft 
EIS.  The  will  of  the  people  regarding  the  deployment  of  the  system  must 
be  expressed  through  the  President  and  Congress. 

34  9  ISSUE:  Why  was  inadequate  notice  given? 

RESPONSE:  Notification  of  all  public  hearings  was  made  to  local  media 
by  the  base  public  affairs  offices  at  least  three  weeks  prior  to  each 
hearing  when  all  pertinent  travel  and  auditorium  schedules  were 
confirmed. 

34  10  ISSUE:  Why  has  no  information  been  forwarded  to  any  of  us  who  have 

requested  it  from  Congress  persons? 

RESPONSE:  The  inquiry  should  be  addressed  to  the  individual  member  of 
Congress. 

34  11  ISSUE:  Why  have  all  of  the  communities  in  which  rail  lines  will  be  used 

not  been  informed  and  called  to  public  hearings  in  their  local  areas? 
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RESPONSE:  Public  hearings  were  held  in  the  communities  in  the 

immediate  vicinity  of  the  proposed  garrison  installations  where  the 
greatest  impacts  would  most  likely  occur. 

34  12  ISSUE:  What  evidence  substantiates  the  need  for  the  MX  for  national 

security? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  13  ISSUE:  Has  there  been  any  difficulty  with  the  functioning  of  MX  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  relating  to  the  development  of  the  missile  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  14  ISSUE:  Did  the  people  of  other  parts  of  the  country  willingly  accept  MX? 

RESPONSE:  Evaluation  of  public  acceptance  of  the  system  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  15  ISSUE:  What  is  the  total  projected  plan  for  the  Rail  Garrison  system? 

What  is  the  total  cost? 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  1.3  discusses  the  Proposed  Action  for  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system.  Deployment  of  the  system  is 
anticipated  to  be  $10  billion  to  $12  billion. 

34  16  ISSUE:  Has  Congress  allocated  all  of  the  funds  for  the  rail  line  system 

and  carriers,  along  with  warheads? 

RESPONSE:  No  decision  about  deployment  has  been  made.  Funding  to 
date  is  for  research  and  development  only. 

34  17  ISSUE:  If  an  attack  were  to  occur  on  one  of  the  railcars,  what  would  the 

result  be? 

RESPONSE:  The  security  measures  to  be  implemented  are  expected  to 
prevent  any  successful  attack.  However,  in  the  event  of  a  successful 
attack,  the  environmental  consequences  would  not  be  any  worse  than 
those  described  in  EIS  Section  5.4. 

34  18  ISSUE:  Would  there  be  a  greater  possibility  that  military  bases  and 

weapon  systems  will  be  attacked  by  an  opponent  or  terrorist  if  the  system 
were  deployed? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  and  enemy  threat  assessment  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

34  19  ISSUE:  What  materials/chemicals  must  be  used  to  keep  the  MX  rail 

system  from  deteriorating?  Is  this  material  toxic?  How  is  it  contained  or 
is  it  disposed  of? 

RESPONSE:  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Department  of  Defense, 
and  Department  of  Energy  regulations  govern  handling  and  disposal  of 
toxic  wastes.  These  regulations  will  be  complied  with  when  dealing  with 
all  waste  generated  by  this  program.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33, 
Comment  68. 


4 
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ISSUE:  Is  the  same  rail  system  used  for  carrying  contaminated  materials 
or  is  it  carried  on  roadways?  Is  it  buried  at  the  site? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  68  and 

Document  34,  Comment  19. 

ISSUE:  What  is  the  chain  of  command  to  actually  use  the  MX  system  on 
potential  enemies? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Is  the  Peacekeeper  considered  to  be  a  first-strike  weapon? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  What  numbers  of  people  who  live  in  Iosco  County,  Michigan  or 
relocate  there  would  be  affected  by  environmental  hazards? 

RESPONSE:  Significant  environmental  impacts  and  safety  concerns  of  the 
affected  population  are  described  in  EIS  Section  4.12  and  Chapter  5. 

ISSUE:  How  many  persons  live  near  the  rail  lines  that  will  be  used  by  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system? 

RESPONSE:  The  analysis  of  environmental  and  human  health  impacts 
included  estimates  of  how  many  persons  would  be  affected  in  a  particular 
situation.  The  results  of  the  calculation  of  how  many  would  be  affected 
are  reported  in  the  EIS.  No  attempt  was  made  and  nothing  could  be 
gained  in  estimating  the  total  number  of  persons  who  live  within  a  specific 
distance  from  all  rail  lines  which  might  be  used  by  the  system. 

ISSUE:  Name  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  the  Rail  Garrison  MX 
in  the  State  of  Michigan  an  '  Jn  the  Oscoda  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  significant  environmental  and  socioeconomic  impacts  of 
the  system  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.12. 

ISSUE:  Give  a  summary  of  any  environmental  impact  studies  over  the 
past  30  years.  What  was  done  to  improve  these  problems? 

RESPONSE:  An  EIS  appropriately  covers  the  impact  of  the  Proposed 
Action  and  Alternatives,  and  discussion  of  previous  EISs  and  problems 
identified  in  them  is  not  required,  nor  relevant. 

ISSUE:  Will  the  Department  of  Natural  Resources  of  Michigan  be  able  to 
testify  at  the  hearings?  Will  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
be  available  to  respond  to  questions? 

RESPONSE:  Any  organization  (public  or  private)  or  individual  was 
permitted  to  submit  written  comments  at  the  public  hearings.  Public 
hearings  are  held  by  the  lead  agency  (in  this  case,  the  Air  Force).  Public 
hearings  on  the  proposed  program  were  held  at  11  locations  between 
25  July  and  11  August  1988.  The  EPA  received  and  reviewed  the  Draft 
EIS  and  will  receive  the  Final  EIS. 

ISSUE:  What  have  been  the  negative  effects  of  the  base  on  well  water, 
Lake  Van  Etten,  and  Lake  Huron  in  Michigan? 


RESPONSE:  A  great  deal  of  effort  and  money  has  been  expended  to 
define  and  control  the  groundwater  contamination  at  Wurtsmith  AFB.  The 
groundwater  purge  systems  constructed  at  the  base  appear  to  be 
successfully  maintaining  the  quality  of  the  current  water  supply  wells  used 
by  the  base  at  an  acceptable  level.  Although  considerable  quantities  of 
organic  contaminants  have  been  removed  from  the  aquifer,  the  most 
recent  published  report  from  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  (in  1986) 
indicates  that  trichloroethylene  concentrations  in  the  Arrow  Street  plume 
are  about  200  mg/1  while  tri-  and  dichloroethylene  concentrations  in  the 
Mission  Street  plume  are  over  1,000  mg/1,  far  above  potable  water 
standards.  Several  of  these  plumes  are  in  close  proximity  to  water  supply 
wells  and  must  be  carefully  controlled  through  the  pumpage  of  purge  wells 
to  prevent  contamination  of  the  supply  wells.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  will  increase  pumpage  from  the  base  wells  by  about 
14  percent,  further  stressing  the  groundwater  management  system.  The 
program  does  have  the  potential  for  a  low,  but  significant  local 
groundwater  impact  at  the  base.  This  does  not,  however,  imply  that  this 
groundwater  impact  cannot  be  managed  nor  is  this  impact  by  any  means 
sufficient  grounds  for  not  siting  the  program  at  Wurtsmith  AFB.  It  should 
be  noted  that  the  base  engineering  staff  has  endorsed  the  concept  of 
shifting  to  a  proposed  regional  water  supply  from  Lake  Huron  as  a 
permanent  solution  for  water  supply  at  Wurtsmith  AFB.  The  groundwater 
contamination  problems  at  Wurtsmith  AFB  are  further  discussed  in  EIS 
Section  4.12.7.  Little  or  none  of  the  groundwater  contaminants  have  been 
found  in  Van  Etten  Lake.  No  effects  from  the  base  upon  Lake  Huron  have 
been  documented. 

34  29  ISSUE:  Have  any  medical  studies  been  done  in  the  area  to  evaluate  the 

effect  on  human  health  of  past  use  of  contaminants,  toxics,  and  injurious 
materials? 

RESPONSE:  The  effects  of  any  past  use  of  contaminants,  toxics,  etc.  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

34  30  ISSUE:  What  plans  are  being  made  to  research  the  high  number  of  baby 

deaths,  stillbirths,  and  women’s  pregnancy  problems  in  the  base  area? 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


34  31  ISSUE:  From  the  military  vantage  point,  what  are  the  advantages  and  i 

disadvantages  of  this  suggested  basing  mode?  ^ 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  * 

to  Document  3,  Comment  1.  * 


34  32  ISSUE:  How  does  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode  compare  to 

the  other  30  basing  mode  possibilities? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
34  33  ISSUE:  Is  no  action  a  possible  alternative  at  this  time? 

RESPONSE:  Yes. 

34  34  ISSUE:  Why  should  the  MX  be  placed  on  the  rail  systems  of  Michigan? 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  35  ISSUE:  What  previous  studies  have  been  made  regarding  this  system? 

What  are  the  conclusions? 

RESPONSE:  No  previous  environmental  impact  studies  have  been  done  on 
this  system. 

34  36  ISSUE:  What  is  the  complete  history  of  the  Rail  Garrison  MX  system? 

RESPONSE:  The  relevant  history  of  the  system  is  summarized  in  EIS 
Section  1.1. 

34  37  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  the  necessary  antiballistic  missile  system 

needed  to  protect  the  project? 

RESPONSE:  No  antiballistic  missile  system  is  proposed  and  therefore  any 
potential  impacts  of  such  a  system  have  not  been  analyzed. 

34  38  ISSUE:  What  safety  of  the  people  and  environment  is  being  assured? 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  concerns  regarding  the  system  are  described  in 
Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

34  39  ISSUE:  What  insurance  is  available  for  persons  and  property? 

RESPONSE:  No  impact  on  insurance  availability  is  anticipated. 

34  40  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  on  the  local  land  values  around  the  base  and 

around  the  entire  railway  system  in  various  parts  of  the  State  of 
Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  60. 

34  41  ISSUE:  What  kind  of  security,  besides  armed  guards,  will  be  implemented 

to  safeguard  the  MX?  What  impact  will  these  safeguards  have  on  the 
lifestyles  of  persons  living  near  the  affected  areas? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7  through  16. 

34  42  ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  missiles  be  moved  out  onto  the  rail  lines  for 

testing  purposes?  How  will  people  be  alerted  to  this? 

RESPONSE:  One  missile  (without  warheads)  per  year  would  be  moved  by 
rail  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  and  then  to  Vandenberg  AFB, 
California  for  test  launching.  No  other  movement  of  missiles  on  the  rail 
network  for  test  purposes  is  proposed.  There  will  be  no  advance  public 
notice  of  the  missile  movements  for  those  test  firings. 

34  43  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  on  the  environment  and  people  if  there  were  a 

derailment  while  using  it? 

RESPONSE:  See  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  6, 
Comment  1. 

34  44  ISSUE:  Who  is  responsible  for  the  upkeep,  repair,  and  safety  of  the  tracks 

and  surrounding  rights-of-way? 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

34  45  ISSUE:  If  lawsuits  or  costs  are  incurred,  who  will  pay  for  damages? 

RESPONSE:  Resolution  of  those  issues  would  be  decided  by  an  agreement 
between  the  affected  parties,  or  in  the  event  of  a  dispute  by  an 
appropriate  court. 

34  46  ISSUE:  How  long  will  it  take  to  move  the  trains  from  the  base  in  case  of 

attack?  Will  the  cruise  missiles  be  removed  at  the  same  time? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  whether  cruise  missiles  would  be  removed  during 
dispersal  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  47  ISSUE:  What  railroad  track  will  be  used  by  the  Rail  Garrison  system  and 

will  the  same  lines  be  used  for  commercial  rail  traffic? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  29. 

34  48  ISSUE:  How  many  workers  will  be  employed  for  this  project  at  Wurtsmith 

AFB,  Michigan,  both  short  and  long  term? 

RESPONSE:  During  the  construction  phase,  up  to  535  workers  will  be 
required  by  the  program  at  Wurtsmith  AFB.  During  operations, 
345  military  and  63  civilian  workers  will  be  employed. 

34  49  ISSUE:  How  many  workers  will  be  employed  from  all  of  the  areas 

affected  by  the  project  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  Up  to  919  direct  and  secondary  workers  will  be  needed  during 
the  peak  construction  year  at  Wurtsmith  AFB.  During  operations, 
585  direct  and  secondary  workers  will  be  employed  as  a  result  of  the 
program. 

34  50  ISSUE:  How  many  workers  will  be  imported  from  outside  of  the 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  area? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  59. 

34  51  ISSUE:  How  many  workers  will  be  retained  for  ongoing  employment  for 

this  project  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  59. 

34  52  ISSUE:  Will  the  federal  government  guidelines  be  followed  for  affirmative 

action? 

RESPONSE:  Hiring  practices  would  be  set  by  the  contractors  who 

successfully  bid  on  the  construction  and  assembly  and  checkout  projects. 
While  no  plans  exist  to  specifically  offer  positions  to  minorities,  women, 
or  handicapped  persons,  the  Air  Force,  as  well  as  its  contractors,  are 
required  to  follow  the  law  regarding  hiring  and  employment  practices  and 
are  prohibited  from  discriminating  against  any  individual.  Advancement 
opportunities  would  follow  standard  practices  of  the  federal  government 
as  well  as  for  individual  contractors. 
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34  S3  ISSUE:  What  services  will  be  set  in  place  in  Oscoda,  Michigan  and  other 
affected  areas  for  persons  applying  for  employment  but  not  hired? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  59. 

34  54  ISSUE:  What  is  the  projected  length  of  time  for  the  whole  proposal? 

RESPONSE:  For  purposes  of  the  EIS  analysis,  construction  activities  at 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  are  expected  to  begin  in  1990  and  completed  in 
1992  with  full  operations  beginning  in  1993.  The  expected  life  span  of  the 
.  program  is  20  years. 

34  55  ISSUE:  What  support  systems  will  be  put  in  place  for  the  communities 

disrupted  by  this  project? 

RESPONSE:  If  significant  impacts  are  identified  in  the  EIS,  appropriate 
mitigative  measures,  if  necessary,  will  be  coordinated  with  affected  local 
jurisdictions. 

34  56  ISSUE:  What  evacuation  plans  are  being  made  for  areas  through  which  the 

trains  will  pass?  How  is  the  public  informed  of  the  plans?  Have  there 
been  any  practices? 

RESPONSE:  See  Section  5.5  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 

Document  33,  Comment  55. 

35  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  that  the  Arkansas  rail  system  should  be  in 

excellent  condition  prior  to  use  by  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  train. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

35  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at 

Little  Rock  AFB  because  of  the  lack  of  negative  impacts  on  the 
environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

36  1  ISSUE:  Who  will  review  the  classified  annex  to  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  Review  and  comment  will  be  done  by  Department  of  Defense 
officials  and  contractors  who  are  knowledgeable  about  the  program.  Only 
those  with  need-to-know  interest  and  proper  clearance  will  have  access  to 
those  portions  that  are  classified. 

37  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  strongly  objects  to  word  "Peacekeeper"  in  naming  the 

system  because  the  system  has  nothing  to  do  with  peace.  Request  name 
be  discontinued. 

RESPONSE:  President  Reagan  announced  on  22  November  1982  that  this 
missile  system  would  be  named  "Peacekeeper." 

37  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  prepared  presentation  at  the  Louisiana 

hearing  was  technically  correct,  but  was  biased  and  incomplete.  Hearing 
should  also  have  had  a  prepared  presentation  of  opposing  views. 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  of  the  public  hearing  is  to  summarize  and 
present  the  findings  of  the  Draft  EIS  and  to  solicit  public  comment  on  the 
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environmental  adequacy  and  accuracy  of  the  Draft  EIS.  It  is  not  the 
purpose  of  the  hearings  to  discuss  nonenvironmental  controversial 
subjects,  morality,  military  tactics  or  general  societal  issues.  Concerns 
about  these  issues  are  best  addressed  to  Congress  and  the  President. 

37  3  ISSUE:  How  can  a  car  designed  to  work  on  the  commercial  rail  system  be 

designed  to  safely  deploy  a  195,000  pound  missile? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

37  4  ISSUE:  When  derailments  occur  with  regularity  in  both  populated  and 

rural  areas  of  east  Texas  and  northwest  Louisiana,  how  can  this  system  be 
considered  safe  for  missile  transportation  in  emergencies? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

37  5  ISSUE:  Who  will  drive  the  trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  78. 

37  6  ISSUE:  Who  will  determine  the  routes  of  the  trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  29. 

37  7  ISSUE:  If  the  trains  are  taken  out  with  the  missiles,  will  they  be  moved 

through  highly  populated  areas?  What  does  the  Air  Force  consider  a 
highly  populated  area  and  will  it  stop  for  commercial  rail  traffic? 

RESPONSE:  Depending  on  the  type  of  movement  (initial  deployment, 
movements  for  maintenance,  or  for  dispersal),  highly  populated  areas  will 
be  avoided  where  feasible.  However,  during  times  of  national  need,  the 
train  commander  of  a  dispersed  operational  train  would  have  authority  to 
travel  the  national  rail  network,  including  through  highly  populated  areas 
if  necessary.  He  would  have  the  responsibility  to  ensure  safety  for  the 
local  population.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

37  8  ISSUE:  What  is  the  expected  life  span  of  the  system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  61. 

37  9  ISSUE:  How  long  before  the  system  is  obsolete  and  negotiated  peace 

treaties  call  for  its  dismantling? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

37  10  ISSUE:  What  is  the  projected  risk  factor  for  nuclear  accident 

probability?  Hearings  stated  one  to  three  persons  might  die  as  a  direct 
result  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system.  Explain  how  this  might 
occur. 

RESPONSE:  All  United  States  nuclear  weapons  are  designed  to  withstand 
extreme  conditions  without  any  possibility  of  nuclear  detonation.  The  risk 
of  other  kinds  of  potential  accidents  and  their  environmental  consequence 
are  addressed  in  EIS  Section  5.3.4. 

37  11  ISSUE:  Is  this  a  first-strike  system? 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

37  12  ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  active  system  be  circulating  in  the  commercial 

system? 

RESPONSE:  Only  during  time  of  national  need. 

37  13  ISSUE:  How  long  will  it  take  to  activate  the  system? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  involving  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

37  14  ISSUE:  The  protection  of  animals  is  important,  but  the  protection  of 

humans  is  more  important. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

37  15  ISSUE:  What  is  the  No  Action  Alternative? 

RESPONSE:  With  this  alternative,  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system 
would  not  be  deployed.  Activities  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  and  each 
candidate  Air  Force  installation  would  continue  to  support  existing  and 
other  proposed  missions.  Predictions  for  conditions  with  the  No  Action 
Alternative  are  discussed  under  baseline  conditions  of  each  location  in  EIS 
Chapter  4. 

37  16  ISSUE:  While  the  administration  is  dismantling  missiles,  the  Pentagon  is 

seeking  to  build  more.  This  is  illogical,  threatening,  and  a  wasteful 
action.  Conflict  resolution  is  the  result  of  diplomacy  and  negotiations. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

38  1  ISSUE:  Why  wasn't  a  copy  of  the  Draft  EIS  sent  to  the  university  library 

in  Warrensburg,  Missouri?  The  only  available  copy  was  in  the  Warrensburg 
Public  Library. 

RESPONSE:  University  libraries  are  not  as  easily  accessible  to  the  public 
as  the  public  libraries,  hence  copies  were  sent  to  public  libraries. 
Additional  copies  were  made  available  to  all  who  asked  for  them. 

38  2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  states  that  the  EIS  does  not  adequately  examine 

social  effects  (such  as  on  family,  marriage,  race  relations,  and  politics)  in 
interrelation  with  other  effects. 

RESPONSE:  The  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  its  implementing 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  regulations  stipulate  that  an  EIS  discuss 
significant  environmental  impacts  (40  CFR  1502.1).  Social  and 
socioeconomic  impacts  are  properly  included  in  this  discussion  to  the 
extent  they  are  judged  to  be  significant.  The  population  changes  due  to 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  are 
expected  to  be  small  in  magnitude  compared  to  the  baseline  military  and 
civilian  population  of  the  area  (see  EIS  Section  4.11.1.3).  Moreover,  these 
new  residents  are  likely  to  have  many  of  the  same  demographic 
characteristics  as  baseline  residents  of  the  area,  many  of  whom  also  are 
military  personnel  and  dependents.  Because  these  new  residents  are 
expected  to  be  both  few  in  number  and  qualitatively  similar 
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demographic  ally  to  baseline  area  residents,  effects  on  family,  marriage, 
race  relations,  politics,  and  other  social  relationships  are  expected  to  be 
negligible.  These  effects  consequently  do  not  warrant  further  analysis  and 
discussion. 

38  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  there  is  no  comprehensive,  holistic 

assessment  of  both  short-term  and  long-term  consequences  of  the 
interrelationships  between  changes  in  the  biophysical  and  sociocultural 
environments. 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  the  relationships  between  short-term  changes 
in  the  environment  and  the  long-term  consequences  are  presented  in  EIS 
Sections  4.2.13  through  4.12.13. 

38  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  there  are  a  number  of  programs  being 

developed  in  Missouri  as  well  as  current  projects  whose  cumulative 
impacts  need  to  be  systematically  analyzed  in  relation  to  this  proposed 
program. 

RESPONSE:  The  cumulative  impacts  of  the  proposed  program  and  other 
known  or  proposed  projects  were  considered  in  the  EIS  to  the  extent  that 
these  projects  would  be  influenced  or  affected  by  the  proposed  program. 
In  some  instances,  such  as  the  B-2  bomber  program  at  Whiteman  AFB, 
Missouri  the  cumulative  impacts  of  known  or  proposed  projects  were 
incorporated  into  the  existing  and  future  baseline  analyses. 

38  5  ISSUE:  Issues  of  morality,  national  security  policy,  and  psychological 

effects  need  to  be  part  of  the  assessment  process  for  any  EIS.  If  they  are 
not,  the  issue  of  controversy  over  the  effects  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  will  not  be  adequately  assessed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

38  6  ISSUE:  In  the  Draft  EIS,  it  is  often  difficult  to  figure  out  exactly  how 

conclusions  were  reached.  Footnotes  to  actual  sources  used  and  to 
describe  step-by-step  data  collection  and  analysis  are  needed. 

RESPONSE:  Descriptions  of  the  criteria  used  for  conclusions  regarding 
the  level  of  impacts  and  their  significance  are  presented  in  EIS  Chapter  3, 
Environmental  Analysis  Methods. 

39  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  objects  to  procedures  used  at  public  hearings.  Air 

Force  officials  took  up  too  much  time  at  the  beginning  of  the  hearing  and 
a  military  judge  presided. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  follows  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
Regulations  (40  CFR  1500-1508)  in  its  environmental  impact  analysis 
process.  Those  regulations  require  that  agencies  "make  diligent  efforts  to 
involve  the  public."  They  allow  considerable  leeway  in  the  conduct  of 
public  hearings.  The  presentation  made  by  the  Air  Force  at  the  beginning 
of  each  hearing  was  intended  to  provide  a  concise  synopsis  of  the  Proposed 
Action  and  significant  impacts  so  everyone  would  have  a  common 
understanding  of  the  subject  matter.  The  presentation  is  believed  to  have 
been  effective  in  informing  the  public  and  focusing  comments  on  relevant 
issues. 
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39  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  believes  more  public  hearings  should  be  held  in  the 

State  of  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

40  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  system  because  it  is  destructive, 

irrational,  and  endangering  more  of  the  population.  To  negotiate  from 
strength,  we  have  to  be  strong  economy-wise. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

41  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  mission  because  of  the  belief  that  a 

strong  national  defense  is  required  for  the  preservation  of  our 
constitutional  freedom  and  that  the  Rail  Garrison  plan  is  a  vital  part  of 
that  defense. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

42  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  selection  of  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri 

for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program.  In  addition  to  its  role  in 
maintaining  a  strong  defense,  the  base  has  contributed  significantly  to  the 
growth  and  development  of  this  area  through  its  economic  impact  and  the 
participation  of  its  personnel  in  community  and  civic  affairs. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

43  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  the  present  rail  system  in  Missouri  would  not 

be  able  to  support  the  extra  heavy  load. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  24,  Comment  2  and 

Document  33,  Comment  74. 

43  2  ISSUE:  The  civilian  dispatcher  would  have  to  be  notified  if  the  MX  train 

entered  regular  rail  systems. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

43  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  to  leave  and  deploy  from  Whiteman  AFB, 

Missouri  for  any  distance,  the  train  would  pass  through  heavily  populated 
areas.  This  is  against  the  law. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 

43  4  ISSUE:  The  addition  of  Rail  Garrison  would  make  our  state  (Missouri)  a 

prime  target  for  an  attack. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

43  5  ISSUE:  The  world  applauded  the  INF  treaty,  reducing  by  a  small 

percentage  the  nuclear  weapons  we  possess.  Why  add  to  the  overkill  when 
we  already  have  150  missile  sites  and  the  stealth  bomber  in  this  area? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

43  6  ISSUE:  Train  crashes  and  derailments  are  not  uncommon  in  this  country, 

frequently  due  to  the  age  and  condition  of  the  rails. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  1. 

43  7  ISSUE:  Commentor  resents  the  title  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

Program.  The  MX  is  an  offensive  weapon  and  killer,  not  a  Peacekeeper. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

44  1  ISSUE:  Sworn  affidavit  by  the  Commission  of  Henry  County,  Missouri 

endorsing  Whiteman  AFB  as  a  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

45  1  ISSUE:  The  proposed  Rail  Garrison  program  will  affect  the  moral, 

sociological,  and  psychological  environment.  Why  haven't  the 
measurements  of  the  social  scientists  been  sought? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  5,  Comment  14  and 

Document  38,  Comment  2. 

46  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  there  are  too  many  unprotected  environments 

in  the  Fairchild  AFB/Spokane,  Washington  area  and  the  program  should  be 
placed  in  an  alternate  site. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

47  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  Medical  Lake  and  Spokane,  Washington 

support  the  Rail  Garrison  project. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

48  1  ISSUE:  The  world's  environment  has  not  been  addressed  as  it  affects  such 

things  as  the  technology  race,  accidental  nuclear  war,  increased  striking 
power,  and  nonnuclear  powers  seeking  their  own  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

48  2  ISSUE:  The  hypothetical  "accidents"  are  only  of  one  warhead.  There  may 

be  more.  The  Draft  EIS  seems  to  forget  the  oversized  and  overweight 
system  needed. 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  analysis  considers  the  fact  that  each  missile 
carries  ten  warheads.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

48  3  ISSUE:  The  EIS  says  nothing  about  the  effects  of  vibration  and  harmonics 

on,  for  example,  metal  fatigue. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  40. 

49  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposes  delivery,  burial,  and  transportation  of  nuclear 

missiles  with  plutonium  because  no  safe  method  for  plutonium  storage  has 
been  found. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  2. 

49  2  ISSUE:  The  presence  of  weapons  of  this  magnitude  poses  a  direct  threat 

to  the  citizens  around  the  storage  areas,  for  they  become  a  prime  target. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


49 


49 


50 


50 


50 


3  ISSUE:  The  development,  presence,  and  maintenance  of  the  missile 
contradicts  the  spirit  of  the  recent  United  States  -  Soviet  agreement. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  Why  not  use  what  appears  to  be  abandoned  missile  silos  near 
Altus? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  alternative  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS. 

1  ISSUE:  Comment  made  that  the  Draft  EIS  was  received  less  than  a  month 
from  the  scheduled  hearing  for  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  The  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  regulations,  which 
implement  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  require  the  Draft  EIS 
be  available  at  least  15  days  prior  to  the  hearing.  The  Air  Force  allowed 
60  days  instead  of  the  required  45  days  for  public  comment  in  view  of  the 
nature  of  the  program.  All  written  comments  received  consideration 
equal  to  verbal  ones. 

2  ISSUE:  All  referenced  documents  in  the  Draft  EIS  should  have  been  made 
easily  accessible  to  the  public. 

RESPONSE:  All  referenced  documents  are  in  the  public  domain  and  can 
be  accessed  through  public  libraries.  The  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  regulations  require  that  the  public  have  access  to  the  Draft  EIS 
and  be  allowed  to  comment  on  it,  including  any  perceived,  specific 
inadequacies  of  that  document.  The  process  does  not  require  that 
collateral  documents  be  supplied.  The  military  standards  and  Air  Force 
regulations  may  be  obtained  from  any  Air  Force  base  for  reproduction 
cost  ($0.15  per  page)  or  by  mail  from  Publication  Distribution  Office, 
Technical  Order  Distribution,  63  MAW/DAPD,  Norton  AFB,  CA 
92409-5000.  For  the  Integrated  System  Safety  Program  for  the  MX 
Weapon  System,  Space  and  Missile  Systems  Organization  Standard  79-1, 
you  should  write  to  HQ  BMO/DADF,  Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6468.  Other 
documents  cited  in  the  Draft  EIS  may  be  obtained  from  the  National 
Technical  Information  Service,  5285  Port  Royal  Road,  Springfield, 
VA  22161,  Attention  Order  Control. 

3  ISSUE:  If  the  cumulative  environmental  impacts  of  classified  programs 
are  covered  in  a  classified  annex  to  the  Final  EIS,  how  can  the  public 
comment  on  it?  Who  will  review  and  comment  on  it? 


RESPONSE:  There  is  no  requirement  for  the  public  to  review  and 
comment  on  a  classified  document.  Also  see  response  to  Document  36, 
Comment  1. 


50  4  ISSUE:  On  Draft  EIS  page  S-38,  it  states  that  the  Air  Force  will  follow  all 

relevant  laws  at  the  time  of  decommissioning.  What  laws  will  be  followed 
now? 


RESPONSE:  If  decommissioning  were  to  take  place  soon  after  the  start  of 
operations,  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  other  applicable 
environmental  laws  will  be  'ollowed. 
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ISSUE:  If  a  new  arms  control  treaty  is  signed,  how  will  the  Rail  Garrison 
project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  be  decommissioned?  How  will 
propellant  and  nuclear  material  be  disposed  of?  Is  there  money  set  aside 
for  site  cleanup? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  fund  any  required  site  cleanup.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

ISSUE:  Of  the  12,000  program-related  employment  by  1994,  how  many  of 
these  jobs  will  be  military,  and  how  many  will  be  civilian? 

RESPONSE:  Subsequent  to  publication  of  the  Draft  EIS,  the  national 
economic  impact  analysis  (see  EIS  Section  4.1.1)  was  revised  to  include 
more  recent  economic  information.  On  the  basis  of  this  revision,  the 
number  of  steady-state  jobs  is  projected  at  9,000  in  1994  and  thereafter. 
Approximately  3,000  of  these  jobs  are  expected  to  be  military  personnel. 
The  remaining  6,000  would  be  civilian  jobs. 

ISSUE:  Of  the  civilian  jobs  in  1994,  how  many  are  likely  to  be  with  the 
missile  builder? 

RESPONSE:  Nearly  3,000  jobs,  or  just  under  half  of  all  civilian  jobs 
created  by  the  program,  are  projected  to  be  in  the  manufacturing  sector. 
A  substantial  portion  of  these  manufacturing  jobs  would  be  in  sectors 
closely  associated  with  production  of  ongoing  replacement  and  upgrading 
of  missile  components  and  similar  technical  equipment  required  by  the 
program. 

ISSUE:  How  many  local  hires  are  expected? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  projected  to 
generate  about  6,000  civilian  jobs  during  the  operations  phase  (see 
response  to  Document  50,  Comment  6).  About  1,600  of  these  civilian  jobs 
would  be  in  the  areas  near  the  deployment  installations.  Approximately 
1,300  of  these  jobs  are  projected  to  be  filled  by  local  hires.  Additional 
information  on  civilian  jobs  and  local  hires  at  each  location  is  presented  in 
Sections  4.2.1  through  4.12.1  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  What  skills  will  be  needed? 

RESPONSE:  Skills  needed  for  the  construction  jobs  associated  with  this 
program  correspond  to  the  skills  needed  for  the  various  crafts  in  the 
construction  trade.  These  would  range  from  general  laborers,  painters, 
and  drywall  installers  to  operating  engineers,  electricians,  and 
carpenters.  Secondary  jobs  are  expected  to  include  those  in  the  wholesale 
and  retail  trade  and  services  sectors.  Skills  required  would  vary  depending 
on  the  positions  available. 

ISSUE:  Can  communities  support  the  local  labor  needs?  If  not,  how  many 
people  outside  of  the  communities  would  be  needed? 

RESPONSE:  Because  most  of  the  jobs  created  by  the  program  would  be  in 
urban  areas,  be  small  in  number  compared  to  the  economies  of  those 
areas,  and  require  skills  presently  utilized  on  similar  programs,  most  of 
the  employees  needed  by  the  program  are  expected  to  be  available  in  the 
areas  where  the  jobs  would  be  created.  Relatively  few  people  would  need 
to  move  into  the  areas  where  these  jobs  would  be  located,  and  impacts 


resulting  from  the  small  number  of  workers  who  may  relocate  are 
expected  to  be  negligible. 

50  11  ISSUE:  Will  the  program -related  employed  labor  force  work  for  minimum 

wage? 

RESPONSE:  All  of  the  jobs  created  by  the  program  are  expected  to  pay 
wages  at  or  above  the  minimum  wage,  with  many  of  the  skilled  jobs  well 
above  the  minimum  wage.  Many  similar  jobs  are  presently  filled  by 
workers  on  the  Peacekeeper  and  Minuteman  programs.  Hiring  an  adequate 
labor  force  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  these  prevailing 
wages  is  not  expected  to  present  problems. 

50  12  ISSUE:  Will  training  of  personnel  be  provided?  Will  workers  be  assisted  in 

locating  jobs  at  the  end  of  construction  projects? 

RESPONSE:  For  government  personnel  employed  by  the  program,  the 
agencies  involved  have  their  own  training  policies  and  procedures.  The 
EIS  assumes  that  these  training  policies  and  procedures  would  remain  in 
place  for  this  program.  For  private-sector  workers  employed  by  the 
program,  it  is  not  possible  to  determine  precisely  who  the  employers 
would  be.  As  a  result,  their  personnel  policies  covering  such  matters  as 
training  cannot  be  projected  with  any  certainty.  Numerous  government 
and  private-sector  employers  would  be  involved  in  the  program.  For 
government  personnel,  the  agencies  involved  have  established  procedures 
for  transferring  and  reassigning  personnel  upon  completion  of  either 
construction  or  operational  assignments,  as  appropriate,  given  agency 
responsibilities  and  funding  at  that  time.  Many  private-sector  employers 
are  expected  to  have  similar  procedures.  Some  workers  may  be  laid  off 
when  construction  or  operation  of  the  system  is  completed.  Employers  on 
the  program  will  be  covered  by  the  unemployment  insurance  system  and 
related  labor  laws  in  the  states  where  the  jobs  are  located.  These  laws 
are  designed  to  mitigate  the  impacts  of  unemployment  on  the  individuals 
and  communities  involved  in  any  lay-offs,  and  are  assumed  in  this  EIS  to 
remain  in  force. 

50  13  ISSUE:  How  many  minority,  handicapped,  and  women  workers  will  be 

hired? 


RESPONSE:  As  indicated  in  the  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  12, 
numerous  government  and  private  employers  would  be  involved  in  the 
program,  each  responsible  for  compliance  with  applicable  labor  laws  in  the 
states  where  the  jobs  would  be  located.  These  applicable  labor  laws 
include  those  related  to  equal  employment  opportunity  and  affirmative 
action  in  hiring  and  advancement  for  minorities,  the  handicapped,  women, 
and  the  economically  disadvantaged.  This  EIS  assumes  these  requirements 
would  remain  in  force.  Government  regulations  require  compliance  with 
these  requirements  for  all  government  agencies,  and  public  contracting 
laws  stipulate  compliance  by  all  government  contractors. 

50  14  ISSUE:  What  jobs  will  you  offer  to  disadvantaged  teens? 

RESPONSE:  No  special  programs  for  providing  jobs  to  disadvantaged 
teens  other  than  those  in  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  13  are 
planned. 

50  15  ISSUE:  What  benefits  will  employees  receive? 
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RESPONSE:  Employment  benefits  available  to  personnel  working  on  the 

program  depend  on  the  employers  involved.  Government  employees  * 

typically  are  eligible  for  sick  leave,  vacation,  partial  medical  insurance  4 

coverage,  and  other  benefits.  Many  private  employers  on  the  program 

would  offer  similar  benefits  to  their  personnel,  though  coverage  would 

vary  among  employers.  This  EIS  assumes  these  benefit  programs  would 

remain  in  place.  For  reasons  indicated  in  the  response  to  Document  50, 

Comment  12,  precise  information  about  these  benefits  is  not  available  at 
the  present  time,  and  further  analysis  is  not  warranted  since  no 
environmental  impacts  are  expected  to  be  associated  with  these  programs.  * 

50  16  ISSUE:  Will  workers  be  allowed  to  unionize?  ^ 

RESPONSE:  Unionization  of  employees  is  governed  by  federal  and  state 
.  labor  laws.  This  EIS  assumes  these  laws  would  remain  in  force.  Many 
employees  of  contractors  providing  construction  and  operation  supplies 
and  services  are  unionized  at  the  present  time,  and  this  pattern  is  assumed 
to  continue.  * 

50  17  ISSUE:  Will  part-time  positions  be  available? 

RESPONSE:  Jobs  created  by  the  program  are  expected  to  include  both  4 

full-time  and  part-time  jobs,  depending  on  the  specific  requirements  of  ' 

the  employers  involved. 

50  18  ISSUE:  Will  advanced  notice  of  decommissioning  be  given?  , 

RESPONSE:  The  government  will  provide  advance  notice  of  any  j 

decommissioning  actions,  in  the  manner  required  under  federal  laws  and  j 

regulations  in  force  at  that  time.  , 

50  19  ISSUE:  What  kind  of  advancement  opportunities  will  be  offered? 

RESPONSE:  Advancement  opportunities  and  skill  development  will  ’ 

depend  on  the  characteristics  of  individual  workers  and  the  nature  of  their 

employment.  As  indicated  above,  policies  will  vary  from  employer  to 

employer,  though  all  will  be  subject  to  applicable  labor  laws  and  < 

regulations  regarding  equal  employment  opportunity  and  affirmative 

action. 

50  20  ISSUE:  What  skills  will  employees  take  to  other  jobs? 

RESPONSE:  Since  the  range  of  employment  opportunities  will  be  large, 
the  range  of  skills  learned  by  employees  will  also  be  large.  For  this 
analysis,  it  was  not  necessary  to  identify  these  particular  skills.  J 

50  21  ISSUE:  How  will  budget  cuts  affect  the  employees  on  the  Rail  Garrison  ' 

program?  j 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budget  cuts  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

50  22  ISSUE:  Who  will  oversee  civilian  employee  health  and  safety? 

RESPONSE:  The  U.S.  Department  of  Labor,  Occupational  Safety  and 

Health  Administration,  and  state  agencies  in  states  where  program  jobs  4 

are  located  administer  federal  and  state  laws  and  regulations  regarding  , 
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employee  health  and  safety.  These  requirements  have  the  purpose  of 
protecting  covered  employees  while  on  the  job.  Government  agencies  and 
firms  under  contract  to  the  federal  government  will  be  required  to  comply 
with  applicable  regulations.  This  EIS  assumes  these  requirements  would 
remain  in  force. 

50  23  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  thinks  a  discrepancy  exists  between  Draft  EIS  Page 

S-39  and  Draft  EIS  Page  A-2.  If  as  stated  on  Page  A-2,  contract  awards 
to  local  firms  would  reduce  population  inmigration  and  consequently  lower 
demands  for  temporary  housing,  how  can  Page  S-39  say  that  there  would 
be  beneficial  socioeconomic  effects,  such  as  increases  in  employment  and 
income  and  greater  utilization  of  vacant  housing. 

RESPONSE:  Beneficial  effects  would  occur  because  the  population 

inmigration  would  be  reduced,  not  eliminated.  Increases  in  employment 
and  income  would  be  virtually  identical  regardless  of  how  contracts  are 
awarded. 

50  24  ISSUE:  Because  on  Draft  EIS  Page  S-43  you  have  identified  a  major  and 

important  archaeological  site  at  the  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  onbase  option, 
you  really  have  no  choice  but  to  avoid  this  planned  site  for  basing 
according  to  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  7,  Comment  7. 

50  25  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  eventually  we  will  run  out  of  all  common 

prehistoric  sites  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  Avoidance  is  generally  the  preferred  treatment  for 
important  (National  Register  of  Historic  Places-eligible)  archeological 
sites  of  all  types,  whether  common  or  rare.  Most  sites  have  at  least  some 
research  potential,  and  common  site  types  can  be  important  for 
understanding  past  lifeways.  Therefore,  even  impacts  on  common  sites 
like  3MS528  can  be  significant.  Nevertheless,  all  sites  are  not  equally 
important,  and  the  LOI  reflects  the  relative  magnitude  of  the  loss  to  the 
regional  resource  base  should  a  given  site  be  disturbed.  This  evaluation  is 
vital  to  the  decision  makers. 

50  26  ISSUE:  Draft  EIS  page  1-3  states  that  "certain  technical  aspects  of  the 

engineering  design  and  operating  concepts  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  system  are  still  undergoing  change."  What  guarantee  can  you 
give  that  these  changes  will  not  affect  the  Final  EIS?  Will  the  public  be 
told  if  there  is  a  change?  If  there  is  a  significant  change,  will  the  project 
be  abandoned?  Why  aren't  all  engineering  aspects  nailed  down  yet? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impacts  of  the  Proposed  and  Alternative 
Actions  that  are  analyzed  are  not  expected  to  change  substantially  as  a 
result  of  changes  in  certain  technical  aspects  of  the  program.  However,  if 
major  changes  in  the  program  concept  which  could  have  significant 
environmental  impacts  are  proposed  for  implementation  subsequent  to 
filing  of  one  or  more  Records  of  Decision,  appropriate  additional 
environmental  analyses  would  be  prepared  prior  to  any  decision  on  such 
changes. 

50  27  ISSUE:  In  times  of  national  need,  civilian  traffic  is  expected  to  increase. 

The  Draft  EIS  states  that  on  a  national  average,  the  increase  in  rail 
traffic  would  impact  the  rails  slightly.  Is  this  statement  true  for  every 
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state?  What  about  the  local  level?  Commentor  concerned  that  looking  at 
the  problem  from  a  nationwide  scope  tends  to  hide  any  problems  that  may 
arise  at  a  local  or  statewide  level. 

RESPONSE:  At  both  the  local  and  nationwide  levels,  the  small  increase  in 
the  number  of  train  trips  generated  by  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  would  be  negligible  in  terms  of  the  current  rail  traffic  in  the 
affected  locations. 

50  28  ISSUE:  If  servicing  is  done  offbase,  how  would  you  establish  an  explosive 

safety  zone?  How  will  these  zones  impact  the  work  areas  in  train  yards  or 
in  populated  areas? 

RESPONSE:  Servicing  and  resupply  of  the  trains  would  require  only  brief 
stops  and  an  explosive  safety  zone  would  therefore  not  be  required. 

50  29  ISSUE:  How  will  garbage  and  other  wastes  be  collected  and  disposed  of? 

How  will  these  wastes  be  collected  and  stored  onboard  the  trains? 

RESPONSE:  Domestic  solid  waste  generated  onboard  the  trains  will  be 
gathered,  stored  onboard,  and  returned  to  the  base  for  disposal. 

50  30  ISSUE:  How  will  hazardous  wastes,  specifically  nuclear  materials, 

propellants,  igniters,  petroleum  products,  and  other  explosive  materials  be 

stored,  handled,  and  picked  up  for  disposal?  How  will  you  inform  local 

public  health  and  safety  officials  about  these  hazardous  materials  under 
the  right-to-know  laws? 

RESPONSE:  The  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Department  of 

Defense,  and  Department  of  Energy  regulations  govern  the  handling  and 
disposal  of  hazardous  waste.  These  regulations  will  be  complied  with 
when  dealing  with  all  waste  generated  by  this  program.  The  Air  Force 
hazardous  waste  program  at  all  bases  must  comply  with  the  "cradle  to 
grave"  management  concept  of  material  and  wastes  required  by  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  of  1976,  as  amended.  All 
federal,  state  and  local  standards  and  procedures  required  to  manage, 
store,  transport  and  dispose  of  wastes  are  used  (see  response  to  Document 
33,  Comment  68).  Air  Force  managers  at  each  installation  have  and  will 
continue  to  participate  in  local  planning  commissions  for  the  purpose  of 
sharing  information  to  include  hazardous  materials  needed  in  responding 
to  an  emergency  involving  Air  Force  property. 

50  31  ISSUE:  On  Draft  EIS  Page  1-14  it  states  that  "Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

test  facility  requirements  at  other  locations  are  generally  minor  and  form 
part  of  their  regular  missions."  What  exactly  are  these  test 
requirements?  What  are  the  chances  of  a  mishap  occurring? 

RESPONSE:  Since  a  silo-based  Peacekeeper  system  is  currently  in 
operational  status  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming,  testing  requirements  for 
proposed  Rail  Garrison  basing  will  primarily  involve  its  adaptation  to  a 
rail-mobile  system.  Initial  launch  ejection  tests  of  missile-weight 
dummies  from  rail-based  canisters  will  not  create  significant  health  or 
safety  risks  under  any  potential  mishap  possibility.  Full  operational  tests 
will  be  conducted  at  Vandenberg  AFB,  California  where  risk  management 
procedures  have  prevented  all  mishap-related  public  consequences. 
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ISSUE:  Will  new  scoping  hearings  be  conducted  if  a  second  rail  connection 
from  a  garrison  to  a  main  line  is  considered  at  a  later  date?  Will  a  new 
EIS  be  drafted  and  opened  to  public  comment? 

RESPONSE:  Appropriate  environmental  analyses  will  be  prepared  in 
accordance  with  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  regulations 
(40  CFR  §§  1500-1508)  and  Air  Force  Regulation  19-2.  (See  Section  1.3  of 
the  EIS.) 

ISSUE:  At  the  time  of  decommissioning,  what  happens  to  the  nuclear 
material  such  as  the  solid  propellant,  igniter,  liquid  fuel,  any  high 
explosive  material,  and  other  components  of  the  missile. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

ISSUE:  If  the  destruction  method  of  decommissioning  is  to  be  by  firing 
the  missile,  as  the  Pershing  missiles  are,  how  will  this  impact  the 
environment  at  the  firing  line? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

ISSUE:  If  you  stockpile  the  weapons  at  decommissioning,  how  will  leakage 
be  prevented? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

ISSUE:  The  rail  transportation  section  needs  to  address  the  impacts  on 
state  and  local  levels  as  well  as  national  levels. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

ISSUE:  Will  the  garrison  trains  pick  up  empty  rail  cars  to  make  it  look 
real?  What  impact  will  this  have  on  the  railroads? 

RESPONSE:  The  trains  would  resemble  existing  railroad  equipment  as 
much  as  possible.  The  current  concept  is  to  include  two  locomotives,  two 
missile  launch  cars,  two  security  cars,  a  launch  control  car,  and  a 
maintenance  car.  Additional  cars  may  be  added  as  required  for 
operation.  These  cars  will  not  be  taken  from  the  regular  rail  car 
inventory  and  will  have  no  impacts  on  the  railroads. 

ISSUE:  If  loaded  rail  cars  are  used  as  extra  rail  cars,  will  the  criteria  for 
explosive  zones  apply  to  them? 

RESPONSE:  As  a  general  precaution  at  all  Air  Force  bases,  explosive 
safety  zones  provide  safe  distance  between  places  where  explosives  are 
stored  or  processed  and  other  specified  locations.  The  explosive  safety 
zone  for  the  Peacekeeper  train  will  not  be  affected  by  the  addition  of  any 
extra  cars.  Explosive  safety  zones  are  established  from  the  perimeter  of 
facilities  containing  explosive  material,  not  from  the  equipment  or 
material  inside  the  facility.  The  size  of  the  zone  is  determined  by  the  net 
equivalent  weight  (to  TNT)  of  the  explosive  material  stored. 

ISSUE:  How  will  the  public  be  protected  from  attack? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


ISSUE:  Why  wasn't  the  controversy  over  the  purpose,  need,  or  desirability 
of  this  program  not  considered  in  evaluating  the  significance  of  impacts? 

RESPONSE:  Possible  controversy  over  the  purpose,  need,  or  desirability  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Why  weren't  the  psychological  impacts  of  the  basing  plan 

addressed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  Why  are  only  the  elementary  schools  looked  at  when  applying  the 
significance  criteria  of  pupil-to-teacher  ratios? 

RESPONSE:  The  education  analysis  in  the  EIS  primarily  addressed 

impacts  on  elementary  schools  because  the  majority  of  program-related 
students,  55  percent  of  the  total,  were  expected  to  enroll  in  grades  at  the 
elementary  level,  versus  approximately  15  percent  at  the  junior  high  level, 
and  30  percent  at  the  senior  high  level.  Given  these  projections,  even  at 
the  base  with  the  most  additional  students,  no  more  than  30  junior  high 
and  50  senior  high  students  would  be  expected.  These  additions  would  be 
manageable  in  light  of  the  higher  pupil-to-teacher  ratio  prevalent  at  the 
secondary  level,  the  flexibility  of  a  period/module  system  to  evenly  absorb 
students,  and  the  option  to  bus  secondary  students.  Most  school  districts 
in  order  to  maintain  the  neighborhood  school  concept,  are  adverse  to 
busing  at  the  elementary  level. 

ISSUE:  What  methods  will  be  used  to  keep  vegetation  clear  of  the  area 
between  the  garrison  perimeter  fences,  plus  two  additional  45-foot  clear 
zones  immediately  inside  and  outside  of  the  fences?  If  herbicides  are 
used,  what  will  they  be? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  uses  a  variety  of  methods  to  control 

vegetation  for  security  purposes  including  mowing  and  herbicide 
application.  When  herbicides  are  required,  an  EPA  approved  herbicide  will 
be  applied  by  a  licensed  contractor  in  accordance  with  the  instructions  on 
the  container  label. 

ISSUE:  If  herbicides  are  used  to  clear  vegetation  between  the  garrison 
perimeter,  how  will  this  affect  the  soil  both  in  the  short  term  and  long 
term? 

RESPONSE:  The  application  of  chemical  pesticides  and  herbicides  will 
not  cause  significant  adverse  environmental  impacts.  These  chemicals  are 
regulated  by  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  when  applied 
in  the  prescribed  concentration  for  their  intended  use,  will  not  present 
unreasonable  risks  to  the  environment  or  human  health  effects. 

ISSUE:  When  the  garrison  is  decommissioned,  will  the  land  be  restored  to 
its  original  condition? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

ISSUE:  Draft  EIS  Page  4.8-1  states  that  "the  3.6  miles  of  existing  track 
would  require  upgrading."  Is  this  rail  an  example  of  the  rail  systems  in 
Arkansas?  Will  all  the  rails  in  the  state  be  upgraded? 


RESPONSE:  No,  this  information  was  provided  to  describe  program 
requirements  to  upgrade  this  spur  line  and  not  as  an  example  of  the  rail 
system  in  Arkansas.  No  other  rail  tracks  in  the  state  will  be  upgraded  as 
part  of  the  program. 

ISSUE:  Will  all  the  rails  in  the  State  of  Arkansas  be  nuclear  certified? 

RESPONSE:  The  rails  are  not  critical  nuclear  weapon  components  and 
therefore  will  not  be  nuclear  certified. 

ISSUE:  Who  will  pay  for  the  additional  teachers  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB, 
Arkansas  area?  Where  will  the  qualified  teachers  come  from? 

RESPONSE:  The  referenced  increases  refer  to  normal  growth  under 
baseline  conditions  of  approximately  1.3  percent  per  year  during  the  1990 
to  1995  period.  This  level  of  baseline  growth  would  be  able  to  be 
accommodated  through  existing  funding  mechanisms. 

ISSUE:  Can  the  local  economies  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area 
withstand  tax  increases  to  pay  for  additional  teachers? 

RESPONSE:  The  projected  teacher  requirements  under  baseline 

conditions  would  be  funded  through  a  combination  of  state,  federal,  and 
local  revenue  sources.  State  funding  accounts  for  about  two-thirds  of 
local  district  revenues.  Revenue  from  local  tax  sources  would  naturally 
increase  as  the  tax  base  expands  under  normal  baseline  growth 
conditions.  No  increases  in  the  tax  burden  on  existing  residents  is 
projected. 

ISSUE:  Why  is  it  that  the  Draft  EIS  never  mentioned  that  Arkansas  ranks 
near  the  bottom  of  nearly  every  measure  when  it  comes  to  education? 
Com  mentor  concerned  that  the  education  system  in  Arkansas  is  already 
overburdened. 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  of  the  Draft  EIS  is  to  ascertain  the  impact  of 
the  additional  enrollment  due  to  the  program.  A  comparative  analysis  of 
educational  measures  between  all  Arkansas  schools  and  other  schools  is 
not  within  the  scope  of  this  analysis. 

ISSUE:  Who  will  pay  for  the  additional  people  needed  in  public  services  in 
the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area?  If  additional  people  are  not  hired, 
what  will  be  the  impacts  on  the  already  rising  crime  rate  and  burdened 
health  care  system? 

RESPONSE:  The  additional  personnel  required  under  baseline  conditions 
would  be  supported  under  existing  programs.  If  additional  personnel  were 
not  hired,  service  levels,  as  measured  by  the  number  of  personnel  per 
1,000  population,  would  decrease  from  6.5  to  6.4  in  the  City  of 
Jacksonville.  This  reduction  in  personnel  per  1000  population  will  not 
greatly  affect  the  city's  ability  to  provide  public  safety  and  health 
services. 

ISSUE:  Of  the  new  jobs  created  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area, 
will  these  jobs  be  skilled  or  unskilled  positions?  Does  the  community  have 
the  necessary  skills  to  support  this  effort? 


RESPONSE:  During  the  construction  phase,  the  direct  employment  would 
generally  be  for  skilled  workers,  although  some  unskilled  labor  would  also 
be  required.  Approximately  80  percent  of  the  direct,  civilian  worker,  and 
secondary  jobs  created  by  the  program  would  be  filled  from  the  local  labor 
market. 

ISSUE:  Will  the  new  jobs  created  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area 
be  paid  minimum  wage  only  or  better? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Sections  4.2.1  through  4.12.1. 

ISSUE:  What  secondary  jobs  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area  will 
the  project  create?  What  is  the  creation  of  secondary  jobs  based  on? 

RESPONSE:  Secondary  job  creation  is  assumed  to  be  across  all  sectors  of 
the  local  economy  and  is  based  on  respending  of  program-generated 
income  in  the  local  economy. 

ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  pay  for  the  costs  incurred  by  the  increased 
demands  in  the  Little  Rook  AFB,  Arkansas  area  on  potable  water 
treatment,  wastewater,  and  solid  and  hazardous  waste? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  contracts  with  the  City  of  Jacksonville  for 
potable  water  and  wastewater  treatment  and  private  firms  for  waste 
disposal.  No  new  facilities  would  be  required  to  provide  the  service,  and 
the  fees  paid  for  these  services  should  cover  any  increased  costs 
associated  with  meeting  the  new  demands. 

ISSUE:  Will  the  proposed  increases  in  diesel  fuel  demand  cause  shortages 
in  the  country  and  drive  prices  up?  Where  will  the  fuel  come  from?  Will 
this  use  impact  whatever  local  area  you  stop  in?  Will  accidents  and  spills 
increase  because  of  an  increase  in  traffic  from  hauling  in  the  fuel? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  purchase  diesel  fuel  through  contracts 
with  local  suppliers.  These  purchases  are  not  anticipated  to  affect  the 
supply  and  price.  The  Air  Force  will  be  revising  the  Spill  Prevention  and 
Response  Plan  for  each  installation  to  include  new  procedures  necessary 
to  react  to  any  mishaps  associated  with  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program. 

ISSUE:  What  are  the  environmental  impacts  of  moving  the  seven  existing 
onbase  facilities,  the  conventional  weapons  storage  area,  and  especially 
the  Defense  Reutilization  and  Marketing  Office  (DRMO)  and  its  hazardous 
waste  storage  area  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  as  discussed  on  Draft 
EIS  Page  4.8-21? 

RESPONSE:  The  relocation  of  these  facilities  will  be  accomplished  in 
accordance  with  Air  Force  construction  and  environmental  regulations. 
The  environmental  impacts  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.8. 

ISSUE:  If  the  Defense  Reutilization  and  Marketing  Office  (DRMO)  at 
Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  is  relocated,  where  will  the  hazardous  wastes 
be  disposed?  Will  this  facility  comply  with  the  right-to-know  laws? 

RESPONSE:  The  DRMO  will  be  relocated  to  another  site  onbase  and  will 
continue  to  store  the  waste  prior  to  shipment  to  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  approved  treatment  and  disposal  facilities.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  50,  Comment  30. 


SO  59  ISSUE:  Commentor  thinks  that  with  the  recent  drought  and  groundwater 
levels  dropping  steadily  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area,  any 
increased  water  usage  should  be  considered  significant.  Will  additional 
studies  be  conducted  in  the  area  using  more  current  data? 

RESPONSE:  According  to  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  in  Little  Rock, 

Arkansas  groundwater  declines  are  prevalent  in  the  rice-growing  areas  of 
Lonoke  County,  5  to  10  miles  east  of  Jacksonville.  The  Jacksonville 
Water  Department  reports  little  decline  in  its  wells  in  recent  years.  The 
amount  of  water  needed  to  support  the  Rail  Garrison  program  is  relatively 
minor,  approximately  180  acre-ft/yr,  and  will  be  supplied  primarily  from 
Jacksonville's  water  system.  This  3  percent  increase  in  water  use  in  the 
Jacksonville  system  is  not  expected  to  materially  affect  groundwater 
availability  in  the  area.  No  additional  water  supply  studies  are  planned  in 
support  of  this  program  (see  EIS  Section  4.8.7). 

50  60  ISSUE:  Will  farmers  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area  be 

compensated  when  they  are  no  longer  able  to  pump  water  to  irrigate  their 
crops? 

RESPONSE:  This  program  is  not  expected  to  materially  diminish 

groundwater  supplies  available  to  local  farmers.  Therefore,  no  need  for 
compensation  is  anticipated  (see  EIS  Section  4.8.7). 

50  61  ISSUE:  What  will  the  extra  water  on  the  project  be  used  for? 

RESPONSE:  Of  the  approximately  180  acre-ft/yr  of  water  needed  for 
long-term  operations  of  the  program  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  24  acre-ft/yr  or 
13  percent  would  be  used  for  office  workers  and  system  support  at  Little 
Rock  AFB.  The  remaining  87  percent  would  be  used  to  meet  the  domestic 
water  needs  of  the  estimated  426  new  workers  and  dependents  who  will 
move  into  the  area  as  a  result  of  the  program  (see  EIS  Section  4.8.7. 3). 

50  62  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  effects  of  an  earthquake  on  the  garrison  at 

Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas? 

RESPONSE:  Earthquakes  at  Little  Rock  AFB  have  been  addressed  under 
EIS  Sections  3.9.4  and  4. 8. 8. 2.  Structures  constructed  for  the  proposed 
program  would  be  designed  with  consideration  given  to  the  maximum 
credible  event.  The  occurrence  of  an  earthquake  and  potential 
environmental  effects  of  the  program  have  also  been  addressed  as  a 
separate  issue  in  Safety  under  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

50  63  ISSUE:  Should  an  earthquake  occur,  what  safeguards  will  protect  the 

public  from  radioactive  material  and  other  hazardous  materials? 

RESPONSE:  No  radioactive  or  hazardous  material  release  risk  is  expected 
from  the  effect  of  an  earthquake  (see  EIS  Section  5.2.3). 

50  64  ISSUE:  If  an  earthquake  damages  the  rails  such  that  the  trains  could  not 

be  deployed  from  the  garrison,  will  the  missile  be  launched  at  the  garrison 
site?  What  would  be  the  impact  of  launch? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  intentional  launch  of  the  missile  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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65  ISSUE:  What  if  the  missile  fails  to  fire,  or  if  the  rocket  does  ignite,  strays 
off  course?  And  even  if  the  rails  are  not  damaged,  would  the  missile  be 
launched  from  the  garrison  site  anyway  (upon  orders)? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  intentional  launch  of  the  missile  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

50  66  ISSUE:  What  training  will  be  given  to  local  and  state  agencies?  Who  will 

pay  for  this  training? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

50  67  ISSUE:  Who  will  pay  if  the  public  needs  to  be  evacuated  for  any  reason? 

What  would  be  the  impacts  of  evacuations  on  the  local  economy?  Will  the 
loss  of  business  and  crops  be  compensated? 

RESPONSE:  Requests  for  compensation  for  damage  or  loss  involving  an 
Air  Force  activity  will  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force 
regulations. 

50  68  ISSUE:  How  will  the  spread  of  chemical  and/or  nuclear  contamination  be 

controlled?  Who  will  pay  for  current  and  future  medical  bills  if  the  public 
inhales  or  ingests  nuclear  material? 

RESPONSE:  Control  of  chemical  and/or  nuclear  contamination  from  an 
accident  would  depend  on  such  factors  as  terrain,  geology,  and 
meteorological  conditions  and  the  manpower  and  equipment  available. 
See  the  discussion  in  EIS  Section  5.5.  The  question  of  damages  to  injured 
parties  in  case  of  an  accident  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Requests 
for  compensation  for  personal  injuries  involving  an  Air  Force  activity  will 
be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force  regulations. 

50  69  ISSUE:  Will  the  civilian  employees  and  railroad  crews  be  trained  in 

accident/incident  response? 

RESPONSE:  The  personnel  training  programs  will  include  appropriate 
emergency  response  procedure  training.  Also  see  response  to 

Document  33,  Comment  55. 

50  70  ISSUE:  In  a  national  emergency,  will  the  civilian  pilots  be  overruled  on 

rail  safety  matters  and  operating  practices? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  78. 

50  71  ISSUE:  Who  will  monitor  the  trains  during  normal  operating  conditions? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  78. 

50  72  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  submit  to  any  ruling  or  judgment  against  them 

on  bad  rail  practices  or  rule/law  infractions? 

RESPONSE:  Yes.  Appropriate  disciplinary  action  will  be  taken  against 
Air  Force  personnel  who  violate  the  law  or  are  derelict  in  the 
performance  of  their  military  duties. 

50  73  ISSUE:  In  the  State  of  Arkansas,  what  are  the  chances  of  a  grade  crossing 

collision  between  the  train  and  other  vehicles?  Has  this  problem  been 
looked  into  on  a  state-by-state  basis? 
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RESPONSE:  The  chances  of  a  grade  crossing  collision  were  considered  in 
the  safety  analysis  using  rail  incident  data  provided  by  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration.  The  national  rail  network  averages  were  used  in 
the  safety  analysis;  regional  differences  in  reported  rail  incidents  were 
judged  not  tc  be  substantially  different  from  the  national  averages. 

50  74  ISSUE:  What  are  the  details  of  the  training  to  be  given  to  the  operating 

crew?  Will  trainees  drive  the  train?  Who  will  design  and  develop  these 
courses?  What  retraining  requirements  will  there  be?  How  often  will  new 
personnel  come  onboard?  How  long  will  it  take  these  personnel  to  be  fully 
qualified?  Will  civilian  employees  and  train  crew  members  be  trained? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  5. 

50  75  ISSUE:  What  hazardous  materials  will  be  used  or  generated  by  the  Rail 

Garrison? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  68. 

50  76  ISSUE:  Will  the  local  public  safety  and  health  officials  receive  the 

Material  Safety  Data  Sheets  listing  all  hazardous  wastes  associated  with 
the  Rail  Garrison  program? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  30. 

50  77  ISSUE:  If  a  blizzard  stops  a  train,  will  an  explosive  hazard  zone  be 

established?  If  yes,  how  will  this  be  done?  Will  any  of  the  local 
population  that  falls  in  this  zone  be  relocated? 

RESPONSE:  If  it  becomes  necessary  to  stop  the  train  for  natural  causes 
such  as  a  blizzard,  relocation  of  local  personnel  would  be  evaluated.  If 
relocation  is  carried  out,  it  would  be  accomplished  considering  federal, 
state,  and  local  disaster  plans  and  regulations. 

50  78  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  compensate  businesses  or  farmers  for  loss  of 

income  if  a  blizzard  requires  establishment  of  an  explosive  safety  zone 
and  relocation  of  the  local  population? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  extremely  remote  situation  where  natural  causes  such 
as  a  blizzard  stop  the  train  and  it  becomes  necessary  to  relocate  local 
population,  compensation  for  damages  and  loss  involving  this  Air  Force 
activity  would  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force  regulations. 

50  79  ISSUE:  Why  aren't  man-made  disasters  addressed,  such  as  collisions  by 

other  trains,  sabotage,  or  plane  crashes? 

RESPONSE:  The  accident  statistics  used  in  the  safety  analysis  for  the  EIS 
are  collected  by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration.  They  include  all 
accidents  causing  more  than  a  certain  monetary  level  of  damage  to 
railroad  equipment  (approximately  $5,000).  The  accident  rate  used  for  the 
analysis  thus  includes  collision  with  other  trains,  vandalism  which  leads  to 
serious  accidents,  and  derailment  caused  by  sabotage.  Plane  crashes  are 
analyzed  in  EIS  Section  5.3.2.  Also  see  EIS  Sections  5.2. 1.1  and  5.3. 1.1  for 
the  rail  accident  data  used  in  this  analysis. 

50  80  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  fuel  leakage  during  refueling 

or  maintenance? 
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RESPONSE:  All  refueling  and  maintenance  facilities  will  be  designed  to 
capture  any  release  of  fluids  and  these  fluids  will  be  disposed  of  in  an 
environmentally  safe  manner. 

50  81  ISSUE:  What  are  the  chances  of  an  accident  during  maintenance? 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  and  consequences  of  accidents  during 

maintenance  were  considered.  The  probability  of  such  accidents  is  so  low 
compared  to  the  probability  of  transportation  accidents  that  they  do  not 
contribute  substantially  to  the  total  risk. 

50  82  ISSUE:  How  will  the  environment  be  protected  from  runoff  of  spilled 

material? 

RESPONSE:  If  it  ever  becomes  necessary,  runoff  from  a  spill  will  be 
contained  to  the  extent  possible  using  the  materials  and  equipment 
available  at  the  time.  Because  there  is  no  way  to  be  sure  it  can  be 
contained,  the  environmental  impacts  of  spills  are  described  in  EIS 
Chapter  5. 

50  83  ISSUE:  Because  water  is  incompatible  with  many  of  the  missile 

components,  what  will  be  used  for  fire  fighting  or  spill  control? 

RESPONSE:  Though  water  would  not  be  an  effective  fire  fighting 

substance,  it  could  be  used  to  prevent  the  spread  of  the  fire  or  to 
extinguish  secondary  fires.  There  is  no  substantial  risk  from  using  water 
on  or  in  the  vicinity  of  missile  components,  for  either  fire  or  spill 
control. 

50  84  ISSUE:  If  spilled  toxic  material  gets  into  the  local  creeks  and  rivers  ,  how 

will  this  impact  the  wildlife?  Who  will  clean  up  this  problem? 

RESPONSE:  The  release  of  toxic  substances  into  aquatic  habitats  would 
adversely  affect  wildlife  including  increased  mortality  and  disruption  of 
feeding  and  reproductive  behavior.  The  extent  of  the  impact  on  wildlife 
would  be  dependent  upon  the  quantity  of  toxic  substance  released,  the 
toxicity  of  the  substance,  and  the  susceptibility  of  the  wildlife  species 
affected.  The  Air  Force  will  be  responsible  for  cleaning  up  toxic 
substance  spills  that  originate  on  Air  Force  installations  or  from  Air  Force 
equipment  such  as  the  Peacekeeper  train.  This  will  be  done  in  accordance 
with  the  National  Contingency  Plan  published  by  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  in  1985  and  currently  being  reissued  to  reflect  the 
amendments  made  under  the  Superfund  Amendment  and  Reauthorization 
Act  of  1986  and  Executive  Order  12580. 

50  85  ISSUE:  What  are  the  chances  of  a  high  explosive  detonation?  What  are 

the  toxicological  effects  of  the  nonnuclear  materials  in  the  warhead? 

RESPONSE:  It  is  assumed  that  the  question  asks  about  an  explosion  of  the 
high  explosive  (nonnuclear)  in  the  warhead.  They  are  insensitive  high 
explosives  which  tolerate  strong  shock  and  high  temperatures  without 
detonating.  As  a  result,  such  an  explosion  is  a  much  less  likely  cause  of 
radioactive  material  dispersal  than  a  missile  propellant  fire  or  explosion. 
The  missile  and  warhead  contain  metals  and  plastics  which  would  produce 
toxic  gases  if  burned.  In  the  event  of  a  fire  involving  the  missile,  the 
toxic  effects  of  nitrogen  oxides  and  hydrochloric  acid  would  overwhelm 
other  toxic  gases.  The  toxic  effects  of  those  gases  are  described  in 
Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 
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86  ISSUE:  Because  most  of  the  operations  will  be  in  rural  areas  in  the  Little 
Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area,  will  local  law  enforcement  agencies  be  able  to 
handle  the  security  required?  When  and  how  will  they  be  trained?  Who 
will  train  them?  What  kind  of  training  will  they  receive?  Who  will  pay 
for  this  training  and  who  will  pay  for  the  use  of  these  officials  in  an 
emergency? 

RESPONSE:  The  operational  Peacekeeper  trains  would  only  be  on 

commercial  tracks  when  directed  to  disperse  by  a  higher  authority.  If 
trains  were  dispersed,  Air  Force  security  personnel  would  deploy  with  the 
trains.  Security  personnel  would  react  to  threats  as  necessary.  If  an 
accident  involving  a  Peacekeeper  train,  airplane,  or  truck  carrying 
missiles  or  components  should  occur,  the  Department  of  Defense  (DOD) 
and  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA)  would  respond  and 
assume  responsibility  of  the  cleanup  from  whatever  local  response 
agencies  that  initially  arrived.  DOD  and  EPA  would  deploy  teams 
specially  trained  and  equipped  to  deal  with  any  contingency.  They  would 
also  obtain  assistance  from  other  federal  or  local  agencies  as  necessary. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  10. 

50  87  ISSUE:  If  crime,  riots,  etc.,  arise  because  of  the  program  in  the  Little 

Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area,  how  will  these  problems  be  handled? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  o0,  Comment  86. 

50  88  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  studies  1  e  conducted  on  the 

air,  ground,  water,  and  animal  and  plant  life  at  all  proposed  sites  to 

establish  baseline  data  fo"  such  chemicals  such  as  nitrogen,  nitrate, 

nitrous  acid,  ammonia,  sulfide,  sulfites,  methane,  organic  halogen,  and 

chloroform? 

RESPONSE:  No  such  monitoring  is  planned  regarding  water  or  air 

quality.  The  Air  Force  does  not  anticipate  conducting  detailed  studies  at 
the  proposed  sites  in  order  to  establish  baseline  data  for  nitrogen,  nitrate, 
nitrous  acid,  ammonia,  sulfide,  sulfites,  methane,  organic  halogen,  and 
chloroform,  nor  for  natural  and  man-made  radioactive  elements  such  as 
rubidium,  strontium  90,  cesium,  iodine,  cobalt,  and  tritium.  However,  the 
flora  and  fauna  of  the  proposed  sites  have  been  characterized  and 
documented. 

50  89  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  the  Air  Force  perform 

continuous  monitoring  at  all  sites  to  look  for  changes  and  trends  in 

chemical  baseline  data? 

RESPONSE:  No  such  monitoring  is  needed. 

50  90  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  the  Air  Force  conduct 

studies  on  the  air,  ground,  water,  and  animal  and  plant  life  at  all  proposed 

sites  co  establish  baseline  data  on  natural  and  man-made  sources  of 
radiation  and  radioactive  elements  such  as  rubidium,  Strontium  90, 
cec  tum,  iodine,  cobalt,  and  tritium? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  88. 

50  91  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  baseline  data  and  continuous 

trend  monitoring  be  conducted  at  all  sites  for  gross  alpha  and  beta 
radiation  emissions  from  natural  and  man-made  sources? 
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RESPONSE:  No  such  monitoring  is  needed. 

92  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  the  Air  Force  establish 
continuous  monitoring  at  all  sites  for  oil  and  grease  contamination  of  the 
ground  and  water? 

RESPONSE:  Many  of  the  bases  routinely  monitor  for  oil  and  grease 
concentrations  downstream  of  runways  and  flight  operations  areas.  No 
additional  monitoring  of  this  type  will  be  carried  out  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program. 

93  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  the  Air  Force  set  maximum 
limits  on  chemicals,  elements,  and  materials?  What  will  the 
environmental  impacts  be  of  exceeding  the  limits  that  are  set? 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  Air  Force  Occupational  Safety  and  Health  and 
Environmental  Protection  Programs  use  established  Occupational  Safety 
and  Health  Administration  standards  to  monitor  and  prevent  occupational 
exposures  in  the  workplace  and  applicable  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA)  standards  to  preserve  the  quality  of  the  environment  on  our 
installations.  If  an  incident  should  occur,  where  a  release  to  the 
environment  is  possible,  investigative  actions  to  determine  the  impact  will 
be  in  concert  with  EPA,  state,  and  local  regulatory  authorities. 

94  ISSUE:  Regarding  Draft  EIS  Appendix  A,  will  the  Air  Force  monitor  the 
workplace  and  surrounding  environment  for  beryllium  and  beryllium 
compound  contamination  as  well  as  chromates  and  hydrazine?  What  are 
the  environmental  impacts  of  exceeding  established  limits? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  93. 

95  ISSUE:  During  welding  activities  at  the  sites,  especially  when  welding 
stainless  steel  components,  will  the  Air  Force  monitor  the  environment 
for  ozone  production  and  for  chromium  and  nickel  compounds? 

RESPONSE:  Yes,  Welding  by  products  are  routinely  monitored  to  protect 
our  workers  from  any  occupational  exposures.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  50,  Comment  93. 

96  ISSUE:  Should  an  accident  involving  extremely  flammable  materials  occur 
with  one  of  the  MX  trains  nearby,  could  the  missile  cars  withstand  the 
force  of  the  LP  gas  explosion  and  resulting  fire?  Could  the  heat  from 
such  a  fire  cause  the  rocket's  solid  or  liquid  fuel  to  ignite?  What  would  be 
the  environmental  impact  of  such  a  combined  disaster?  How  could  fire 
fighters  cope  with  such  a  problem? 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  a  series  of  events  such  that  components  of 
the  Peacekeeper  train  (e.g.,  the  missile  car)  could  be  damaged  by 
accidents  involving  volatile  materials  associated  with  a  nearby  facility  or 
train  is  extremely  remote.  Nevertheless,  the  EIS  (Chapter  5)  described 
the  environmental  and  human  health  effect  of  such  an  event. 


ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  place  LP  gas  tank  cars  or  any  other  type  of  rail 
cars  carrying  hazardous  materials  on  an  MX  train  to  make  it  look  real? 

RESPONSE:  No. 
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50  98  ISSUE:  Even  though  preventive  maintenance  of  the  garrison's  rail  cars  is 

planned,  will  that  extra  maintenance  be  performed  on  the  other  rail  cars 
which  may  be  used? 

RESPONSE:  Maintenance  will  be  performed  on  all  rolling  stock  used  on 
the  Peacekeeper  trains. 

50  99  ISSUE:  Will  the  garrison  train  crews  be  allowed  to  take  drugs  to  keep  the 

crews  alert,  such  as  Dexedrine  and  Seconal,  during  the  dispersal  runs  and 
heightened  tensions? 

RESPONSE:  No.  Also  see  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

50  100  ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  crews  be  relieved?  How  will  this  be 

accomplished  when  the  garrison  is  dispersed? 

RESPONSE:  No  problem  with  fatigue  is  anticipated.  Operational 

Peacekeeper  trains  will  have  sufficient  crew  members  onboard  to  perform 
the  required  duties  during  dispersal. 

50  101  ISSUE:  How  can  the  Air  Force  say  for  sure  that  they  will  be  able  to  clean 

up  any  contamination  from  accidents  involving  a  nuclear  warhead  when 

post  accidental  contamination  is  still  present  in  the  world? 

RESPONSE:  Cleanup  would  be  to  acceptable  levels,  as  defined  by 

Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Responsible  Air  Force,  railroad,  and 
civilian  authorities  will  be  notified  and  corrective  actions  will  be  taken. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

50  102  ISSUE:  How  would  the  Air  Force  attempt  to  clean  up  a  nuclear  warhead 

accident? 

RESPONSE:  The  methods  used  would  depend  on  the  local  conditions,  the 
extent  of  contamination,  etc.  A  general  description  of  possible  methods  is 
included  in  Section  5.5.2  of  the  EIS. 

50  103  ISSUE:  Can  any  radioactive  materials  or  contamination  enter  the  food 

chain? 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  analysis  done  for  the  EIS  includes  calculation  of 
the  incorporation  of  radioactive  materials  into  the  food  chain  and 
resulting  human  exposure.  The  contribution  to  the  total  risk  from  that 
possibility  is  very  small  because  the  predominant  radioactive  material 
that  would  be  dispersed,  plutonium  dioxide,  is  relatively  insoluble  and  very 
little  would  enter  the  food  chain. 

50  104  ISSUE:  What  is  the  toxicologies'  effect  of  ingesting  or  inhaling 

plutonium? 

RESPONSE:  The  toxicological  effects  of  ingesting  or  inhaling  plutonium 
include  deposition  in  the  lung,  liver,  and  bone  with  resulting  disease 
including  the  induction  of  cancer.  However,  the  toxic  effect  is  negligible 
compared  to  the  radiation  risk. 

50  105  ISSUE:  What  is  the  half-life  of  plutonium  and  other  nuclear  material  in 

the  warhead?  What  elements  will  the  nuclear  materials  decay  to?  Will 
these  daughter  products  be  toxic  also? 
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RESPONSE:  Plutonium  239  has  a  half-life  of  24,390  years.  The  other 
radioactive  materials  in  the  warhead  and  plutonium  decay  daughter 
products  contribute  insignificant  levels  of  radiation  exposure  and  toxicity 
risks  compared  to  the  pluto-.ium.  Analysis  of  the  risks  as  though  only 
plutonium  was  dispersed  in  EIS  Chapter  5  adequately  quantifies  the  risk. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at 
Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri.  The  economic  impact  of 
the  program  and  additional  diversification  of  people  coming  to  the  area 
would  be  a  benefit  to  Warrensburg,  Johnson  County,  and  the  surrounding 
area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  removal  of  all  nuclear  weapons  because 
of  religious  beliefs. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program,  sees  no  adverse  effect  on 
the  environment  which  cannot  be  controlled  and  believes  the  central 
location  of  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  is  an  ideal  location  for  deployment  of 
the  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  placing  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  because  the  commentor  does  not  like  the  trains 
on  the  state's  commercial  tracks;  increased  danger  of  sabotage,  terrorism, 
and  accident;  and  the  negative  impact  on  the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  ISSUE:  What  happens  to  the  program  if  a  new  arms  control  agreement  is 
signed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  enclosed  various  pieces  of  literature  in  support  of  his 
opinion  that  nuclear  weapons  are  unjustifiable  and  it  is  a  crime  against 
humanity  to  develop  or  deploy  them. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


J 
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59  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at 

Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

60  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Little 

Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  because  the  base  is  designed  to  accommodate  more 
active  duty  personnel,  work  ethic  is  strong,  quality  of  life  is  excellent,  and 
attitude  toward  military  presence  is  very  supportive. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

61  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Little 

Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

62  1  ISSUE:  West  Plains  Association  of  Cities  (Washington)  supports  the  results 

of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  EIS.  The  report  is  environmentally  and 
economically  balanced  reflecting  a  fair  and  accurate  report  of  the  facts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

63  1  ISSUE:  It  is  not  ethical  to  spend  so  much  money,  resources,  and  time  on  a 

project  which  ultimately  does  not  keep  peace,  but  robs  human 
development  and  the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

64  1  ISSUE:  Statement  in  support  of  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman  AFB, 

Missouri.  No  significant  problems  foreseen  in  changes  of  wetlands,  and 
the  economic  base  would  be  enhanced  in  Henry  County. 

RESPONSE:  Section  4.11.6.3  of  the  EIS  provides  a  discussion  on  the 
impacts  to  wetlands  at  Whiteman  AFB.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

65  1  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  should  have  been  held  at  several  locations  in 

Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

65  2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  address  the  economic  impacts  on  tourism. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  4. 

65  3  ISSUE:  You  must  consider  the  environmental  impacts  of  a  first  strike. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

66  1  ISSUE:  Statement  and  resolution  from  the  City  of  Clinton,  Missouri  in 

support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman  AFB  because  of 
positive  economic  impacts  and  excellent  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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67  1  ISSUE:  The  system  would  make  the  Midwest  an  even  more  likely  target. 

Statements  make  reference  to  a  report  on  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode,  its 
trains  and  movements.  System  violates  the  Geneva  Convention  and  has 
the  intention  to  violate  the  Salt  II  Treaty.  System  will  destabilize  START 
talks  and  decrease  national  security.  System  inconsistent  with  United 
States  negotiating  position.  Need  to  pursue  policies  to  enhance  security 
through  mutual,  verifiable  agreements  to  halt  and  reverse  the  arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

67  2  ISSUE:  The  effects  of  deployment  on  civil  defense  as  system  is  dispersed 

need  to  be  addressed. 

i 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

68  1  ISSUE:  The  system  is  a  threat  to  life,  our  foreign  policy,  and  how  safe  is 

it? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1.  Safety  is 

addressed  in  EIS  Chapter  5. 

69  1  ISSUE:  Since  train  tracks  are  easily  destroyed,  why  not  put  these  weapons 

on  trucks  and  use  the  road  system. 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

70  1  ISSUE:  Statement  from  Johnson  County  Commission  in  support  of 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  deployment  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  for  its 
strategic  location  and  the  added  economy  the  base  will  generate. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

71  1  ISSUE:  Statement  for  the  record  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

system  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  because  of  the  base's  location  and 
accessibility,  most  of  the  impacts  would  not  be  significant,  and  there 
would  be  economic  benefits. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

72  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  endorses  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  program  because  it  is  an  effective  product  and  provides  anyone 
with  t'.e  totality  of  information  needed  to  make  an  enlightened  decision 
on  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

73  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  efforts  of  the  Armed  Forces  in  their 

attempts  and  successes  in  maintaining  proper  balance  of  world  power  in 
order  to  preserve  world  peace. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

74  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  and  endorses  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  because  of  positive  community  support,  good 
base  relations,  and  strong  positive  economic  impact. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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75  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

76  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  Rail  Garrison  program  would  be  an  asset  to 

the  area  and  would  be  welcomed  by  the  citizens. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

77  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

facility  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

78  1  ISSUE:  Statement  for  the  record  supporting  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  because  of  its  strategic  location,  its 
accessibility,  and  the  continued  added  economy  the  base  generates. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

79  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 

and  suggests  a  comprehensive  test  ban  treaty.  Also  has  concerns  of 
national  security. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

80  1  ISSUE:  We  should  decrease,  not  increase,  bombs  as,  in  fact,  we  and  the 

Soviets  are  dismantling  bombs.  Putting  more  bombs  on  rail  increases  the 
chance  of  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

81  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 

Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  because  the  area  already  has  the  Minuteman 
missile  and  the  Stealth  bomber  is  coming  and  because  the  Peacekeeper  is 
too  costly. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

81  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  thinks  the  railroads  are  not  safe  enough  to  handle  the 

system.  They  should  be  put  on  submarines  instead.  Peacekeeper  would  be 
safer  in  submarines  than  the  railroads. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  1. 

82  1  ISSUE:  Why  has  the  Air  Force  restricted  its  investigation  of 

environmental  impact  issues  to  only  the  area  immediately  surrounding  the 
proposed  bases,  specifically  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri? 

RESPONSE:  Environmental  i  npacts  are  evaluated  in  the  areas  where 
program  induced  effects  of  any  magnitude  may  be  expected  to  occur.  At 
Whiteman  AFB,  as  with  all  candidate  bases,  the  region  of  influence  will 
only  extend  outward  from  the  base,  a  certain  distance.  Since  no  impacts 
are  expected  to  be  experienced  beyond  this  distance,  an  investigation 
outside  the  ROI  is  not  necessary.  Nationwide  impacts  are  discussed  for 
relevant  issues  such  as  socioeconomics,  transportation,  and  safety.  See 
EIS  Sections  4.1.1  and  4.1.2  and  Chapter  5. 
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2  ISSUE:  Why  were  there  no  hearings  held  in  any  areas  except  at  the 
proposed  sites? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

82  3  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  the  human  factor,  i.e.,  issue  of 

human  fallibility. 

RESPONSE:  See  Section  5.1.2  of  the  EIS. 

82  4  ISSUE:  What  number  of  people  would  constitute  a  reasonable  amount  as 

expendable  in  an  accident  in  order  to  implement  this  system? 

RESPONSE:  People  are  not  expendable.  Our  American  tradition  places 
great  value  on  human  life.  Safety  has  been,  and  will  continue  to  be,  the 
primary  concern  in  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  deployment  and 
operation. 

82  5  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  barely  touches  on  the  environmental  impact  that 

would  occur  should  an  MX  train  have  an  accident  in  a  relatively  isolated 
area  or  near  a  vast  metropolitan  city  with  millions  of  people. 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  analysis  summarized  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS 
considers  the  consequence  of  accidents  at  all  locations  adjacent  to  the 
track  that  the  Rail  Garrison  train  might  utilize.  The  greater 
consequences  in  populated  areas  are  reflected  in  the  rail  unit  risk  factors 
which  are  described  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

82  6  ISSUE:  Why  did  the  Draft  EIS  not  examine  and  address  a  comparative 

study  on  more  than  30  basing  modes. 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

82  7  ISSUE:  Why  has  the  Air  Force  considered  the  100  MX  missiles  as  an 

alternative  when  Congress  has  mandated  only  50  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.1. 

82  8  ISSUE:  Why  has  the  Air  Force  not  considered  the  "No  Action" 

Alternative? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

82  9  ISSUE:  Why  do  we  need  a  land-based  mobile  system  when  we  already  have 

the  Trident  submarine  program? 

RESPONSE:  To  ensure  a  high  degree  of  survivability  of  our  nuclear 
deterrence,  the  United  States  relies  on  the  Triad  system  of  land,  sea,  and 
air-based  nuclear  assets.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  in 
response  to  the  country's  need  to  modernize  the  land  leg  of  the  Triad. 

83  1  ISSUE:  Statements  from  U.S.  Senators  J.  Bennett  Johnson  and  John 

Breaux  supporting  the  program  because  it  will  provide  much  needed  jobs  in 
the  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  area  and  proper  mitigation  will  ensure 
threatened  and  endangered  species  impacts  would  be  minimal. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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84  1  ISSUE:  The  Rail  Garrison  system  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  will  disrupt 

the  prime  tourist  and  recreational  areas  throughout  the  eastern  part  of 
Michigan's  outstanding  tourist  areas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

84  2  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  Michigan's  whole  life  support  system  of  air,  earth, 

and  water  are  being  held  hostage  by  the  military. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

84  3  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  will 

impact  the  water  supplies  in  Michigan  —  its  lakes  and  streams. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  water  supplies  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.12.7. 

84  4  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  the  wetlands  in  Michigan  and  all  the  fish  and 

wildlife  that  are  dependent  on  them  will  be  threatened  by  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Wurtsmith  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  A  summary  of  potential  impacts  is  presented  in 

Table  4.12.6-2.  and  Section  4.12.6.3  of  the  EIS.  The  proposed  location  of 
the  rail  spur  would  disturb  approximately  3.2  acres  of  wetlands  in  the 
Au  Sable  River  floodplain  and  is  the  only  siting  design  that  would 
accommodate  the  special  engineering  constraints  of  the  program. 
However,  the  Air  Force  would  take  actions  to  mitigate  this  loss  (see  the 
Appendix  of  the  EIS). 

84  5  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  the  groundwater  supply  wells  are  already 

vulnerable  to  contamination  from  adjacent  locations  within  the  principal 
aquifer  in  the  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  area.  With  the  Rail  Garrison 
system,  groundwater  use  would  increase  by  12  percent  which  might  pull 
contaminated  groundwater  into  uncontaminated  wells  and  may  threaten 
the  health  and  safety  of  the  citizens  of  the  region  and  visitors  to  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  groundwater  contamination  problem  at  the  base  has  been 
recognized  for  quite  some  time  and  cleanup  actions  have  been  extensive. 
For  more  than  a  decade  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  has  carried  out  a 
series  of  studies,  drilling  hundreds  of  monitoring  wells  to  trace  the  extent 
of  the  contamination.  Through  this  effort,  several  additional  groundwater 
contaminant  plumes  have  been  identified.  Working  with  the  State  of 
Michigan,  the  base  has  constructed  two  purge-well  and  groundwater 
treatment  systems  with  a  third  scheduled  to  go  into  operation  in  1989. 
Expenditures  for  groundwater  cleanup  measures  at  the  base  have  reached 
$8  million  since  1977.  Nearly  $200,000  is  spent  annually  for  monitoring 
and  water  testing  to  assure  the  quality  of  the  water  from  the  wells 
currently  in  use.  If  monitoring  indicates  local  migration  of  contaminated 
groundwater  toward  production  wells,  purge  well  pumping  can  be 
increased  to  help  control  the  extent  of  contaminant  migration.  These 
actions  indicate  a  strong  commitment  on  the  part  of  the  Air  Force  to 
control  and  eventually  eliminate  the  contaminated  groundwater  plumes  at 
Wurtsmith  AFB.  All  of  this  does  not  minimize  the  level  and  significance 
of  impacts  of  water  resources  at  the  base  which  have  been  judged  to  be 
low  but  significant.  This,  however,  would  not  threaten  the  water  supplies 
of  nearby  townships  nor  the  health  and  welfare  of  the  people  who  visit  this 
area. 
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1  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  No  Action  Alternative  should  be  chosen 
because  the  military  mentality  that  computes  for  levels  of  acceptable 
losses  of  human  lives  does  not  apply  to  the  civilian  population. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  project  because  Missouri  is  in  the  center  of 
the  United  States,  the  main  line  of  the  Union  Pacific  Railroad  is  adjacent 
to  the  base,  land  is  available  for  necessary  facility  construction,  and  there 
is  public  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  The  potential  impact  of  the  earthquakes  related  to  the  New 
Madrid  fault  system  in  the  Blythe ville,  Arkansas  area  could  conceivably 
affect  the  Little  Rock  AFB  area  as  well.  This  alone  should  eliminate 
Blytheville  as  a  potential  site  and  render  Little  Rock  questionable. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and  Document  50, 
Comment  62. 

2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  states  that  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  should  be  an 
unlikely  choice  because  the  frequency  of  tornados  could  make  tracks 
impassable  and  train  wrecks  more  likely. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

3  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  consider  the  extent  of  the  impact  the  Rail 
Garrison  program  would  have  on  the  already  environmentally  stressed 
Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas.  The  base  already  has  18  areas  that  have  been 
contaminated. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  will  not  create  new 
areas  of  contamination  on  the  base. 

4  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  defense  of  the  nation  should  be 
contracted  to  some  private  firm  that  has  a  good  environmental  record  and 
does  not  depend  upon  young  careless  men  as  the  main  component  of  their 
labor  force. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

5  ISSUE:  Population  growth  in  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area  has 
outstripped  the  areas  water  supply.  Some  communities,  including 
Jacksonville,  have  had  to  go  to  outside  water  supplies  in  Little  Rock  and 
Lonoke  County. 
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RESPONSE:  Currently,  Jacksonville,  which  supplies  water  to  Little  Rock 
AFB,  receives  about  75  percent  of  its  annual  4,560  acre-ft  water 
requirements  from  the  Little  Rock  city  supply.  The  water  sources 
available  to  Jacksonville  are  3,370  acre-ft/yr  from  the  metropolitan 
system  and  6,130  acre-ft/yr  from  city  wells.  This  adds  up  to  a  total  of 
9,500  acre-ft/yr.  When  the  program  is  in  full  operation  in  1993,  total 
water  use  in  Jacksonville  is  projected  to  be  about  5,600  acre-ft  or 
59  percent  of  the  supply  available  to  the  city.  The  Jacksonville  Water 
Department  has  stated  that  it  can  readily  meet  program  needs  (see  EIS 
Section  4.8. 7. 3). 
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6  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  both  the  military  and  railway  workers  in 
Arkansas  have  been  notorious  for  their  high  drug  use  rates.  This  could 
contribute  to  the  high  accident  rate  of  train  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  The  military  crews  are  not  expected  to  have  drug  problems. 
See  Section  5.1.2  of  the  EIS. 

87  7  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  wastewater  treatment  has  been  stressed 

due  to  the  influx  of  population  into  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  City  of  Jacksonville  has  just  completed  construction  of 
three  new  wastewater  treatment  facilities  to  treat  flows  from  the  base 
and  the  city's  residents.  Little  Rock  AFB  contributed  to  the  cost  of 
constructing  these  facilities  and  pays  for  the  treatment  of  their  wastes. 

87  8  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  police  protection  has  been  stressed  due  to 

the  influx  of  population  into  the  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  area. 

RESPONSE:  There  has  been  a  slight  reduction  in  staffing  levels  recently 
for  the  Jacksonville  Police  Department  due  to  budgetary  problems.  Local 
officials  believe  they  are  still  providing  the  area  with  the  same  level  of 
public  safety  protection  as  in  the  past,  although  this  has  required  some 
overtime  work  by  the  staff.  The  population  influx  associated  with  the 
program  is  not  expected  to  add  measurable  increases  in  demand  for  public 
safety  services. 

87  9  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  Arkansas  far  exceeds  the  national  average 

for  rail  accidents  and  therefore  should  not  be  chosen  as  a  Rail  Garrison 
site. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

87  10  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  MX  is  unnecessary  and  is  a  destabilizing 

contributor  to  the  possibility  of  nuclear  war  and  shouldn't  be  based  in 
Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

88  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  mission  at 

Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  for  its  excellent  jear-round  weather  that  will  not 
shut  things  down  and  the  patriotic  citizens  who  are  interested  in  peace, 
freedom,  and  a  strong  defense. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

89  1  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  address  the  consequences  of  a  collision  with 

another  train  at  the  time  the  missile  is  ready  to  be  launched. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

89  2  ISSUE:  The  environmental  analysis  for  a  catastrophic  accident  should 

include  the  number  of  citizens  who  would  be  impacted  and  how  they  are 
affected  by  the  worst  possible  disaster.  In  other  words,  describe  the  type 
of  destruction  possible  at  different  distances  from  the  disaster  site. 

RESPONSE:  The  consequences  to  persons,  plants,  and  animals  at  various 
distances  from  a  fire  or  explosion  are  described  in  detail  in  Section  5.4  of 
the  EIS. 
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90  1  ISSUE:  The  environmental  impacts  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  will  be 

detrimental  to  wetlands  in  the  Au  Sable  River  watershed  and  Van  Etten 
Lake  areas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  84,  Comment  4. 

90  2  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  not  feasible. 

RESPONSE:  In  the  past,  the  Air  Force  wanted  to  deploy  a  portion  of  its 
land-based  missile  force  in  a  mobile  mode,  but  the  guidance  system 
technology  would  not  allow  it.  This  was  solved  by  the  late  1970s  and 
several  mobile  basing  modes  were  examined,  including  the  Rail  Garrison 
basing  mode.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  mode  is  not  only  feasible, 
but  also  allows  the  United  States  to  reap  the  advantages  of  the  world's 
most  accurate  ICBM. 

90  3  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  a  first-strike  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

90  4  ISSUE:  The  entire  rail  system  would  be  at  risk  in  case  of  an  actual  attack 

which  would  endanger  all  shipping  of  necessary  goods. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

90  5  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  the  nonexpansion  of  defense  and  deterrent 

atomic  weapons  and  urges  that  the  Peacekeeper  missile  system  be 
discontinued  as  an  unwarranted  expense  for  national  security. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

91  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  first-strike  capabilities  of  the  Peacekeeper 

missile  are  not  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS.  The  United  States  strategy  has 
resulted  in  the  arms  race  which  includes  first-strike  capabilities  as  with 
the  Peacekeeper  missile. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

91  2  ISSUE:  The  MX  cannot  be  allowed  in  Missouri  because  of  moral  and 

spiritual  convictions. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

91  3  ISSUE:  If  tax  dollars  are  spent  at  the  Pentagon  and  with  the  Peacekeeper, 

where  is  the  money  needed  for  environmental  problems  such  as  nuclear 
waste,  industrial  waste,  erosion,  etc.? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

91  4  ISSUE:  The  jobs  are  largely  for  males  and  do  not  create  a  product,  or 

service  human  needs.  Therefore,  no  taxes  are  paid,  and  mental  and 
educational  programs  suffer. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

91  5  ISSUE:  It  was  said  18.5  percent  fewer  accidents  occurred  on  railroads  this 

year.  Where  was  that  number  taken  from? 
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RESPONSE:  As  reported  in  the  revised  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS,  the  rail 
accident  rate  per  million  miles  traveled  for  the  years  1983-1987 
were:  1983  -  5.11;  1984  -  4.84;  1985  -  4.28;  1986  -  3.64;  and  1987  -  3.45. 
The  average  five  year  period  of  rates,  or  4.27,  is  now  used  to  calculate  the 
probability  of  an  accident  involving  a  Peacekeeper  train.  The  1987  rate 
is  14.8  percent  lower  than  the  average  for  the  five  years. 

92  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  AFB, 

North  Dakota  for  its  substantial  benefits  to  the  economy,  defense,  and 
deterrence. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

93  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  AFB, 

North  Dakota  for  its  economic  benefit,  no  risk  to  the  community  and 
environment,  and  the  need  for  diversity  and  flexibility  in  our  strategic 
defenses. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

94  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  Peace 

through  strength. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

95  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  system  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota.  Excellent  defense  system  with  its  mobility  and  has  many  positive 
impacts  for  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

96  1  ISSUE:  Resolution  from  Grand  Forks  County  Board  of  Commissioners  in 

support  of  Grand  Fork  AFB,  North  Dakota  being  chosen  as  a  deployment 
site  for  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

97  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 

at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

98  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system 

near  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

99  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  project  at  Grand  Forks 

AFB,  North  Dakota  for  economic  benefits  that  can  be  generated  by 
construction  services  required  of  such  a  project. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

100  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  full  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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101  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand 

Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  it  is  a  cost-effective  mobile  system, 
will  increase  deterrent  capabilities,  and  strengthen  business  in  the 
community. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 


102  1  ISSUE:  Resolution  from  Polk  County  (Minnesota)  Board  of  Commissioners 

in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota  because  it  will  promote  world  peace  and  have  a  strong,  positive 
effect  on  the  local  economy. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  ISSUE:  Resolution  for  the  record  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  it  is  highly  mobile,  survivable, 
and  a  cost-effective  deterrent  for  the  national  defense.  Grand  Forks  has 
an  extensive  rail  system,  land,  and  people  to  deploy  this  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  because  the  "No  Action 
Alternative"  is  the  only  realistic  option  available. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

2  ISSUE:  During  wartime,  isn't  playing  hide  and  seek  with  ICBMs 

endangering  and  not  protecting  United  States  citizens. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  deliberately  limited  the  scope  of  the  document  to 
eliminate  controversial  topics. 

RESPONSE:  Controversial  topics  were  discussed  in  the  EIS  when  it 
involved  disagreement  among  recognized  professionals  over  environmental 
impacts  or  assessment  methods.  Possible  controversy  over  the  purpose, 
need,  or  desirability  of  the  program  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  look  at  the  effects  of  the  system  on  human 
psychology. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

5  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  look  at  impacts  (social)  that  death  row  inmates 
have  on  their  environment  and  how  this  relates  to  the  social  impacts  of 
the  project  on  people. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

6  ISSUE:  MX  missiles  garrisoned  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  would  make 
Spokane  County  a  general  target  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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104  7  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  look  at  wartime  effects  of  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  wartime  effects  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

104  8  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  dislikes  the  name  Peacekeeper. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

104  9  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  feels  the  threat  to  our  vulnerability  of  all  land-based 

missiles  is  not  real.  Why  should  I  pay  for  this  protection? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

104  10  ISSUE:  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  should  not  be  chosen  because  of 

impacts  on  wetlands,  Swainson's  hawk,  ferruginous  hawks,  and  the  great 
blue  heron. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  biological  resources  at  Fairchild  AFB  are 

addressed  in  EIS  Section  4. 6. 6. 3. 

104  11  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  adequately  assess  program  impacts  to  plant 

and  animal  communities,  because  it  does  not  address  the  effects  of  a 
nuclear  explosion. 

RESPONSE:  Nuclear  explosion  effects  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

104  12  ISSUE:  The  operation  scenario  (Draft  EIS  Page  1-11)  never  addresses  the 

launching  of  a  missile. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  intentional  launching  of  the  missile  is  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

104  13  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  analyze  the  health  effects  of  incoming 

missiles,  nor  is  there  an  analysis  of  the  effects  of  outgoing  missiles  on  a 
Soviet  city. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

104  14  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  an  in-depth  analysis  of  the  effects  of  bombing  of 

Spokane,  Washington  or  the  USSR. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  the  effects  of  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

105  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  system  being  situated  anywhere  and 

also  opposed  because  the  system  won't  move  until  it  is  too  late. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

106  1  ISSUE:  The  railway  is  in  bad  condition  in  Michigan.  The  Air  Force  should 

do  an  inspection. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 
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107  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  system.  Believes  the  system  is 

antiquated  and  therefore  represents  a  waste  of  tax  dollars  and  will  place  a 
drain  on  the  economy.  Present  missile  system  is  adequate  to  meet 
defense  needs. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

107  2  ISSUE:  The  EIS  fails  to  address  the  psychological  impacts  of  the 

Peacekeeper  missile. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

107  3  ISSUE:  The  effects  of  a  nuclear  accident  are  inadequately  addressed  in 

the  EIS. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  21,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  Commentor  objects  to  hearings  only  being  held  in  one  location 
when  other  areas  with  rail  lines  would  also  be  impacted. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  urges  a  thorough  environmental  impact  study  by  local 
scientists  of  the  disturbance  of  the  red-cockaded  woodpecker  colonies  in 
the  forest  in  the  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  area. 

RESPONSE:  In  compliance  with  a  recommendation  of  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  (Lafayette,  Louisiana  Field  Office),  a  survey  was 
conducted  in  the  spring  of  1988  by  a  qualified  wildlife  biologist  to 
determine  whether  suitable  habitat  for  the  red-cockaded  woodpecker  is 
present  on  Barksdale  AFB.  The  results  of  the  survey  indicate  that  some 
suitable  (although  not  prime)  habitat  is  present  in  the  upland  pine  forest 
on  the  eastern  side  of  the  base;  however,  no  individuals  of  the  species 
were  observed.  Facilities  for  the  proposed  Rail  Garrison  program  have 
been  sited  in  areas  of  bottomland  hardwood  forest  on  the  western  side  of 
the  base.  Therefore,  this  program  will  not  have  any  impacts  on  red- 
cockaded  woodpeckers  or  potential  habitat. 

1  ISSUE:  Texas  Governor's  Office  of  Budget  and  Planning  provides  list  of 
Draft  EIS  review  participants. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  strongly  supports  the  development  of  Rail  Garrison  at 
Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  244  acres  of  jack  pine  forest  in  the 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  area  will  be  devastated  as  a  result  of  the 
deployment  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RE8PONSE:  The  potential  impact  is  discussed  in  Section  4.12.6.3  of 
the  EIS. 


Ill  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  is  concerned  about  the  disruption  of  437  acres  of 
undeveloped  land  including  wetlands  as  a  result  of  the  project  at 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  84,  Comment  4. 

Ill  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  is  concerned  about  the  contamination  of  the  shallow 

aquifer  supplying  water  to  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan,  and  the  townships  of 
Oscoda  and  Au  Sable,  due  to  the  expanded  water  usage  demanded  by  the 
missile  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  84,  Comment  5. 

Ill  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  program  increases  the  likelihood  of  a 

nuclear  accident  and/or  a  nuclear  exchange,  is  vulnerable  to  attack,  and  a 
waste  of  taxpayer's  money. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

Ill  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposes  the  project  because  it  represents  a  threat  to 

life,  both  nuclear  and  environmental,  is  too  costly,  and  money  could  be 
better  spent  on  the  real  problems  of  the  global  community. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

111  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

112  1  ISSUE:  The  First  America  Bank  in  Michigan  is  in  the  planning  stage  of 

providing  the  funds  necessary  to  build  the  housing  required  to  correct  the 
housing  shortage  identified  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

113  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  because  it  is  in  defiance  of 

international  law  and  is  a  crime  against  God  and  humanity. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

114  1  ISSUE:  Statement  by  the  local  governmental  units  of  Eastern  Iosco 

County,  Michigan  clarifying  the  current  status  of  the  proposal  within  the 
Department  of  Defense  and  to  note  the  urgency  of  expediting  current  and 
associated  reviews  and  approvals  associated  with  Wurtsmith  AFB 
participation  in  a  regional  water  system. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  has  identified  a  significant  groundwater  impact  at 
Wurtsmith  AFB  due  to  increased  reliance  for  water  supply  on  a  locally 
contaminated  shallow  aquifer  underlying  the  base.  One  mitigation 
measure  to  avoid  this  impact  would  be  for  the  base  to  switch  to  an 
alternate  water  source.  Participation  in  the  proposed  Lake  Huron  regional 
supply  system  would  mitigate  this  ground  water  impact  as  identified  in  EIS 
Section  4.12.7.3.  Also  see  response  to  Document  84,  Comment  5. 

115  1  ISSUE:  Charter  Township  of  Oscoda  in  support  of  the  project  at 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  because  the  mission  is  critical  to  our  free 
society  and  lifestyle. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  that  the  MX  missile  system  is  designed  to  fight 
a  nuclear  war  and  not  for  nuclear  deterrence.  Has  the  government 
changed  its  policy  on  nuclear  deterrence? 

RESPONSE:  The  policy  of  the  United  States  government  has  not  changed 
with  regard  to  deterrence  of  nuclear  war.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  32,  Comment  1. 

2  ISSUE:  Comment  made  that  it  is  not  sensible  to  choose  a  crowded  area 
such  as  the  Midland-Bay  City-Saginaw,  Michigan  area  with  250,000  people 
as  a  potential  deployment  site  for  launching  nuclear  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  Will  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency  hold  a  hearing  on 
this  EIS?  Who  will  act  on  it  and  decide  the  alternative? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  27. 

4  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  building  of  bridges  across  streams  is 
known  to  severely  degrade  the  stream  quality.  In  the  analysis  for 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan,  has  this  been  considered  and  provided  for  so 
that  long-term  sedimentation  does  not  occur  at  the  railroad  bridges  to  be 
built? 

RESPONSE:  Should  bridges  be  constructed,  water  quality  impacts  can  be 
avoided  if  construction  proceeds  during  periods  of  little  or  no  flow.  All 
bridges  will  be  built  to  pass  flood  flows  and  no  long-duration  water  quality 
impacts  are  expected  to  result  from  the  bridges. 

1  ISSUE:  If  the  Rail  Garrison  system  has  negligible  chances  of  explosion, 
why  is  there  a  large  safety  area  on  the  base  where  they  will  be  housed? 

RESPONSE:  As  a  general  precaution  at  all  Air  Force  bases,  explosive 
safety  zones  provide  safe  distance  between  places  where  explosives 
(including  rocket  propellants)  are  stored  or  processed  and  other  specified 
locations,  such  as  inhabited  buildings,  public  traffic  routes,  recreational 
areas,  utilities,  petroleum  storage  facilities,  and  storage  or  processing 
facilities  for  other  explosives. 

1  ISSUE:  Has  it  been  shown  that  the  125,000  or  more  miles  of  commercial 
railroads  will  be  able  to  safely  handle  these  missile  cars,  which  are  much 
heavier  than  normal  cars  and  at  70-plus  feet  long  are  a  third  longer  than 
the  usual  55  feet  for  a  normal  car. 

RESPONSE:  Most  commercial  rail  track  in  the  United  States  currently 
can  accommodate  trains  composed  of  rail  cars  that  approximate  the  size 
and  weight  of  the  Rail  Garrison  cars.  Also  see  response  to  Document  24, 
Comment  2. 

2  ISSUE:  How  has  it  been  shown  that  a  deployment  time  of  two  to  six  hours 
could  be  in  any  way  survivable  or  even  effective  when  Soviet  ICBMs 
attack  30  minutes  after  launch? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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118  3  ISSUE:  Why  hasn't  the  Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources  (DNR), 

at  least  on  a  local  or  district  level,  been  contacted  or  notified  about  the 
Rail  Garrison  proposal  at  Wurtsmith  AFB? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  began  coordinating  with  the  Michigan  DNR  as 
soon  as  Rail  Garrison  facility  siting  plans  for  Wurtsmith  AFB  became 
available  (early  1988).  The  Air  Force  contractor,  Tetra  Tech,  was 
referred  to  specific  offices  and  individuals  for  consultation  on  the  various 
biological  issues  (e.g.,  wetlands,  sensitive  species,  habitats).  The  early 
consultations  with  the  DNR  and  siting  modifications  helped  to  minimize 
the  potential  impacts  on  biological  resources  that  would  result  from  this 
program. 

118  4  ISSUE:  Why  would  a  second  rail  line  be  needed,  as  discussed  in  Draft  EIS 

Pages  4.12-43  to  46,  since  it  appears  to  run  nearly  parallel  to  the  present 
line?  The  construction  of  this  new  line  would  be  very  costly  and 
environmentally  damaging. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.8. 
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5  ISSUE:  On  Draft  EIS,  Page  4.12-45,  third  paragraph  it  states  that  "The 
most  western  three  miles  (36  acres)  of  ROW  would  be  located  near  the 
urban  area  of  Midland,  Michigan.  Specific  land  use  in  this  area  is 
unknown.  .  ."  Why  is  nothing  known  about  this  area  if  such  a  supposedly 
carefully  detailed  and  complete  study  was  made? 

RESPONSE:  The  question  relates  to  possible  dual-rail  egress.  If  the 
option  for  construction  of  a  second  rail  connection  is  adopted  at  a  later 
date,  appropriate  environmental  analysis  will  be  accomplished  at  that 
time  (see  EIS  Section  1.8). 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  nuclear  accidents  have  and  will  happen. 

RESPONSE:  Accidents  involving  nuclear  weapons,  nuclear  generators  in 
satellites,  and  nuclear  power  plants  have  occurred,  but  no  United  States 
nuclear  weapon  accident  has  caused  even  a  partial  nuclear  detonation. 

2  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  Rail  Garrison  system  is  the  most 
expensive  missile  program  in  American  history  on  a  per  unit  basis. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  from  a  public  perspective,  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  is  frightening  and  loaded  with  potential 
danger.  He  feels  that  with  this  basing  mode  we  have  more  to  worry  about 
from  our  own  Air  Force  than  from  Soviet  missiles. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

119  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  assumes  that  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 

Agency  will  conduct  the  formal  public  hearings. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  27. 

119  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  that  the  Draft  EIS  is  inadequate  because  there  is 

little  or  no  data  to  support  the  conclusions  that  the  sponsor's  proposed 
action  is  environmentally  safe.  Background  information  on  the  safety 
analysis  was  totally  excluded. 


1-97 


RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chapter  5  which  has  been  revised  to  clarify  several 
points  raised  during  public  hearings. 

119  6  ISSUE:  What  kind  of  analysis  was  done  on  the  Draft  EIS  when  statements 

such  as  "specific  land  use  in  this  area  is  unknown,  but  there  could  be  a 
conflict  with  inhabited  buildings  on  the  eastern  edge  of  town"  were  made? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  118,  Comment  5. 

119  7  ISSUE:  On  Draft  EIS  Page  4.0-2,  it  is  very  fuzzy  on  which  state  and  local 

environmental  laws  will  be  followed.  Which  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  state  and  environmental  regulations  will  be  impacted  by  your 
actions?  Will  you  comply  with  them  or  not? 

RESPONSE:  Generally,  activities  undertaken  by  the  federal  government 
are  not  subject  to  state  regulation  or  control  unless  the  Congress 
specifically  invites  that  regulation  and  control.  However,  the  Air  Force 
will  cooperate  with  the  appropriate  agencies  to  meet  their  requirements 
to  the  extent  possible. 

119  8  ISSUE:  In  regard  to  the  performance  of  the  missile  cars  in  the  event  of  a 

possible  accident,  an  actual  test  of  the  safety  of  the  cars  in  the  worst- 
case  scenario  should  be  conducted.  A  computer  simulation  is  not 
acceptable. 

RESPONSE:  The  design  certification  process  includes  testing  as 

applicable  to  assure  all  requirements  are  met.  Computer  simulation  for 
purposes  of  accident  risk  assessment  is  an  acceptable  procedure. 

119  9  ISSUE:  When  will  the  missile  cars  be  moved? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.3.6. 

119  10  ISSUE:  What  evacuation  plans  have  you  prepared  and  discussed  with  local 

communities  in  Michigan? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

119  11  ISSUE:  What  training  will  be  provided  to  local  fire  departments  in  the 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  area  for  handling  radiation  mixed  with  lethal 
plumes  of  gases? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

119  12  ISSUE:  What  rail  restrictions  will  you  follow  in  moving  the  trains  both 

back  to  the  home  base  and  when  loaded  with  the  nuclear  weapons?  At 
what  speeds  will  you  move  these  trains,  and  what  quality  of  track  will  you 
move  on? 

RESPONSE:  All  track  segments  used  to  support  the  dispersed  movement 
of  Peacekeeper  trains  will  be  of  the  quality  needed  to  ensure  the  safety  of 
the  train,  crew  and  public.  Civilian  pilots,  thoroughly  familiar  with  the 
track  and  all  other  aspects  of  the  route  will  be  on  board  each  Peacekeeper 
train.  No  unique  restriction  will  be  imposed  on  the  train  and  speeds  will 
be  established  to  conform  with  routine  railroad  procedures  as  outlined  by 
the  Federal  Railroad  Administration. 
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119  13  ISSUE:  What  is  the  quality  of  the  Detroit  and  Mackinac  track  servicing 

Oscoda  and  the  remainder  of  that  line?  How  will  you  handle  the  oversized 
cars? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  118,  Comment  1. 

119  14  ISSUE:  How  will  you  decommission  the  missiles,  trains,  and  garrison 

facilities? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

119  1$  ISSUE:  When  the  system  is  decommissioned,  how  will  you  handle 

contaminated  equipment  and  earth? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

119  16  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  Draft  EIS  is  full  of  comments  about 

computer  simulations.  Commentor  asks  where  is  the  output  of  the 
computer  simulations  and  what  assumptions  did  you  make  to  run  the 
models? 

RESPONSE:  The  output  from  the  various  computer  simulations  have  been 
used  in  the  analysis  of  impacts  and  are  summarized  in  Chapters  4 
(Affected  Environments  and  Environmental  Consequences)  and  5  (Safety 
Considerations).  Assumptions  used  in  performing  these  simulations  are 
referenced  in  Chapter  3  (Environmental  Analysis  Methods)  and  Chapter  5 
(Safety  Consideration)  as  appropriate. 

119  17  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  key  sections  of  the  Draft  EIS  gloss  over 

decommissioning  and  transportation  of  the  weapons  by  hiding  behind 
references  to  non-Department  of  Defense  agencies. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

120  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  called  the  Draft  EIS  consideration  of  the  No  Action 

Alternative  feeble.  States  that  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
requirements  to  "identify  alternatives  as  to  their  beneficial  and 
detrimental  effects  on  the  environmental  elements,  specifically  taking 
into  account  the  alternative  of  No  Action"  were  not  met. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

120  2  ISSUE:  As  a  railroad  system,  what  does  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  produce, 

and  what  if  anything  does  it  contribute  to  the  maintenance  and 

enhancement  of  long-term  productivity?  More  than  380  congressional 
districts  will  experience  net  losses  in  both  capital  resources  and  jobs. 
Every  job  involved  with  the  Rail  Garrison  program  will  be  offset  by  the 
loss  of  one  job  in  the  production  economy. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

120  3  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  project  is  too  costly  and  that  the 

balance  of  trade  deficit  is  the  single-greatest  threat  to  the  national 
security  of  the  United  States. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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120  4  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  thinks  the  money  spent  on  the  project  in  Michigan 

would  be  better  spent  on  a  more  productive  and  efficient  rail  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

121  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas 

because  it  is  highly  survivable,  low  risk,  low  cost,  and  fully  flexible. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

122  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas 

because  the  system  is  highly  reliable,  survivable,  and  the  community  is 
supportive. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

123  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB  because  of 

community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

124  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  low  cost,  reliability,  survivability,  and  location. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

125  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

it  would  be  a  practical  and  geographically  advantageous  site,  and  has 
community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

126  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

127  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

128  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

129  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

the  system  is  highly  survivable. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

130  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


1-100 


131 


132  1 


133  1 

134  1 

135  1 

136  1 

137  1 

138  1 

139  1 

140  1 

141  1 

142  1 


ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  its  geography  and  support  of  the  community. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
it  has  a  low  risk,  low  cost,  and  is  highly  survivable. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  location  and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  low  cost,  high  mobility,  and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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143  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

144  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  its  location. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

145  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support,  size  and  location  of  the  base,  and  many  miles  of 
accessible  railroad  track. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

146  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

147  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

148  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

149  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  its  location,  effectiveness  in  administrating  new  programs,  widespread 
and  adequate  railway  tracks,  positive  economic  impact,  and  community 
support. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

150  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

151  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  the  positive  economic  effect  on  the  Fort  Worth  area  and  the  entire 
State  of  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

152  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support  and  location. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

153  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RE3PONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  its  usefulness  as  a  deterrent. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

155  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

the  base  meets  all  Defense  Department  qualifications  and  would  provide 
the  necessary  infrastructure  for  the  system,  its  geography,  and  its 
location. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  positive  economic  impacts  and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support  and  the  need  for  a  strong  national  defense. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
the  State  of  Texas  supports  a  strong  role  in  continuing  military 
preparedness. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  its  location,  minimal  building  of  new  railway  lines,  adequate  space,  and 
community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support  and  the  base  is  strategically  located. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support  and  location. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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165  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support,  geography,  and  existing  railroad  capabilities. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

166  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support  and  because  the  area  offers  all  the  benefits  needed 
to  support  the  project. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

167  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  its  accessibility  to  170,000  miles  of  rail  lines  and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

168  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

169  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

170  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

171  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

172  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  a  positive  economic  impact  to  the  State  of  Texas,  climate,  and 
adequate  rail  lines. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

173  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  strong  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

174  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

175  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  Decause 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  an  excellent  work  force  and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support  and  the  good  condition  of  the  railroad  network  in 
west  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSU~.  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support  and  a  need  for  a  strong  national  defense. 
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RESPONSE;  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  no  adverse  impacts  on  the  community,  additional  jobs,  and  economic 
boost. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  community  support,  climate,  location,  and  the  low  cost  of  locating  the 
system  at  Dyess  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


1-106 


ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
of  its  strategic  location  and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Resolution  supporting  the  project  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because  of 
increased  employment,  diversification  of  the  economy,  increased  revenue, 
and  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 
because  the  area  is  centrally  located  and  has  a  considerable  amount  of  rail 
mileage  available. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

2  ISSUE:  Is  there  a  lease  cost  imposed  on  the  use  of  the  national  rail  system 
by  the  Air  Force? 

RESPONSE:  Since  Peacekeeper  trains  will  operate  on  the  commercial  rail 
network,  the  Air  Force  will  operate  through  a  track  usage  fee  agreement 
and  structure  similar  to  commercial  operations. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  submitted  newspaper  articles  on  train  accidents  in 
Missouri  and  asked  that  we  stop  this  expensive  and  immoral  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  What  is  the  civil  defense  plan  being  considered  for  this  system  at 
Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

2  ISSUE:  What  is  considered  an  adequate  defense?  We  should  hold  up 
development  of  a  new  weapons  system. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  national  defense  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  What  could  be  done  in  our  county  if  we  took  similar  dollars  to 
protect  and  renew  our  resources  in  Johnson  and  Pettis  Counties,  Missouri? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  establish  a  program  of  peace  studies  dollars 
for  dollars  with  defense  spending. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  The  notification  of  hearings  was  inadequate  and  the  cities  and 
towns  along  the  rail  lines  should  have  hearings. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  34,  Comments  9  and  11. 

222  2  ISSUE:  The  missile  propellants  present  a  hazard  in  case  of  derailments  in 

and  tmound  populated  areas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  30. 

222  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  wants  the  Missouri  soil  to  give  life  and  not  be  planned 

for  death. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

222  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  hearings  should  be  held  in  other  cities  and  towns 

that  will  have  to  be  host  to  the  MX  as  it  passes  through  on  practice  runs. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

222  5  ISSUE:  Our  nuclear  strategic  forces  do  not  need  the  Peacekeeper  in  light 

of  such  things  as  the  new  D-5  missile  and  the  C-4. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

223  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  suggested  an  alternate  routing  for  the  connector  rail 

spur  for  the  onbase  option  at  Baker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  The  routing  of  the  connector  rail  spur  at  Eaker  AFB  for  the 
onbase  option  was  determined  based  on  required  engineering  specifications 
(e.g.,  degree  of  track  curvature  and  surface  drainage  characteristics), 
including  crossing  Pemiscot  Bayou  at  right  angles  to  minimize  the  length 
of  the  bridge  required  to  cross  the  channel.  The  proposed  routing  would 
traverse  an  area  with  few  inhabited  structures  and  would  coincide  with 
property  lines  where  possible,  to  minimize  disruption  of  current  land  uses. 

224  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  placement  of  nuclear  weapons  in  any  kind 

of  rail  system.  The  money  and  jobs  are  not  important  compared  to  the 
death  and  destruction  these  weapons  can  incur. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

224  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  dislikes  the  name  "Peacekeeper." 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

225  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand 

Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  of  long-term  economic  benefits  and  to 
protect  the  national  security. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

226  1  ISSUE:  The  need  for  newer  aircraft  is  greater  than  the  need  for  long- 

range  missiles.  Opposes  appropriation  of  $1.4  billion  for  electronics  with 
the  missile  program. 


1-109 


RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  sense  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


226  2  ISSUE:  Electromagnetic  energy  densities  are  now  an  issue  for  the  Final 

EIS;  e.g.,  effects  on  vegetation,  air  quality,  a  health  hazard  issue,  and 
should  be  an  issue  for  legislative  controls. 

RESPONSE:  The  levels  of  electromagnetic  energy  which  would  be 
generated  by  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  are  lower  than  those 
generated  by  many  common  commercial  sources.  While  the  human  health 
effects  of  high  energy  electromagnetic  fields  and  pulses  are  being  studied, 
no  such  effects  have  been  identified  as  an  expected  consequence  of  this 
system  as  currently  proposed.  Therefore,  no  analysis  of  that  issue  is 
included  in  the  EIS. 

226  3  ISSUE:  Foreign  countries  are  leading  the  United  States  in  many  areas  of 

electronic  technology  and  production.  It  is  also  another  opportunity  for 
nondomestic  companies  to  place  embedded  surveillance  systems,  sneak 
circuits,  hackable  hardware,  or  overrides  on  our  equipment.  Please  address 
both  the  human  health  hazards  of  embedded  foreign  electronic  equipment 
not  purchased  and  used  by  the  Air  Force  and  those  purchased  and  used  by 
the  Air  Force  in  the  missile  program. 

RESPONSE:  No  human  health  effects  have  been  identified  as  expected 
consequences  of  electromagnetic  emissions  from  equipment  used  in  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system.  It  is  not  expected  that  embedded 
surveillance  systems  and  the  like  will  be  in  the  equipment,  but  they  would 
be  suppressed,  removed  or  destroyed  whenever  detected. 

226  4  ISSUE:  Would  the  Air  Force  support  the  public  right  to  know  and  support 

a  warning  device  about  local  electronic  transmitter  or  emission  sources 
that  are  intermittently  pulsed,  or  in  continuous  operation  in  communities 
around  missile  sites,  the  health  hazard  capabilities  of  each,  who  owns  and 
operates  it,  and  what  purpose  it  serves  in  the  community  whether  located 
on  private  or  public  property? 

RESPONSE:  Any  electromagnetic  field  or  pulse  sources  would  be 

evaluated  for  safety  before  being  installed.  Whether  or  not  information 
about  those  sources  would  be  made  available  to  the  public  would  depend 
on  national  security  and  classification  considerations. 

227  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand 

Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  of  continued  base  support  for  the 
community,  the  economic  benefits  and  to  help  keep  this  country  free. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

228  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  expressed  concern  over  rail  upkeep,  personnel 

reliability,  and  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

229  1  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  address  the  psychological  impact  upon  the 

population  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 
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ISSUE:  Why  does  the  United  States  need  the  MX  (Peacekeeper)?  Don’t  we 
already  have  enough  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Why  does  the  United  States  need  the  Rail  Garrison  program? 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  missiles  be  moved  around? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chapter  1. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  impact  on  the  communities  they  (missile  trains) 
move  through? 

RESPONSE:  The  movement  of  the  Peacekeeper  train  through 

communities  will  not  be  different  than  a  commercial  train.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  30. 

ISSUE:  Will  there  be  local  training  in  case  of  accidents? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

ISSUE:  What  security  systems  will  be  implemented  to  safeguard 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  how  will  these  affect  the  lifestyle  of  the 
area? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7  and  21. 

ISSUE:  What  are  the  alternatives  to  Rail  Garrison  including  the  No  Action 
option? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  alternative  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand 
Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  no  significant  environmental  problems 
are  foreseen  and  the  excellent  relationship  between  the  base  and  the 
community. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Resolution  for  the  record  in  support  of  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota  being  chosen  as  a  site  for  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
system. 

RE8PONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Resolution  for  the  record  in  support  of  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota  being  designated  as  a  site  for  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


ISSUE:  The  psychological  environment  should  be  studied  as  those  which 
affect  the  physical  elements. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  Opposed  to  additional  weapons  that  are  vulnerable  to  attack,  yet 
also  possess  a  prompt  hard-target  kill  capability;  in  other  words,  a  first- 
strike  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Increasing  the  number  and  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  is  a 
destabilizing  factor. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Questions  on  environment,  such  as  clean  water,  clean  air,  medical 
and  housing  should  be  given  priority  considerations. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  equally  addresses  the  elements  mentioned  and  others 
in  regard  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  serves  to  attract  barrage  attack 
by  the  Soviets  and  saturate  tracks  and  support  facilities  with  nuclear 
explosions. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Testimony  given  at  Great  Falls,  Montana  public  hearing  opposed 
to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  deployment  for  such  reasons  such  as  dollars 
spent  on  the  system,  need  for  the  system,  limited  economic  benefits,  and 
production  of  nuclear  weapons  is  environmentally  harmful. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  strong  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  we  need  to  keep  this 
country  militarily  strong  to  counter  Soviet  strategy,  and  the  economic 
benefits  with  no  negative  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper  at  Fairchild  AFB  or  in 
the  State  of  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot 
AFB,  North  Dakota  because  there  will  not  be  any  environmental  impacts, 
and  the  benefits  to  the  economy. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  strongly  supports  selection  of  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  for  its  positive 
socioeconomic  impact  and  because  the  community  wants  the  program  and 
America  needs  the  program. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 


239  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot  AFB, 

North  Dakota  for  its  strong,  existing  base-community  infrastructure, 
minimal  environmental  impacts,  its  current  mitigation  activities,  the 
socioeconomic  values,  and  a  need  for  a  strong  national  defense  posture. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

240  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot 

AFB,  North  Dakota  for  its  many  beneficial  impacts  on  the  community, 
such  as  more  jobs,  increased  school  enrollment,  and  increased  real  estate 
activity. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

241  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot 

AFB,  North  Dakota  for  its  strength  to  protect  our  peace  and  security,  to 
aid  in  arms  reduction  talks,  its  beneficial  economic  impacts,  and  safety 
assurances  from  a  clear,  detailed  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

242  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  EIS  for 

Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  they  are  in  agreement  with  statements 
made  in  interested  areas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

243  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  EIS  for 

Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  they  are  in  agreement  with  statements 
made  in  interested  areas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

244  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  project  for  the 

benefits  it  will  bring  to  the  local  communities. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

245  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  agreement  with  cultural  resources  statements 

made  on  Draft  EIS  Page  4.10-21,  Paragraphs  1,  2,  3,  and  8. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

246  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  at 

Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  we  need  a  strong  defense  for  our  nation 
and  our  allies  to  continue  our  way  of  life. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

247  1  ISSUE:  More  than  600  acres  of  good  farmland  will  be  needed  in  Minot, 

North  Dakota  for  the  project.  What  happens  to  the  farmers? 

RESPONSE:  Agricultural  operations  would  not  be  affected  on  the 

proposed  666  acre  restrictive  easement  (Proposed  Action).  The  317  acres 
required  for  fee  acquisition  represents  less  than  0.1  percent  of  farmland  in 
the  local  county,  and  land  owners  would  be  compensated. 
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2  ISSUE:  The  dollars  spent  for  this  program  would  be  better  spent  in  other 
areas  such  as  the  environment,  schools,  and  public  services  that  would 
result  in  good  economic  growth. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

248  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  EIS,  and  Rail  Garrison  being  located 

in  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

249  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  the  findings  of  the  EIS.  Supports  the 

selection  of  the  North  Dakota  Air  Force  bases  because  it  will  strengthen 
the  economy,  the  rail  system  is  sufficient  or  can  easily  be  upgraded  if 
needed,  and  believes  in  a  strong  defense  system  to  support  freedom. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

250  1  ISSUE:  Submitted  excerpt  from  a  newspaper  article  on  a  speech  made  by 

Governor  Dukakis  on  the  Peacekeeper  missile. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

250  2  ISSUE:  Comment  by  a  religious  movement  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper 

Rail  Garrison  basing  mode  because  of  beliefs  expressed  in  and  from  a 
pastoral  document  that  nuclear  weapons  are  not  morally  justified. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

250  3  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  has  a  first-strike  capability  and  is  vulnerable  to 

attack. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

250  4  ISSUE:  Money  for  military  spending  would  be  better  spent  on  other  areas 

such  as  child  care,  homeless,  and  the  hungry. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

251  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  reaffirms  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  will  not 

have  a  negative  impact  on  natural  gas  in  Minot,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

251  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot, 

North  Dakota  because  it  wiU  benefit  the  local  economy  and  it  will  make  a 
strong  military  presence  for  our  nation's  defense. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

252  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot 

AFB,  North  Dakota  for  reasons  such  as:  the  program  will  not  result  in  any 
significant  impact  on  any  resource;  will  have  beneficial  socioeconomic 
impacts  on  employment  and  income;  greater  utilization  of  temporary 
housing;  plus  a  belief  that  strong  deterrent  is  the  best  defense. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot  AFB, 
North  Dakota  because  the  Draft  EIS  states  there  will  be  no  adverse 
impacts  in  the  resource  areas.  The  program  is  a  must  to  provide 
incentives  for  the  Soviets  to  seriously  engage  in  arms  control  negotiations 
and  also  to  help  assure  our  national  security. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

254  1  ISSUE:  Comment  for  the  record  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  project  at 

Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  for  its  economic  benefits  that  can  be  generated 
by  construction  services  required  of  such  a  project. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

255  1  ISSUE:  Comment  for  the  record  in  full  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  program  for  North  Dakota  and  Minot;  the  program  can  supply 
skilled  workers  for  any  construction  project,  and  feels  the  program  will 
help  the  defense  of  this  country. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

256  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  pledges  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

system  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota.  They  have  a  good  working 
relationship  with  the  Air  Force  and  can  supply  a  well-trained  work  force 
for  all  phases  of  construction  and  maintenance. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

257  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Draft  EIS  as  presented  because  the 

community  of  Minot,  North  Dakota  is  in  a  very  good  position  to  host 
deployment  at  Minot  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

258  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  assures  that  the  people  of  the  Great  Falls,  Montana 

area  will  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

259  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  deployment  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

in  the  State  of  Michigan  for  such  reasons  as  the  Peacekeeper  is 

destabilizing,  vulnerable,  costly,  increases  risk  on  rail  lines,  and  makes  all 
communities  along  rail  lines  targets  of  attack. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

260  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  with  baseline  growth  alone,  elementary 

and  junior  high  schools  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  will  be  at  their  capacities  in 
the  early  1990s  with  existing  facilities.  If  the  project  increases  student 
enrollments,  it  will  create  severe  hardships  on  the  district  and 
compromise  student/teacher  ratios  without  major  financial  commitment 
for  capital  construction. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4.2.1. 2  and  4.2. 1.3  contain  discussions  of 

education  impacts  which  have  been  revised  to  reflect  the  new 
information. 
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260  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  Laramie  County  School  District  which 

is  number  one  in  Wyoming  will  compromise  the  quality  of  education  if 
enrollment  is  increased. 


260 


260 


260 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  260,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  estimates  the  cash  reserves  in  Laramie  County 
School  District  Number  1  in  Wyoming  to  be  $12.4  million.  The  actual  cash 
balance  is  projected  to  shrink  to  $4.1  million  at  the  end  of  the  current 
fiscal  year  from  $11  million  on  July  1,  1986.  The  projected  funding  from 
the  state  may  zero  out  this  cash  reserve  by  the  1990  fiscal  year,  creating 
additional  hardship  on  the  district  to  maintain  its  current  level  of 
educational  programs. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4. 2. 1.2  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the  new 
information. 

4  ISSUE:  Due  to  cuts  in  revenues  and  increases  in  personnel  costs  mainly 
due  to  increasing  enrollment,  the  district  is  in  serious  financial  difficulty 
and  will  be  unable  to  handle  any  increase  in  enrollment  due  to  the 
proposed  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  260,  Comment  1. 

5  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  needs  to  further  analyze  the  fact  that  elementary 
students  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  represent  60  percent  of  military-related 
students  and  specific  neighborhoods  are  more  impacted  than  others. 

RESPONSE:  The  Draft  EIS  analysis  assumes  a  55  percent  and  45  percent 
split  between  elementary  and  secondary  levels  for  inmigrant  students. 
These  ratios  came  from  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  monitoring  data 
and  are  thought  to  be  reflective  of  the  demographic  characteristics 
associated  with  the  Rail  Garrison  program  personnel.  The  summation  of 
individual  choices  for  housing  locations  that  reflects  the  existing 
distribution  of  military-related  enrollment  throughout  the  district  would 
not  necessarily  be  valid  for  Rail  Garrison  inmigrants  since  there  would  be 
changes  in  the  underlying  housing  market  conditions  on  which  these 
choices  were  based.  Therefore,  the  assumption  that  "students  would  be 
dispersed  throughout  the  district,  reducing  instances  of  localized 
overcrowding”  seems  appropriate. 

6  ISSUE:  The  location  of  appropriate/available  housing  needs  in  the 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  need  to  be  further  analyzed. 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  with  local  housing  market  representatives 

indicate  available  housing  is  dispersed  throughout  the  community. 

7  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  the  impacts  on  school  district 
property.  If  the  north  site  is  used  for  the  Missile  Assembly  Building,  what 
restrictions  would  be  placed  on  this  property? 

RESPONSE:  The  restrictive  easement  for  the  Missile  Assembly  Building 
does  not  involve  the  school  district  land.  However,  the  restrictive 
easement  for  the  Rail  Garrison  Train  Alert  Shelters  does.  About  160 
acres  of  the  school  property  (the  southwest  area)  would  lie  within  the 
inhabited  building  restrictive  easement.  This  land  would  be  treated  no 
differently  than  private  land  within  the  easement.  Current  uses  (grazing 
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and  an  uninhabited  building)  could  continue  without  restriction.  Air  Force 
Regulation  127-100  would  preclude  from  the  restrictive  easement  any 
future  structure  designed  for  human  occupation  (on  a  permanent  basis), 
gathering  places  for  outdoor  recreation  (such  as  athletic  fields  or 
stadiums),  overhead  power  lines  of  69  KV  or  more,  and  nonmilitary 
runways.  There  would  be  no  Air  Force  restriction  on  the  approximately 
246  acres  of  school  district  land  outside  the  restrictive  easement. 

261  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand 

Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  without  our  military  services,  we  would 
not  have  this  opportunity  to  voice  our  opinions. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

262  1  ISSUE:  Request  that  dust  control  measures  during  construction,  open 

burning,  indoor  air  quality,  and  compliance  with  air  quality  standards  be 
included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  It  was  assumed  for  the  air  quality  modeling  of  fugitive 
emissions  that  sufficient  watering  would  be  performed  to  reduce  emissions 
by  50  percent.  Open  burning  was  not  discussed  in  the  Draft  EIS.  This 
activity  is  controlled  by  local  and  state  air  pollution  control  agencies. 
Open  burning  is  not  planned  for  the  Proposed  Action.  Indoor  air  pollution 
is  not  discussed  under  the  Air  Quality  sections.  The  Clean  Air  Act,  which 
deals  with  atmospheric  air  quality,  does  not  include  any  regulations 
regarding  indoor  air  quality.  In  the  workplace,  air  quality  is  an 
occupational  safety  and  health  issue  and  is  regulated  by  the  Occupational 
Health  and  Safety  Administration.  The  compliance  with  air  quality 
standards  is  discussed  in  the  EIS.  Compliance  is  part  of  the  level  of  impact 
criteria. 

262  2  ISSUE:  Request  that  potable  water,  body  contact  recreation,  and 

compliance  with  wastewater  treatment  standards  be  included  in  the  Final 
EIS. 

RESPONSE:  These  concerns  have  been  incorporated  into  the 

environmental  analyses  in  the  water  resources  section  at  each  base. 

262  3  ISSUE:  Request  that  any  unusual  or  suspected  health  effects  associated 

with  solid  waste  disposal,  the  effects  of  littering,  and  provisions  for 
cleanup  of  solid  waste  should  be  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  not  anticipated  to 
generate  any  solid  waste  with  unusual  or  suspected  health  effects.  Onbase 
construction  activities  will  be  conducted  in  a  manner  that  reduces  the 
amount  of  litter  and  all  sites  will  be  maintained  in  a  manner  that  reduces 
the  potential  for  vectors. 

262  4  ISSUE:  Request  that  ambient  noise  levels  during  construction  and 

implementation,  and  the  effectiveness  of  any  proposed  noise  reduction 
measures  following  construction  and  implementation  be  included  in  the 
Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Ambient  noise  levels  during  the  construction  and  operations 
phases  were  considered  in  the  EIS.  Since  none  of  the  noise  impacts  were 
considered  significant,  noise  mitigation  measures  were  not  proposed. 
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262  5  ISSUE:  Request  that  the  Final  EIS  include  exposures  to  ionizing  and 

nonionizing  radiation  which  may  adversely  affect  human  health. 

RESPONSE:  The  significant  ionizing  radiation  risks  are  discussed  in 
Chapter  5  of  the  EIS.  No  significant  nonionizing  radiation  hazard  has  been 
identified  in  the  Proposed  Action. 

262  6  ISSUE:  Request  that  the  Final  EIS  include  solid,  liquid,  or  gaseous  wastes 

which  because  of  their  physical,  chemical,  or  infectious  characteristics 
pose  a  substantial  threat  to  human  health. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  68. 

262  7  ISSUE:  Request  that  the  Final  EIS  include  contamination  of  floodplains 

and  how  the  food  chain  is  affected. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  and  operation  activities  in  or  adjacent  to 
wetlands  and  floodplains  may  result  in  increased  siltation  or  the 
accidental  release  of  waste  oil,  gasoline  or  other  foreign  substances  into 
these  areas  and  the  subsequent  contamination  of  the  food  chain.  Also  see 
responses  to  Document  50,  Comments  84  and  103. 

262  8  ISSUE:  Request  that  the  EIS  include  an  analysis  of  construction  in 

floodplains  which  may  endanger  human  health. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  activities  would  occur  in  floodplains  only  at 
Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  and  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.3.8.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  262,  Comment  7. 

262  9  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  evaluation  of  the  occupation  and 

public  health  hazards  associated  with  the  construction  and  operation  of 
the  proposed  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  22. 

262  10  ISSUE:  Request  that  the  Final  EIS  include  general  worker  safety/injury 

control  provisions. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  262,  Comment  9. 

262  11  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  provide  adequate  ventilation,  heating, 

insulation,  and  lighting  in  housing? 

RESPONSE:  Government-built  housing  will  comply  with  all  regulations 
concerning  specifications  for  these  items.  The  Air  Force,  however,  does 
not  have  control  over  privately  developed  units. 

262  12  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  vector  control  provisions. 

RESPONSE:  Vector  control  provisions  were  not  specifically  analyzed 
since  the  proposed  program  is  not  expected  to  result  in  any  vector  control 
problems  at  any  of  the  candidate  installations.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  262,  Comment  3. 

262  13  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  the  impacts  of  the  project  on  the 

displacement  and/or  relocation  of  persons. 
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RESPONSE:  Wherever  an  inhabited  building  is  located  within  an  area 
proposed  to  be  acquired  in  fee,  the  owner  may  sell  the  residence  to  the 
Air  Force.  The  Air  Force  would  pay  fair  market  value  for  the  land  and 
structures.  The  owner  would  be  given  the  opportunity  to  repurchase  the 
house  and  improvements  at  salvage  value.  Relocation  benefits  would  be 
paid  as  authorized  by  law.  Wherever  an  inhabited  building  is  located 
within  a  proposed  restrictive  safety  easement  area,  the  same  rules  would 
apply  to  the  building.  The  land,  however,  would  remain  with  the  present 
owner  and  could  be  used  for  any  purpose  other  than  inhabited  buildings 
(see  EIS  Section  4.0  for  details). 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at 
Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  for  reasons  as  overwhelming  local  acceptance  and 
peace  through  a  strong  national  defense  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  environmental  impacts  associated 
with  all  stages  of  nuclear  warhead  production,  handling,  shipping  and  all 
other  processes  or  activities  that  are  part  of  the  warhead  manufacturing 
process. 

RESPONSE:  The  production  of  warheads  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  missiles  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  the  State  of 
Michigan  or  anywhere  and  requests  that  no  action  be  taken  on  the  system 
proposed  for  Wurtsmith  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  in 
Minot,  North  Dakota  because  of  increased  jobs  the  project  will  bring  to 
the  area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  on  the  Draft  EIS  states  that  the  very  small  increases 
to  public  services  such  as  fire,  police,  and  public  works  will  not  result  in 
deterioration  of  the  quality  of  services  received  by  the  public  in  Minot, 
North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

2  ISSUE:  Commentor  on  the  Draft  EIS  states  that  there  is  no  need  for 
concern  about  water  shortages  in  Minot,  North  Dakota  due  to  the 
adequate  supplies  and  reserves  of  fresh  water  in  Minot. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

3  ISSUE:  Commentor  on  the  Draft  EIS  states  the  City  of  Minot,  North 
Dakota  can  handle  the  anticipated  small  increases  in  solid  waste  without 
hiring  any  additional  manpower  or  purchasing  new  equipment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 


1-119 


268  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman 

AFB,  Missouri  because  it  will  be  an  asset  to  the  community  and  our 
country  must  have  defensive  power. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

269  1  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  noise  level  near  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington 

due  to  the  proposed  move  of  the  ATC  resistance  training  compound  and 
the  relocation  of  the  explosive  ordnance  disposal  (EOD)  range. 

RESPONSE:  The  Bartholomew  Road  area  is  currently  subjected  to  noise 
from  Fairchild  AFB  aircraft  operations  and  from  activities  at  the  EOD 
range  and  the  ATC  resistance  training  compound  (RTC).  Noise  levels  in 
the  Bartholomew  Road  area,  resulting  from  aircraft  operations,  range 
from  75  to  80  dBA  (L^-).  Estimated  noise  levels  resulting  from  activities 
in  the  EOD  range  and  the  RTC  (existing  locations)  are  approximately  35 
to  40  dBA.  The  proposed  relocation  of  these  facilities  will  reduce  their 
distance  to  the  Bartholomew  Road  area.  However,  calculations,  based  on 
the  attenuation  of  sound  with  distance,  indicate  these  distance  reductions 
will  increase  the  noise  levels  in  the  Bartholomew  Road  area  by  about  3 
dBA.  It  has  been  found  experimentally  that  most  people  can  just  detect 
noise  level  changes  of  2  to  3  dBA.  Thus,  the  projected  increase  of  3  DBA 
in  noise  levels  should  hardly  be  noticed  by  Bartholomew  Road  residents. 

269  2  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  property  values  in  the  Medical  Lake,  Washington 

area  will  decrease  because  the  area  will  become  undesirable  due  to  noise 
levels. 

RESPONSE:  The  increase  in  noise  levels  is  not  expected  to  adversely 
affect  property  values  in  the  area. 

270  1  ISSUE:  Why  is  the  rest  of  Montana  not  given  a  chance  to  testify  at  a 

convenient  location? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

270  2  ISSUE:  Will  the  program  replace  10  Minuteman  for  1  MX? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

270  3  ISSUE:  Why  does  the  Air  Force  mislead  the  public  by  telling  them  that 

MX  history  began  in  1983,  with  the  Scowcroft  Commission  Report? 

RESPONSE:  The  date  is  mentioned  in  connection  with  the  history  of  the 
Rail  Garrison  basing  mode,  not  of  the  missile  itself.  That  history  can 
reasonably  be  said  to  begin  with  the  Scowcroft  Commission. 

270  4  ISSUE:  How  much  will  the  transient  population  increase  in  Cascade 

County,  Montana  with  the  announcement  of  adoption  of  these  nuclear 
programs? 

RESPONSE:  During  the  construction  phase,  fewer  than  30  inmigrants  and 
their  dependents  are  projected  to  be  unsuccessful  job  seekers.  This 
estimate  is  based  on  similar  military  construction  programs. 
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270  5  ISSUE:  Who  will  assist  construction  workers  to  relocate  after  the  project 

is  completed? 

RESPONSE:  Construction  is  carried  out  by  private  contractors.  They 
assume  the  responsibility  for  personnel  buildup  and  phase  down. 

270  6  ISSUE:  Will  outside  businesses  refuse  to  locate  here  if  the  military 

presence  is  increased? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  91. 

270  7  ISSUE:  What  are  the  psychological  effects  on  us  and  our  children  with 

nuclear  warheads  located  right  here  in  town? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

270  8  ISSUE:  What  happens  if  an  aircraft  flying  nuclear  warheads  in  and  out  of 

Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana  crashes  either  onbase  or  offbase  on  approach? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  contingency  plans  to  handle  any 

emergency  which  might  arise  from  the  transport  of  nuclear  weapons. 
During  all  forms  of  warhead  transport,  safety  measures  are  designed  to 
prevent  any  accident  from  causing  the  weapon  to  detonate. 

270  9  ISSUE:  Is  there  a  limit  on  mitigation  monies  available  for  the  Great  Falls, 

Montana  school  district? 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  are  not  sufficient  in  magnitude  to  trigger  Office 
of  Economic  Adjustment  educational  assistance  funds.  Therefore,  no 
mitigation  funds  are  available. 

270  10  ISSUE:  How  will  the  socioeconomic  pattern  in  Great  Falls,  Montana 

change;  that  is,  what  will  be  the  effects  on  average  age  and  income  during 
construction  and  during  deployment? 

RESPONSE:  Construction  worker  wages  are  estimated  at  about  $29,900 
while  military  wages  during  operations  would  be  about  $17,400.  Per 
capita  personal  income  would  remain  essentially  unchanged  at  $12,300. 
Military  personnel  are  expected  to  be  slightly  younger  than  the  average  in 
the  county.  However,  because  of  the  relatively  small  size  of  the  program, 
the  demographic  make-up  of  the  county  would  remain  essentially 
unchanged. 

270  11  ISSUE:  What  will  prevent  a  boom  and  bust  cycle  locally  and/or  nationally? 

RESPONSE:  Because  the  project  is  small,  as  major  defense  projects  go, 
no  great  boom  is  expected.  Therefore,  no  bust  is  expected.  On  the 
contrary,  operations  income  will  likely  serve  as  a  stabilizing  impact. 

270  12  ISSUE:  Has  the  Air  Force  studied  previous  boom  and  bust  cycles,  such  as 

at  Glasgow,  Montana? 

RESPONSE:  Yes,  the  Air  Force  looked  at  large  numbers  of  boom/bust 
articles  and  other  studies.  According  to  standing  definitions,  no 
boom/bust  is  expected. 
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13  ISSUE:  Will  homes  along  rail  rights-of-way  be  subject  to  unannounced 
searches  and  observation? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

270  14  ISSUE:  Will  plainclothes  or  secret  agents  be  stationed  at  intervals  along 

the  tracks  where  the  MX  might  travel? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

270  15  ISSUE:  Will  we  still  be  able  to  carry  arms,  as  guaranteed  by  the 

Constitution,  along  affected  lines? 

RESPONSE:  Yes. 

270  16  ISSUE:  During  serious  arms  reduction  negotiations,  why  even  consider 

building  additional  nuclear  systems? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

270  17  ISSUE:  Could  tourists  start  regarding  Great  Falls,  Montana  as  "Nuclear 

City?" 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  4. 

270  18  ISSUE:  Since  MX  missiles  are  theoretically  mobile,  why  aren't  there  more 

hearings  throughout  the  state? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

270  19  IS3UE:  What  law  or  regulation  states  that  the  Air  Force  can  use  the  first 

portion  of  the  program  for  their  own  promotion,  leaving  the  citizens  to  a 
time-limited  second  position? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  39,  Comment  i. 

270  20  ISSUE:  What  visual  markings  will  distinguish  a  training  train? 

RESPONSE:  The  training  trains  would  resemble  existing  railroad 

equipment  as  much  as  possible.  The  final  design  may  be  influenced  by  the 
results  of  arms  control  talks. 

270  21  ISSUE:  Since  we  cannot  safely  store  nuclear  wastes  at  the  Hanford 

Reservation  in  Washington  state  and  at  the  Savannah  River  station  in 
Georgia,  how  do  we  rationalize  adding  more  tonnage  to  those  ecological 
messes? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  30. 

270  22  ISSUE:  What  would  happen  if  1  of  the  10  bombs  within  the  MX  missile 

detonates;  if  all  10  detonate;  if  all  8  to  12  missiles  detonate? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

270  23  ISSUE:  How  many  tons  of  common  metals  (iron,  steel,  etc.),  precious 

metals  (platinum,  gold,  silver,  etc.),  and  other  products  (vinyl,  pipe, 
caulking,  lumber,  etc.)  will  be  consumed  in  production  and  deployment? 
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RESPONSE:  Major  construction  materials  consist  of  about  7,600  tons  of 
structure  steel,  294  tons  of  reinforcing  steel,  45,000  square  feet  of  metal 
siding,  542,000  pounds  of  miscellaneous  metal,  300  tons  of  asphalt, 
57,000  square  feet  of  plywood,  and  540,000  board  feet  of  lumber. 

270  24  ISSUE:  Other  than  the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis  of  nearly  30  years  ago,  what 

examples  of  international  tension  would  cause  MX  trains  to  be  dispersed? 

RESPONSE:  Another  more  recent  event  that  might  have  caused  a  higher 
authority  to  order  dispersal  of  the  trains  is  the  1973  Middle  East  War. 

270  25  ISSUE:  Will  civilian  train  crews  and/or  civilian  railroad  dispatchers  be 

indue te  '  into  the  military  during  MX  rail  dispersal? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

270  26  ISSUE:  Can  MX  be  launched  from  inside  the  garrison? 

RESPONSE:  Yes. 

270  27  ISSUE:  If  long-range  area  reduction  negotiations  succeed,  thereby 

reducing  long-range  ICBMs  by  50  percent,  will  the  MX  be  scrapped? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

270  28  ISSUE:  MX  and  Midgetman  nuclear  systems  are  called  "deterrent"  in 

nature  by  the  Air  Force.  Will  they  be  firing  on  empty  Soviet  silos  as  logic 
dictates,  or  will  they  be  used  as  a  first-strike  weapons? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

270  29  ISSUE:  Will  current  Minuteman  missiles  be  rendered  obsolete  one-for-one 

with  replacement  of  either  MX  or  Midgetman? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

270  30  ISSUE:  Why  does  the  Air  Force  call  a  nuclear  delivery  and  explosive 

system  "Peacekeeper"  while  the  current  defense  appropriation  bill  still 
refers  to  the  same  system  as  MX? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

270  31  ISSUE:  Under  the  "No  Alternative"  choice,  the  Air  Force  has  not  outlined 

the  national  and  local  benefits  of  building  neither  MX  or  Midgetman,  thus 
leaving  the  money  in  the  private  sector.  Why  not? 

RESPONSE:  Not  building  either  system  would  not  necessarily  have  the 
effect  of  "leaving  the  money  in  the  private  sector."  Also  see  response  to 
Document  37,  Comment  15. 

270  32  ISSUE:  Is  it  possible  that  the  Secretary  of  Interior  or  Agriculture  could 

order  the  launch  of  the  MX  or  Midgetman? 
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RESPONSE:  Issues  related  to  Presidential  succession  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

270  33  ISSUE:  What  will  prevent  an  accidental  launch  because  of  computer 

error? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

270  34  ISSUE:  Section  4.9  of  the  Draft  EIS  deals  exclusively  with  Malmstrom 

AFB.  Yet,  on  Page  4.9-29  (first  paragraph)  the  Draft  EIS  mistakenly  refers 
to  the  "Cheyenne  area"  while  on  page  4.9-66  the  Draft  EIS  twice 
mistakenly  refers  to  "Grand  Forks  AFB".  What  assurances  do  we  have 
that  Air  Force  training  manuals  are  prepared  any  more  accurately? 

RESPONSE:  The  errors  identified  and  others  in  the  document  have  been 
corrected  in  the  Final  EIS. 

271  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  missiles  being  deployed  at 

Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan.  Requests  that  there  be  no  action  regarding  the 
Final  EIS  and  existing  Peacekeeper  missiles  be  taken  apart  and  made 
useless. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

272  1  ISSUE:  Letter  transmits  document  number  7. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

273  1  ISSUE:  The  fascists'  won  World  War  II  by  manipulation  of  our  government. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

273  2  ISSUE:  The  MX  invites  disaster  to  our  nation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

273  3  ISSUE:  Scientists  and  Congress  did  not  have  full  access  of  actual  amounts 

of  fallout  in  the  1959  hearings. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

273  4  ISSUE:  Radiation  causes  "race  poisoning"  and  has  resulted  in  an  AIDS 

epidemic.  Do  the  Russians  love  their  babies?  How  many  genetically 
afflicted  children  are  enough? 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  generally  accepted  evidence  that  radiation 
causes  "race  poisoning"  or  played  any  part  in  the  AIDS  epidemic.  Any 
genetically  affected  children  are  too  many;  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
system  is  not  expected  to  cause  any  genetic  afflictions. 

273  5  ISSUE:  In  commentor's  opinion,  human  bodies  are  piling  up  as  a  result  of 

radiation  and  few  believe  it. 

RESPONSE:  Exposure  to  radiation  does  cause  an  increased  likelihood  of 
cancer  in  humans.  The  average  annual  radiation  dose  to  individuals  in  the 
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United  States  is  210  millirems,  mostly  from  natural  background 
radioactivity  and  medical  applications.  The  increased  risk  of  cancer  as  a 
result  of  exposure  to  that  amount  of  radiation  is  approximately 
.002  percent.  A  person  in  the  fallout  cloud  of  a  worst-case  radiation 
release  from  a  Peacekeeper  weapon  would  receive  a  radiation  dose  of 
approximately  600  millirems,  causing  an  increased  cancer  risk 
of  .006  percent.  Also  see  response  to  Document  7,  Comment  3. 

273  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  urges  the  government  to  take  a  more  rational 

approach  to  protection;  we  cannot  afford  the  Rail  Garrison  and  its 
inherent  risks. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

274  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman 

AFB,  Missouri.  Whiteman  is  an  integral  part  of  the  community  with  an 
excellent  relationship  between  base  personnel  and  Warrensburg. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

275  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison;  nuclear  war  is 

immoral  and  a  different  way  of  spending  the  billions  of  dollars  should  be 
found. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

276  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  the  No  Action  Alternative  be  chosen. 

Nuclear  weapons  should  not  be  deployed  in  Michigan  or  anywhere  else. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

277  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  MX  missiles  being  located  at  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington  because  they  are  environmental  hazards  to  the  entire 
world. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

278  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  F.E.  Warren 

AFB,  Wyoming  because  the  program  is  vitally  important  to  the  security 
and  defense  of  our  country,  significant  economic  impacts,  and  community 
support. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

279  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  no  action  be  taken  in  Michigan  because 

of  the  safety  of  our  citizens. 

RI&PONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

280  1  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  the  military  will  increase  its  claims  on  the 

national  railroad  system  and  significantly  restrict  a  portion  of  it. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

281  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  of  community  support,  little  adverse  impacts,  and 
increased  employment. 
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RESPONSE:  Noted. 


282  1  ISSUE:  Resolution  in  full  support  of  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB, 

North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

283  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  of  existing  rail  lines,  lower  cost  in  North  Dakota,  minimal 
environmental  impact,  and  favorable  economic  impact. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

284  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Grand  Forks,  North 

Dakota  because  the  system  is  affordable,  Grand  Fork's  excellent  rail 
network,  minimal  environmental  impact,  and  positive  economic  impact. 

RESPONSE:  Noted 

285  1  ISSUE:  Will  the  project  necessitate  a  new  rail  line  in  Grand  Forks, 

North  Dakota  which  will  cut  through  American  Indian  burial  grounds? 

RESPONSE:  Construction  of  a  possible  second  rail  line  is  not  a  part  of  the 
Proposed  Action  or  alternatives,  and  it  was  not  analyzed  in  detail.  EIS 
Section  4.7.14  is  intended  simply  to  identify  major  concerns  requiring 
further  analysis  should  a  second  rail  line  be  considered  in  the  future.  In 
that  event,  more  detailed  studies  would  be  conducted  including 
archeological  survey  and  Native  American  consultation.  The  Air  Force 
has  been  a  leader  in  the  involvement  of  Native  Americans  in  planning  at 
the  regional  and  national  level.  It  is  Air  Force  policy  to  work  directly 
with  civil  and  traditional  leaders  of  tribal  groups  to  avoid  all  sensitive 
sites  to  the  extent  possible.  If  burials  cannot  be  avoided,  or  are 
encountered  accidentally  during  construction,  they  would  be  reburied  or 
otherwise  treated  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  and  customs  of  the 
appropriate  tribes  (see  EIS  Sections  1.8  and  4.7.14).  Also  see  responses  to 
Document  7,  Comment  5  and  Document  50,  Comments  15. 

286  1  ISSUE:  Opposed  to  the  MX  missile  system  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 

Abilene  is  already  burdened  with  the  B-l  bomber  which  has  not  lived  up  to 
its  reputation  as  a  plane  or  an  economic  boom. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

287  1  ISSUE:  Why  were  most  of  the  issues  raised  during  scoping  not  addressed  in 

the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  covers  all  issues  that  are  within  the  scope  of  the  EIS 
whether  identified  at  scoping  meetings,  in  public  comments  to  the  Draft 
EIS,  or  at  any  other  time.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33, 
Comment  53. 

287  2  ISSUE:  Requests  extending  deadline  for  filing  written  comments  until  at 

least  45  days  after  the  Draft  EIS  and  information  references  have  been 
sent. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  50,  Comments  1  and  2. 
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287  3  ISSUE:  Public  hearings  should  provide  more  comment  time  and  hearings 

should  be  held  in  all  communities  with  populations  greater  than  50,000 
within  5  miles  of  MX  train  rail  lines. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  6. 

287  4  ISSUE:  The  means  of  transportation  and  routes  to  be  used  in  transporting 

the  MX  missiles  and  their  warheads  from  Wyoming  to  Missouri  must  be 
considered  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Missiles  will  be  transported  by  rail  and  the  warheads  will  be 
transported  by  military  airlift.  The  safety  considerations  of  these 
transport  modes  and  routes  are  analyzed  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

287  5  ISSUE:  The  risk  and  consequences  of  radiation  leakage  during 

transportation  must  be  considered  in  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  is  treated  in  EIS  Sections  5.2. 2.3  and  5.3.2. 

287  6  ISSUE:  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  or  intentional  detonation 

of  nuclear  warheads  during  transport  of  weapon  system  from  Wyoming  to 
Missouri  needs  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

287  7  ISSUE:  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  or  intentional  ignition  of 

the  rocket  fuel  for  the  missiles  during  transport  must  be  addressed  in  the 
EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Sections  5.3. 1.4  and  5.4. 

287  8  ISSUE:  Why  were  the  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  detonation  of 

one  or  more  of  the  warheads  while  they  are  in  storage  not  considered  in 
the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

287  9  ISSUE:  The  risk  and  consequences  of  the  accidental  ignition  of  the  missile 

fuel  while  the  stages  are  in  storage  needs  to  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  An  accidental,  inadvertant,  or  deliberate  (without  emergency 
war  orders)  launch  or  detonation  of  the  missile  or  components  while  on 
alert,  in  transit,  or  in  storage  is  virtually  impossible.  In  the  unlikely  event 
of  such  an  accident,  the  risk  and  consequences  would  be  no  greater  than 
those  described  in  the  EIS.  Also  see  EIS  Sections  5. 1.1.2  and  5.1.4. 

287  10  ISSUE:  Why  were  the  risk  and  consequences  of  the  accidental  launching  of 

a  missile  while  on  alert  not  considered  in  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  9. 

287  11  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risk  and  consequences  of  sabotage  of  the  missiles  at 

Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri? 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  such  an  event  is  estimated  to  be 
extremely  remote  because  the  garrison  at  Whiteman  AFB  will  be  well 
guarded.  Therefore,  adding  in  the  risk  of  such  an  occurrence  would  not 
change  the  risk  reported  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 
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287  12  ISSUE:  What  are  the  consequences  of  having  the  warheads  in  storage  at 

Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  fall  into  the  hands  of  terrorists  either  through 
terrorism  or  subversion  by  employees? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

287  13  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risks  and  consequences  of  an  accident  caused  by 

earthquakes,  tornados,  flooding  or  other  natural  disasters  while  the  system 
is  in  the  garrisons? 

RESPONSE:  These  are  addressed  in  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

287  14  ISSUE:  Why  are  the  consequences  of  Soviet  nuclear  attack  on  Whiteman 

AFB,  Missouri  not  addressed  in  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  Consequences  of  an  enemy  attack  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  15  ISSUE:  Why  is  the  increased  risk  of  nuclear  war  and  the  consequences 

thereof  due  to  the  deployment  of  Rail  Garrison  not  addressed  in  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  increased  risk  of  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  16  ISSUE:  What  are  the  transportation  risks  due  to  the  tremendous  size  of 

the  missile  car? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

287  17  ISSUE:  What  are  the  transportation  risks  due  to  the  age  and  strength  of 

rail  lines  and  bridges? 

RESPONSE:  Peacekeeper  trains  will  not  impose  greater  loads  on  rails  and 
bridges  than  some  current  commercial  traffic.  The  Federal  Railway 
Administration  statistics  used  to  calculate  the  accident  rate  for  the 
safety  analysis  includes  accidents  from  all  causes,  including  those  due  to 
rail  or  bridge  failure.  The  rail  safety  analysis  in  the  EIS  thus  reflects  the 
possibility  of  accidents  due  to  age  and  strength  of  rail  lines  and  bridges. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

287  18  ISSUE:  What  are  the  transportation  risks  due  to  the  lack  of  familiarity  of 

Air  Force  train  operators  with  the  railroad  lines  that  they  will  be 
traveling  on? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

287  19  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risks  of  an  accident  caused  by  blizzard, 

thunderstorm,  flooding,  earthquake,  tornado,  or  other  natural  disaster 
during  transport  of  the  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  These  are  addressed  in  EIS  Section  5.2.3.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  33,  Comment  66. 

287  20  ISSUE:  The  outsized  nature  of  the  missile  launch  car  makes  it  easy  to 

identify  while  on  the  national  rail  network.  What  are  the  risks  of  sabotage 
while  being  transported? 
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RESPONSE:  This  is  discussed  in  EIS  Section  5.1.6.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  33,  Comment  74. 

287  21  ISSUE:  Does  the  Safety  section  consider  the  effects  on  the  area  rail  lines 

and  bridges  due  to  the  movement  of  Peacekeeper  missiles  over  them? 

RESPONSE:  Yes.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  24,  Comment  2  and 
Document  287,  Comment  17. 

287  22  ISSUE:  What  are  the  consequences  of  the  accidental  igmtion  or  firing  of 

the  missile  due  to  a  rail  accident? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  9. 

287  23  ISSUE:  What  are  the  consequences  of  an  accidental  detonation  of  a 

warhead  due  to  a  rail  accident? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  9. 

287  24  ISSUE:  What  are  the  plans  for  evacuation  of  area  communities  in  case  of 

an  accident  involving  a  train  carrying  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  This  is  discussed  in  EIS  Section  5.5.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  33,  Comment  55. 

287  25  ISSUE:  What  are  the  health  and  economic  costs  to  residents  who  would  be 

evacuated  in  case  of  an  accident? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  unlikely  event  of  an  accident  which  requires 
evacuation  of  residents,  requests  for  compensation  for  personal  injuries, 
damage,  or  loss  will  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force 
regulations.  There  are  no  particular  anticipated  health  effects  on  persons 
who  have  been  evacuated  in  a  timely  manner. 

287  26  ISSUE:  Certainly,  even  in  times  of  peace,  the  system  must  be  tested  on 

actual  railroad  tracks.  This  will  expose  communities  along  the  railroad 
tracks  to  the  numerous  risks  associated  with  movement  of  live  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  system  testing  involving  movement  of  "live 
missiles"  on  the  national  rail  network.  Peacekeeper  trains  with  "live 
missiles"  will  be  on  the  public  tracks  infrequently  if  ever  and,  then,  only 
when  directed  to  disperse  by  a  higher  authority  in  time  of  national  need. 
The  training  trains  without  the  missiles  or  nuclear  warheads  would  travel 
to  the  garrison  installations  to  conduct  dispersal  training  exercises. 
Occasionally,  components  of  the  Peacekeeper  train,  including  missiles 
without  the  warheads,  may  have  to  be  moved  to  the  main  operating  base 
at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  or  depot  facilities  for  major  repair  and 
maintenance. 

287  27  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risks  and  consequences  of  a  preemptive  Soviet 

nuclear  attack  caused  by  the  dispersal  of  the  Rail  Garrison  system  being 
seen  as  a  threatening  act  by  the  Soviets? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  a  nuclear  attack  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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287  28  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risks  and  consequences  of  a  nuclear  warhead,  from  a 

Rail  Garrison  train  that  is  dispersed  in  a  time  of  national  need,  falling  into 
the  hands  of  terrorists? 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  such  an  event  is  estimated  to  be 

extremely  remote  because  both  the  trains  and  garrisons  will  be  well 
guarded  and  the  effort  and  time  required  to  remove  a  warhead  from  the 
missile  is  beyond  the  capability  of  a  terrorist  group.  Therefore,  adding  in 
the  risk  of  such  an  occurrence  would  not  change  the  risk  reported  in  the 
EIS.  If  terrorists,  or  anyone  for  that  matter,  were  able  to  obtain  a 
warhead,  the  security  and  safety  devices  on  the  weapon  would  prevent  any 
nuclear  detonation.  The  consequences  of  any  use  they  might  make  of  the 
hazardous  material  in  the  weapon  would  not  likely  be  any  greater  than 
those  described  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  34,  Comment  17. 

287  29  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risks  and  consequences  of  using  Air  Force  personnel 

to  operate  the  MX  rail  cars  while  they  are  carrying  warheads? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comments  4  and  5. 

287  30  ISSUE:  What  are  the  risks  and  consequences  of  a  Soviet  attack  on  the  Rail 

Garrison  system  following  dispersal  of  the  system  in  a  time  of  national 
need? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  31  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  an  electromagnetic  pulse  on  the  Rail 

Garrison  system? 

RESPONSE:  The  system  is  designed  to  be  resistant  to  electromagnetic 
pulse.  Issues  of  operational  capabilities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  32  ISSUE:  Why  were  the  risks  of  accident  and  damage  inherent  to  the 

launching  of  missiles  from  a  rail  car  not  considered  in  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  operational  launch  of  a  missile  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  33  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  the  specific  economic  consequences  of  the 

waste  of  $20  billion  of  the  money  of  U.S.  taxpayers  for  the  deployment  of 
the  MX  missile. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

287  34  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  address  the  tremendous  strain  on  schools, 

hospitals,  police  forces,  and  utilities  from  the  sudden  influx  of  personnel 
to  construct  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman,  AFB,  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  of  the  Proposed  Action  on  schools  and  public 

services  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.11.1.3,  and  impacts  on  utilities  in 
EIS  Section  4.11.2.3. 
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287  35  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  address  the  damage  to  the  local  economy  caused 

by  the  sudden  departure  of  workers  after  the  completion  of  the  garrisons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

287  36  ISSUE:  The  EIS  doesn't  address  the  severe  economic  adverse  impacts 

which  will  affect  Warrensburg,  Missouri  such  as  increased  unemployment, 
and  a  higher  inflation  rate. 

RESPONSE:  No  measurable  changes  in  the  local  unemployment  or 
inflation  rates  are  expected  in  Warrensburg  as  a  result  of  this  program. 

287  37  ISSUE:  Adverse  secondary  effects  at  Warrensburg,  Missouri  need  to  be 

addressed,  such  as  higher  crime  rate,  poorer  public  facilities  (schools  and 
hospitals)  and  a  lower  standard  of  living. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  impacts  on  employment  and  income,  public 

services,  and  education  are  presented  in  Section  4.11.1  of  the  EIS. 

287  38  ISSUE:  The  Rail  Garrison  system  is  a  first-strike  weapon  and  greatly 

increases  the  risk  of  nuclear  war.  The  EIS  should  discuss  this  as  one  of  the 
consequences  of  deployment. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  increased  risk  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  39  ISSUE:  The  United  States  already  has  more  than  sufficient  nuclear  arms 

to  deter  Soviet  attack,  no  additional  weapons  are  needed.  The  Air  Force 
has  no  good  reason  to  increase  the  risk  of  nuclear  war  nor  endanger  the 
United  States  by  putting  MX  missiles  on  railcars  at  Whiteman,  AFB, 
Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  40  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  the  use  of  Trident  II  missiles  as  an 

alternative  to  the  Proposed  Action.  This  would  be  a  much  better,  safer 
and  cheaper  method. 

RESPONSE:  Consideration  of  alternative  strategic  systems  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  41  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  as  an  alternative  to  the  Proposed  Action 

the  deployment  of  nonfirst-strike  weapons  which  are  lighter,  smaller  and 
less  expensive. 

RESPONSE:  Consideration  of  alternative  strategic  systems  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  42  ISSUE:  Adequate  public  notice  for  the  public  scoping  meetings  was  not 

given.  The  Federal  Register  was  the  only  notice  given  and  that  notice  did 
not  give  the  date,  time,  or  location  of  the  hearings. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  52. 

287  43  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  did  not  provide  the  public  with  sufficient 

information  to  evaluate  the  proposal  prior  to  scoping. 
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RESPONSE:  The  purpose  of  scoping  is  to  identify  issues  to  be  addressed  in 
the  EIS.  Handouts  were  distributed  to  the  public  at  the  meetings.  Inputs 
have  been  accepted  since  the  Notice  of  Intent  verbally  or  in  writing. 

287  44  ISSUE:  The  scoping  hearings  for  the  program  were  inadequate.  People 

wishing  to  speak  should  be  given  at  least  10  minutes  each  and  at  least 
6  hours  should  be  given  to  public  comment. 

RESPONSE:  Public  scoping  meetings  were  held  in  accordance  with  the 
Council  on  Environmental  Quality  Regulations  (40  CFR  1500-1508)  and  Air 
Force  Regulation  19-2.  Those  unable  to  speak  at  the  meetings  were 
encouraged  to  submit  written  input,  which  received  the  same 
consideration  as  spoken  comments.  The  purpose  of  scoping  is  to  identify 
issues  to  be  covered  by  the  EIS.  The  Final  EIS  covers  all  issues  that  are 
within  the  scope  of  the  EIS,  whether  identified  at  scoping  meetings,  in 
public  comments  to  the  Draft  EIS,  or  at  any  other  time. 

287  45  ISSUE:  Adequate  public  notice  of  the  hearings  was  not  given.  The  Air 

Force  should  take  out  advertisements  in  the  newspapers  and  radio  and  TV 
stations  in  each  community. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  9. 

287  46  ISSUE:  Written  information  needs  to  be  provided  to  the  public  more  than 

30  days  prior  to  the  public  hearings  to  comply  with  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

287  47  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  is  deficient  because  it  does  not  state  the  weight  of 

each  component  to  be  carried  on  the  missile  launch  car,  i.e.,  the  car 
itself,  the  canister,  the  launching  apparatus,  the  hoisting  apparatus,  and 
all  other  materials  on  the  car. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  train  is  adequately  described  in 

Section  1.3.2  of  the  EIS. 

287  48  ISSUE:  It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Air  Force  is  considering  launching 

the  MX  missiles  not  from  the  rail  cars  but  from  stationary,  permanent 
missile  silos  that  it  plans  to  build  at  various  points  along  the  rail  lines  that 
the  MX  rail  cars  would  travel.  The  Draft  EIS  for  the  proposed  MX  Rail 
Garrison  does  not  consider  any  of  the  numerous  and  substantial  peacetime 
environmental  impacts  of  the  construction,  maintenance  and  use  of 
stationary  missile  silos  for  launching  of  the  MX  missile. 

RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Action  does  not  include  use  of  missile  silos  of 
any  kind. 

287  49  ISSUE:  The  majority  of  the  weight  of  the  missile  launch  car  will  be 

concentrated  at  one  end.  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  risks  associated  with 
this  uneven  weight  distribution. 

RESPONSE:  Initial  concept  designs  for  the  missile  It  inch  car  do  not 
project  an  uneven  weight  distribution  for  the  launch  car.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 
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ISSUE:  The  center  of  gravity  of  the  missile  launch  car  will  be  dangerously 
high.  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  risks  associated  with  this  condition. 

RESPONSE:  The  center  of  gravity  for  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  cars 
will  not  be  dangerously  high.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  33, 
Comment  74  and  Document  287,  Comment  17. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  address  the  interaction  of  length,  weight,  center 
of  gravity  and  how  they  affect  the  stability  of  the  car  and  the  risks 
associated  with  this. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  74  and 

Document  287,  Comment  17. 

ISSUE:  Since  the  Air  Force  doesn't  know  the  final  design  of  the  missile 
launch  car,  it  might  be  substantially  larger  than  is  discussed  in  the  Draft 
EIS.  The  EIS  should  consider  the  greater  risks  inherent  in  any  greater 
length,  width,  weight,  etc. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  74  and 

Document  287,  Comment  17. 

ISSUE:  The  American  Association  of  Railroads  designates  any  car  more 
than  12  feet  wide  as  a  "wide  load,"  and  provides  that  all  adjacent  tracks 
must  be  cleared  to  avoid  accidents.  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  impact  of 
this  on  system  safety  and  security. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  not  anticipated  that  all  adjacent  tracks  must  be  cleared; 
see  EIS  Sections  1.3  and  5.1.5.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33, 
Comment  74. 

ISSUE:  It  is  unlikely  that  military  operations  will  have  significant 

experience  on  train  operation.  The  EIS  must  consider  the  increased  risk  of 
accidents  due  to  the  low  level  of  experience  of  Air  Force  operators. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comments  4  and  5. 

ISSUE:  The  "Unauthorized  Access"  section  of  the  Draft  EIS  does  not 
adequately  address  terrorism  and  sabotage.  The  environmental 
consequences  of  these  acts  should  be  addressed  specifically. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  and  enemy  threat  assessment  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  In  order  to  interface  with  the  commercial  railway  system,  the  Air 
Force  will  need  to  communicate  its  intentions.  How  will  terrorists  be 
prevented  from  following  these  communications  and  waiting  to  ambush 
Rail  Garrison  trains? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  34, 
Comment  17. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  environmental  impact  of  the  safety 
measures  that  the  Air  Force  will  take  to  avoid  sabotage  and  terrorist 
attacks. 


( 


RESPONSE:  Sea  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  21. 

287  58  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  deal  with  the  public  interface  problems  associated 

with  acts  of  civil  disobedience  directed  toward  Rail  Garrison.  Congress 
specifically  wanted  the  Air  Force  to  address  this. 

RESPONSE:  The  unpredictability  of  Peacekeeper  train  movements  for 
mainline  training  or  dispersal  will  make  holding  of  vigils  by  potential 
demonstrators  on  the  track  off  the  base  difficult.  Therefore,  no  civil 
disturbance  of  substantial  scale  or  duration  is  anticipated.  If  such  a 
disturbance  should  occur,  federal,  military,  and  civil  law  enforcement 
agencies  have  the  responsibility  and  capability  to  maintain  order.  While 
the  offbase  tracks  will  not  be  secured  by  military  personnel,  the  trains 
will  be.  The  security  personnel  on  the  trains  will  safeguard  them.  In  the 
event  that  individuals  were  to  interfere  with  train  operations,  security 
measures  could  be  taken  including  detention  of  those  responsible  for 
criminal  offenses  against  the  trains  or  crews.  Such  detainees  would  be 
turned  over  promptly  to  appropriate  civil  authorities.  The  measures  to 
assure  maintenance  of  order  and  the  security  of  the  train  are  not 
anticipated  to  cause  significant  environmental  impacts. 

287  59  ISSUE:  On  June  17,  1966,  a  United  States  plane  crashed  in  Spain  while 

carrying  nuclear  missiles  and  one  missile  was  missing  for  several  months. 
The  EIS  should  consider  the  risk  and  consequences  of  having  a  warhead 
missing  for  several  days,  weeks  or  months. 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  a  crash  involving  an  Air  Force  C-141B 
aircraft  transporting  a  reentry  system  (RS)  is  very  unlikely  (see  EIS 
Section  5.3.2).  Moreover,  in  the  event  of  a  crash,  the  probability  of  a 
reentry  vehicle  (RV)  and  its  attendant  warhead  being  separated  from  the 
RS  and  lost  is  even  more  unlikely.  However,  in  the  extremely  unlikely 
event  that  a  warhead  would  be  further  separated  from  a  RV,  and  could  not 
be  located  and  was  "leaking''  radiation,  it  would  be  quickly  located  by 
radiation  detectors.  If  no  radiation  was  escaping,  the  only  consequence 
during  the  time  it  was  temporarily  missing  would  be  that  a  potentially 
large  area  might  be  cordoned  off  while  the  crews  searched  for  it. 

287  60  ISSUE:  Army  documents  that  are  incorporated  into  the  EIS  by  reference 

should  be  made  available  to  the  public  and  an  additional  45  days  provided 
for  written  comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  after  providing  this  material. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  50,  Comments  1  and  2. 


287  61  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  state  what  criteria  will  be  used  and  what  tests  will 

be  run  by  the  Air  Force  Inspection  and  Safety  Center  and  the  Department 
of  Defense  Explosive  Safety  Board  for  certification  and  siting  approval  of 
facilities. 


RESPONSE:  See  the  discussion  in  Section  5.1  of  the  EIS.  The  criteria  and 
other  details  of  the  procedures  used  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

287  62  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  consequence  of  sabotage  by  Air  Force 

personnel. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  28. 
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ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  the  risk  of  accident  due  to  problems  with 
communications  between  Air  Force  and  civilian  train  controllers. 

RESPONSE:  The  means  of  communication  between  Peacekeeper  trains 
and  civilian  train  controllers  are  described  in  EIS  Section  5.2. 1.1. 
Communications  between  Peacekeeper  train  and  certain  controllers  will 
be  as  efficient,  or  more  efficient,  than  communication  between  the 
controller  and  commercial  trains.  The  Federal  Railway  Administration 
rail  accident  data  used  to  predict  accidents  and  calculate  risk  in  the  EIS 
safety  analysis  includes  accidents  caused  by  miscommunieation.  The 
safety  analysis  in  the  EIS  therefore  includes  the  risk  of  accidents  due  to 
Peacekeeper  trains  to  train  controller  communication  problems. 

ISSUE:  Trains  would  be  dispersed  in  times  of  "national  need."  The  term 
"national  need"  is  not  defined  anywhere  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  approximate  both  the  frequency  and  duration  of 
the  "times  of  national  need"  or  there  is  no  way  for  the  public  to  evaluate 
the  risk*of  an  accident. 

RESPONSE:  Any  approximation  of  frequency  or  duration  of  the  strategic 
dispersal  of  the  system  would  be  speculative.  The  1962  Cuban  Missile 
Crisis  and  1973  Middle  East  War  are  examples  of  the  magnitude  of  crisis 
constituting  national  need.  A  four  week  long  dispersal  was  assumed  for 
the  safety  analysis  reported  in  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  evaluate  the  risk  of  sabotage  during  the  20  hrs/day 
that  the  train  is  not  moving  while  it  is  dispersed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  propellants  used  by  the  Air  Force  must  be  stored  under 
carefully  controlled  environmental  conditions.  The  EIS  should  deal  with 
the  risk  and  consequences  should  the  fuels  be  allowed  to  freeze  or 
overheat. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  40. 

ISSUE:  Was  the  collision  analysis  performed  with  computer  simulation  or 
through  the  use  of  actual  railcars? 

RESPONSE:  The  collision  analysis  reported  in  the  EIS  Safety  Chapter  5 
was  done  by  engineering  analysis  based  on  the  design  of  the  missile  launch 
car  and  design  and  test  data  on  actual  Peacekeeper  missiles  and  launch 
canisters.  Also  see  response  to  Document  119,  Comment  8. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  says  the  reentry  vehicle  will  not  likely  be  breached 
in  a  fire.  The  EIS  should  quantify  the  risk  so  the  danger  can  be  evaluated. 

RESPONSE:  Fire  resistance  tests  of  the  reentry  vehicle  are  not  sufficient 
to  quantify  that  risk  in  isolation.  The  probabilistic  risk  assessment 
summarized  in  EIS  Section  5.3  includes  a  conservative  estimate  of  the 
probability  that  radioactive  material  would  be  released.  That  assessment 
takes  into  account  the  possibility  of  release  from  various  causes  including 
fire,  crash,  puncture,  and  impact.  The  probability  of  release  is  not  broken 
down  by  cause. 


287  70  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  says  the  pressure  of  a  fire  would  likely  cause  the 

reentry  vehicle  (RV)  to  be  expelled  from  the  fire.  The  EIS  then  should 
evaluate  the  risk  that  one  or  more  nuclear  warheads  would  not  be  found 
for  several  days. 

RESPONSE:  The  statement  that  an  RV  would  likely  be  expelled  from  a 
propellant  fire  is  not  in  the  Final  EIS.  That  might  happen,  but  it  is  not 
certain  how  often  it  would  happen.  The  probability  of  radioactive 
material  dispersal  would  be  less  if  it  were  expelled.  Because  the 
probability  of  an  RV  being  expelled  could  not  be  determined,  the  reduction 
in  total  risk  expected  to  result  was  not  subtracted  from  the  total  risk, 
making  the  analysis  conservative. 

287  71  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  makes  the  false  assumption  that  rail  accidents  are 

equally  likely  to  occur  in  urban,  suburban  and  rural  communities.  Rail 
accidents  are  more  likely  to  occur  in  areas  of  high  population  density. 

RESPONSE:  For  the  safety  analyses,  rail  accidents  were  assumed  to 
occur  in  each  of  the  three  population  density  areas  in  proportion  to  the 
amount  of  track  in  each  of  those  areas.  That  assumption  takes  into 
account  the  fact  that  track  density,  i.e.,  amount  of  track  per  square  mile, 
is  higher  in  urban  areas  than  suburban  or  rural  areas.  The  fact  that  urban- 
area  accidents  generally  occur  at  lower  speeds  and  are  less  severe  tends 
to  balance  out  any  greater  frequency  of  accidents  in  urban  areas.  The 
method  used  in  the  EIS  is  considered  to  be  reasonable. 

287  72  ISSUE:  What  was  the  upper  limit  of  exposure  and  how  many  people  will  be 

exposed  to  adversely  affecting  radiation  doses  in  a  mishap? 

RESPONSE:  The  estimated  upper  limit  of  exposure  is  0.6.  The  latent 
cancer  rate  estimated  to  result  from  that  level  of  exposure  is  2  persons 
per  million  exposed. 

287  73  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  take  into  account  that  air  transportation  accidents 

are  much  more  likely  to  occur  in  urban  and  suburban  areas  (near  runways) 
than  in  rural  areas. 

RESPONSE:  Calculating  air  transportation  risk  as  proportional  to  the 
quantity  of  travel  in  each  of  the  population  zones  is  a  reasonable 
balancing  of  frequency  and  severity  factors.  More  accidents  occur  in  or 
near  runways,  which  are  near  population  centers  generally,  but  those 
accidents  are  usually  less  severe  in  terms  of  impact  speed,  crush,  and 
puncture  forces,  etc.,  than  those  that  occur  in  rural  areas. 

287  74  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  seriously  consider  the  problems  caused  by 

the  secondary  fires  caused  by  the  burning  missile  propellants. 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  that  the  missile  propellant  would  explode  in  a 
manner  that  would  expel  burning  chunks  of  propellant  is  expected  to  be 
very  small.  Tests  have  shown  that  it  will  burn  in  place  rather  than 
explode  under  the  conditions  likely  to  occur  in  a  rail  accident.  The 
likelihood  of  secondary  fires  and  their  environmental  and  human  health 
effects  would  vary  greatly  depending  on  the  location  of  an  accident.  A 
description  of  the  possible  scattering  of  burning  chunks  of  propellant  is 
included  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 
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75  ISSUE:  The  EIS  does  not  deal  with  the  fact  that  firefighters  are  not 
equipped  or  trained  to  deal  with  fires  involving  the  chemicals  used  as 
propellants  for  the  Peacekeeper  missile. 

RESPONSE:  In  the  unlikely  event  of  a  mishap,  the  Department  of  Defense 
and  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  would  respond  by  deploying 
teams  specially  trained  and  equipped  to  deal  with  any  contingency.  Until 
such  response  forces  arrive  at  the  scene,  the  train  commander  or  other 
designated  crew  members  will  maintain  control  of  the  accident  scene. 
Local  firefighters  and  other  first  responders  will  be  appropriately  directed 
in  their  response  efforts.  Such  direction  will  include  information  about 
the  type  and  nature  of  the  chemicals  involved  and  the  best  way  of  dealing 
with  the  situation  on  an  interim  basis  while  the  response  team  is  in  transit 
(Also  see  EIS  Section  5.5). 

287  76  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  seriously  consider  the  consequences  of  fouling 

individuals'  and  communities'  water  systems  with  propellants  after  a  spill. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  discussed  in  EIS  Section  5.4. 

287  77  ISSUE:  The  EIS  assumes  a  constant  movement  of  the  MMH  plume.  A 

heavy  gas  may  settle  in  one  area  at  higher  concentrations.  The  EIS  should 
consider  this  risk. 

RESPONSE:  The  assessment  of  the  risk  posed  by  gas  which  is  heavier  than 
air  is  based  on  meteorological  conditions  which  would  cause  the  more 
serious  consequences.  It  would  accumulate  in  low  terrain  at  higher 
concentrations,  but  over  a  smaller  area,  potentially  affecting  fewer 
people.  The  assumption  used  in  the  EIS  is  therefore  considered  more 
indicative  of  the  magnitude  of  the  risk  than  the  assumption  suggested  in 
the  comment. 

287  78  ISSUE:  What  are  the  long-term  toxic  effects  of  MMH  exposures? 

RESPONSE:  Hydrazine  compounds  are  hepatotoxic  and  would  affect 
normal  liver  functions.  MMH  is  also  a  suspect  human  carcinogen  (see  EIS 
Section  5.4.2. 1). 

287  79  ISSUE:  What  are  the  short-term  effects  of  MMH  exposure? 

RESPONSE:  Short-term  effects:  if  inhaled,  the  vapor  causes  local 

irritation  of  the  respiratory  tract,  followed  by  systemic  effects.  Systemic 
effects  at  30  ppm  would  involve  the  central  nervous  system  and  cause 
tremors.  In  addition,  MMH  can  penetrate  skin,  causing  systemic  effects 
similar  to  those  produced  when  MMH  is  inhaled  (see  EIS  Section  5.4.2. 1). 

287  80  ISSUE:  Nitrogen  tetroxide  is  heavier  than  air  and  heavy  concentrations 

would  be  trapped  in  valleys,  trenches  and  other  low-lying  areas.  The  EIS 
should  consider  this  problem. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  77. 

287  81  ISSUE:  How  will  local  firefighting  teams  be  informed  of  the  risk  of  the 

chemicals  involved  in  a  Peacekeeper  accident? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  75. 
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ISSUE:  How  would  individuals  be  kept  from  approaching  the  accident 
site? 

RESPONSE:  Security  and  safety  cordons  would  be  established  as  soon  as 
possible.  Local  law  enforcement  agencies  are  likely  to  be  the  first 
responders  and  will  act  to  protect  the  public  in  this  circumstance  the 
same  ways  they  would  in  other  situations.  Military  response  units  assume 
responsibility  as  soon  as  they  arrive. 

ISSUE:  What  are  the  increased  risks  and  consequences  of  secondary  fires 
and  other  secondary  consequences  due  to  the  fact  that  rescue  personnel 
will  not  be  able  to  approach  the  site  of  the  accident  for  a  significant 
amount  of  time? 

RESPONSE:  The  increase  in  risks  and  consequences  which  may  result 
from  rescue  personnel  not  being  able  to  approach  the  accident  site  for  a 
significant  amount  of  time  were  not  calculated  separately.  However,  the 
potential  severity  of  an  accident  and  the  reasonably  expected 
consequences  were  considered  in  the  calculation  of  risk  in  Section  5.3  of 
the  EIS  and  description  of  consequences  in  EIS  Section  5.4. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  says  there  is  "virtually  no  possibility  of  a  nuclear 
detonation."  The  EIS  should  quantify  this  statement. 

RESPONSE:  Minimum  design  standards  for  United  States  warheads 

require  that  the  probability  of  a  nuclear  detonation  be  less  than  one  in  one 
billion  under  normal  circumstances  and  less  than  one  in  one  billion  over 
the  service  of  life  of  a  weapon  and  less  than  one  in  one  million  per 
exposure  to  an  abnormal  environment  (for  example,  an  accident). 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  state  what  fraction  of  the  nuclear  material  would 
be  disbursed  in  particles  small  enough  to  be  inhaled  and  lodged  in  lungs. 
The  Final  EIS  should  define  distance  of  contamination.  EIS  Section  5.4.4. 1 
implies  that  it  would  be  an  eight  square  mile  area. 

RESPONSE:  The  analysis  of  the  risks  associated  with  the  potential  for 
release  of  radioactive  materials  required  consideration  of  classified 
information.  In  order  to  produce  an  unclassified  discussion  of  that  risk, 
some  details  of  the  calculations  had  to  be  deleted.  The  "respirable 
fraction"  is  one  of  the  deleted  details  but  will  be  included  in  the  classified 
annex. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  says  no  significant  long-term  impacts  result  from 
radioactive  materials  disbursed  by  an  explosion.  Define  long-term 
impacts. 

RESPONSE:  The  long-term  impacts  of  radioactive  material 

contamination  cure  possible  human  exposure  and  a  risk  of  latent  cancer 
resulting  from  that.  The  section  containing  the  quoted  statement  has 
been  rewritten  in  EIS  Section  5.4.4. 

ISSUE:  What  are  the  short-term  impacts  created  by  the  dispersal  of 
radioactive  materials  in  an  explosion? 

RESPONSE:  Short-term  impacts  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  5.4.4. 


287  88  ISSUE:  The  EIS  says  surface  water  contaminated  by  radioactive  particles 

may  pose  z  limited  risk  to  biota.  This  risk  should  be  quantified  for  the  EIS 
to  be  accurate. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  84. 

287  89  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  the  cost  of  removing  and  destroying 

radioactive  food  after  an  accident. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  difficult  to  speculate  on  the  cost  of  hypothetical 
contamination.  The  Air  Force  would  be  responsible  for  those  costs  in  the 
event  contamination  occurs. 

287  90  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  the  cumulative  effect  of  exposure  to 

radiation  from  radioactive  food  along  with  exposure  from  other  potential 
sources  of  radiation. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  discussed  in  EIS  Section  5.4.4  are  cumulative. 

287  91  ISSUE:  Even  if  there  was  no  radiation  leak,  the  loss  to  farmers  from 

dropping  prices  caused  by  fear  of  contamination  could  reach  tens  of 
millions  of  dollars.  The  EIS  should  consider  the  economic  impact  of 
perceived  radiation  contamination. 

RESPONSE:  Radiation  is  very  easy  to  detect.  Screening  farm  products 
for  contamination  would  be  easy  and  inexpensive.  Unreasonable  fear  of 
contamination  is  not  expected  to  be  widespread  enough  to  affect  crop 
values. 

287  92  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  examine  how  long  it  would  take  an  "advance 

contamination  survey  party"  to  reach  the  scene  of  a  derailment. 

RESPONSE:  The  response  time  would  vary  greatly,  depending  on  the 
location.  The  Nuclear  Accident  Response  Procedures  manual  estimates 
(for  planning  purposes  only)  that  the  advance  team  will  determine  whether 
contamination  is  present  approximately  2  hours  after  the  National 
Military  Command  Center  is  notified  of  an  accident. 

287  93  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  state  how  people  will  know  to  contact  Chemtrec  in 

case  of  an  emergency  and  how  to  find  the  Chemtrec  telephone  number. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  75. 

287  94  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  seriously  consider  the  economic  effects 

spending  these  billions  of  dollars  on  education,  health  or  retiring  the 
national  debt. 

RE8PONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

287  95  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  consider  the  vastly  decreased  property  values  for 

land  near  Rail  Garrisons  and  missile  rail  lines. 

RESPONSE:  No  adverse  impacts  on  land  values  are  projected  to  result 
from  the  program.  See  individual  Housing  sections  for  each  location  in 
Chapter  4. 
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96  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  provide  the  average  and  median  duration  of  jobs 
that  will  be  created  as  a  result  of  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  Program -related  construction  jobs  could  continue  over  a 
3-year  period  although  based  on  past  programs,  most  would  have  a 
duration  between  6  and  18  months.  The  duration  of  program-related  jobs 
during  the  construction  phase  is  dependent  upon  the  private  companies 
who  are  awarded  construction  contracts.  Jobs  related  to  the  operations  of 
the  program  would  have  no  limitations  on  duration. 

287  97  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  list  the  specific  job  categories  that  will  be  created 

by  Rail  Garrison  deployment. 

RESPONSE:  Virtually  all  types  of  building  trades  and  crafts  will  be 
required  during  the  construction  phase  of  the  program.  Operations 
requirements  for  civilian  employees  will  be  primarily  in  administration 
and  services. 

287  98  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  list  the  average  and  median  hourly  wage  the  Air 

Force  plans  to  pay  workers. 

RESPONSE:  Average  construction  wages  based  on  a  cross-sector  of 
trades  and  crafts  is  about  $29,100  annually.  Average  nonconstruction 
civilian  wages  are  about  $23,900  annually.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  50,  Comment  8. 

287  99  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  state  the  amount  of  work  (in  dollars)  that  will  be 

done  by  out-of-state  contractors  and  their  employees. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  98. 

287  100  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  list  the  amount  of  jobs,  expressed  as  percentage, 

numbers  and  dollars,  that  will  be  filled  by  military  personnel  at  Whiteman 
AFB,  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  During  the  peak  construction  year,  89  jobs,  or  20  percent  of 
the  program,  will  be  military.  The  average  annual  salary  for  these 
positions  is  about  $19,000.  During  operations,  281  jobs,  or  83  percent  of 
the  program,  will  be  military  with  an  average  annual  salary  of  $17,400. 

288  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

289  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas  from  a  military  and  economical  standpoint. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

290  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

291  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Malmstrom  AFB, 
Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Co m mentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 
Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  poor  quality  of  tracks  in  Montana  which  is 
evidenced  by  numerous  train  derailments.  Statistics  on  number  of  deaths, 
injuries,  property  loss,  and  income  loss  need  to  be  studied. 

RESPONSE:  Safety  is  paramount,  the  Air  Force  will  not  use  unsafe 
tracks.  Also  see  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

2  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  none  of  the  concerns  from  the  Great  Falls, 
Montana  scoping  hearing  were  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

3  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  effects  of  an  atomic  explosion?  There  is  no 
proposal  to  protect  the  civilian  population  in  the  event  of  such  an 
occurrence. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  21,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  a  breakdown  of  all  income  coming 
from  services  provided  by  the  Air  Force  and  money  for  services  provided 
locally  in  Great  Falls,  Montana  by  outside  contractors. 

RESPONSE:  The  increase  in  personal  income  due  to  the  program 

represents  the  earnings  which  would  go  to  all  program-related  employees 
(direct  civilian  workers,  military  personnel,  and  the  secondary  jobholders) 
in  the  Great  Falls  area.  Money  provided  for  services  by  outside 
contractors  is  not  included  in  these  estimates. 

5  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  the  cost  of  housing  provided  by  the 
Air  Forc^n  Great  Falls,  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Current  projections  of  housing  vacancies  and  potential  new 
construction  in  Great  Falls  suggests  that  the  Air  Force  would  not  have  to 
provide  any  additional  units  through  its  housing  programs  (see  EIS 
Section  4.9. 1.3). 

6  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  actual  contributions  made  to  Great 
Falls,  Montana  by  the  Air  Force  to  offset  the  direct  costs  of 
implementation  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Costs  of  implementation  of  the  program  are  borne  by  all 
taxpayers  nationwide  and  not  just  by  residents  of  Great  Falls.  Economic 
contributions  to  the  Great  Falls  area  are  presented  in  EIS  Section  4.9.1. 3. 
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7  ISSUE:  All  data  both  pro  and  con  should  be  included  in  the  Final  EIS  so 
that  the  figures  can  be  verified. 

RESPONSE:  The  Final  EIS  was  prepared  in  accordance  with  the  Council 
on  Environmental  Quality  Regulations  implementing  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act. 

294  8  ISSUE:  The  safety  record  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana  should  be  exposed 

to  facilitate  the  accuracy  of  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  Malmstrom  AFB's  safety  record  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

294  9  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  the  sabotage  issue  and  other  issues 

including  the  safety  of  communities  through  which  these  trains  must  pass. 

RESPONSE:  The  available  information  on  the  issue  indicates  that  the 
probability  that  sabotage  would  be  attempted  and  would  result  in  a  missile 
propellant  fire  or  explosion  is  extremely  small.  Because  there  is  no 
relevant  pattern  of  sabotage  from  which  to  generalize,  the  probability 
estimate  is  necessarily  qualitative.  However,  the  consequences  of  a 
propellant  fire  or  explosion  and  other  mishaps  are  described  in  the  EIS  and 
no  evidence  suggests  the  consequences  would  be  any  greater  in  an  instance 
of  sabotage  than  described  for  the  accidental  occurrence  of  those 
events.  Also  see  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 

294  10  ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  statement  made  at  Great  Falls, 

Montana  public  hearing  that  trains  at  no  time  would  be  going  anywhere 
near  rail  switching  systems. 

RESPONSE:  The  response  provided  at  the  public  hearing  stated  that  it 
would  be  very  unlikely  that  the  Peacekeeper  trains  would  be  in  a  transfer 
yard  for  a  length  of  time  if  the  system  were  ever  deployed. 

294  11  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  30  mph  speed  limit  for  the  trains  is 

unrealistic  and  misleading. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

294  12  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  because  the  system  is  stationary  it  is  an 

attempt  to  violate  treaties  that  are  in  place  or  are  being  negotiated. 

RESPONSE:  Violations  of  treaties  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

295  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas  because  there  would  not  be  any  adverse  effect  on  the 
environment  or  the  community. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

296  1  ISSUE:  Has  the  communication  system  that  is  dependent  upon  Montana 

■  Power  Company  been  adequately  examined? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  will  increase 

Montana  Power’s  peak  demand  for  electricity  by  less  than  one  percent. 
The  program  will  have  no  effect  on  the  existing  communication  system. 
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ISSUE:  In  the  event  of  an  emergency  with  a  minimum  amount  of  warning, 
would  not  the  rail-based  missile  in  the  garrisons  be  more  apt  to  be 
destroyed  rather  than  in  individual  silos? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  deployment  of  Peacekeeper  missile  at  Little 
Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  because  of  economic  opportunities. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  If  a  nuclear  attack  can  happen  in  only  a  few  minutes,  how  would 
the  MX  Rail  be  useful  if  it  is  to  be  taken  out  of  garrison  and  that  takes 
4-6  hours? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  involving  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Doesn't  arming  the  rail  in  a  need  situation  promote  a  first-strike 
attitude? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Does  not  storage  of  the  MX  and  other  nuclear  weapons  create  a 
target  for  the  enemy  to  aim  at? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  What  other  economic  carrots  with  job  potential  are  being  offered 
to  devastated  farm  communities  besides  weapon  involvement? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 
at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  missile  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 
Arkansas  because  a  strong  defense  means  a  peaceful  coexistence  with  our 
world  neighbors. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  During  a  national  crisis  when  the  Peacekeeper  train  would  be  on 
the  passenger  track,  there  would  likely  be  much  heavier  use  of  the 
railroad  by  those  hoping  to  escape  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  Railroad  dispatchers  control  traffic  on  the  rail  network.  In  a 
time  of  national  need,  Peacekeeper  trains  will  receive  top  priority. 

ISSUE:  Concerned  that  a  vulnerable  (faulty)  track  will  be  used  as  a  launch 


RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

302  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  submitted 

newspaper  article  on  a  train  derailment. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

303  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Little  Rock 

AFB,  Arkansas,  and  sees  no  negative  environmental  matters.  The  program 
would  be  a  great  addition  to  the  community. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

304  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  deployment  in 

Jacksonville,  Arkansas.  Issues  have  been  discussed  satisfactorily  and  it  is 
apparent  that  environmental  impact  will  be  minimal.  The  economic 
impact  will  be  beneficial  to  the  community. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

305  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  no  action  and  that  no  nuclear  weapons  be 

deployed  in  Michigan  or  anywhere. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

306  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  nuclear  weapons.  Whatever  needs  to  be 

done  can  be  done  by  agreement,  if  the  motives  on  both  sides  are  equal. 
Also  submitted  newspaper  article  on  United  States  inspection  at  Soviet 
sites. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

306  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  asks  what  publication  discusses  the  Soviet  rejection  of 

limiting  their  mobile  trains  and  truck  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  Such  limits  are  being  discussed  under  the  START  talks 
between  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet  Union. 

306  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  because  of  the 

economics  involved. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

307  1  ISSUE:  The  Minot  schools  welcome  the  opportunity  to  meet  the  needs  of 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

308  1  ISSUE:  Define  national  need,  so  we  can  understand  what  circumstances 

Rail  Garrison  would  be  activated  beyond  the  base. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

308  2  ISSUE:  Where  can  a  citizen  obtain  copies  of  the  Draft  EIS  supplementary 

documents. 
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RESPONSE:  No  supplementing  documents  have  been  prepared  in  support 
of  the  Draft  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  2. 

308  3  ISSUE:  Railroads  should  be  addressed  in  the  transportation  section  for 

F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  railroads  in  the  F.E.  Warren,  AFB  area  are 
addressed  in  EIS  Section  4.1.2. 

308  4  ISSUE:  No  county  officials  in  the  Panhandle  received  any  word  on 

potential  basing  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  Only  those  counties  impacted  by  the  potential  deployment 
were  notified  of  the  project. 

309  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  total  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  system  at  Little 

Rock,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

310  1  ISSUE:  What  is  the  life  expectancy  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  61. 

310  2  ISSUE:  What  is  to  be  done  with  the  radioactive  wastes  when  the  life  of 

the  system  is  over? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  63  and 

Document  50,  Comment  30. 

310  3  ISSUE:  This  system  is  based  on  the  idea  of  a  winnable  nuclear  war.  There 

are  many  scientists  who  believe  that  there  is  no  such  thing  and  that 
nuclear  war  -  even  on  a  small  scale  would  lead  to  a  nuclear  winter.  How 
do  you  respond  to  this? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  increased  risk  of  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

310  4  ISSUE:  What  is  the  definition  of  a  "Peacekeeper”  nuclear  weapon? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  is  described  in  EIS  Chapter  1. 

310  5  ISSUE:  Who  will  be  responsible  for  cleanup  of  contamination  in  case  of  a 

derailment  or  some  other  devastating  accident? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  84. 

310  6  ISSUE:  How  can  you  be  sure  that  your  moving  missile  launcher  will  act  as 

planned  when  Murphy's  Law  is  always  at  work,  especially  where  moving 
parts  are  involved? 

RESPONSE:  Measures  that  will  be  taken  to  ensure  safe  operation  are 
described  in  EIS  Chapter  5.  Issues  concerning  system  reliability  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  properly  address  the  No  Action  Alternative 
other  than  the  statement  made  in  the  Draft  EIS.  "No  Action"  and  spending 
the  money  in  education  or  leaving  it  in  the  civilian  economy  should  be 
analyzed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  31. 

2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  anywhere  because  the  money 
would  be  better  spent  on  education  and  a  more  productive  economy. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Comment  made  that  the  economic  benefits  in  Grand  Forks,  North 
Dakota  will  not  be  evenly  distributed,  such  as  retail  business  and  service 
sectors.  There  are  no  benefits  for  government  employees  or  retired 
people. 

RESPONSE:  Economic  benefits  would  be  experienced  primarily  in  the 
construction,  transportation  services,  and  trade  sectors,  however,  all 
sectors  may  experience  some  program-related  activity. 

2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  adequately  discuss  the  economic  impacts  of 
the  No  Action  Alternative. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  31. 

3  ISSUE:  Will  the  system  make  us  safer?  Will  it  destabilize  the  dynamic 
balance  we  have  with  the  Soviets  and  will  it  encourage  them  to  react  with 
a  "hair  trigger"  in  times  of  crisis. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  There  is  no  justifiable  military  need  for  building  mobile 
Peacekeeper  missiles.  It  will  add  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States,  but 
it  will  escalate  the  arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  implementation  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  system  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  and  recognizes  the 
attendant  responsibilities  of  the  surrounding  communities  to  the  logistics, 
operations,  and  increased  labor  force  in  support  thereof. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Hearing  notice  fails  to  conform  to  Air  Force  Department  of 
Defense  (DOD)  Regulation  989.15  (b)  (2). 

RESPONSE:  A  review  of  the  DOD  regulation  indices  reveals  no  reference 
to  DOD  Regulation  Section  989.15(b)(2).  Air  Force  regulations  are  not 
enumerated  in  this  manner. 

2  ISSUE:  The  EIS  is  not  widely  available. 

RESPONSE:  The  Draft  EIS  was  sent  to  everyone  who  either  attended  a 
scoping  meeting  and  filled  out  a  card  requesting  one,  or  sent  a  letter  to 
the  Air  Force.  Copies  were  also  sent  to  selected  libraries. 
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ISSUE:  Public  hearings  are  not  being  held  at  a  sufficient  number  of 
locations. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  Time  between  distribution  of  the  Draft  EIS  and  hearing  yvas  not 
sufficient  for  adequate  preparation  of  a  critique. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Supporting  documents  (to  Draft  EIS)  were  not  provided  when 
requested,  which  made  it  impossible  to  analyze  data  properly. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  308,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  has  not  released  transcripts  of  the  scoping  meetings 
when  requested  to  do  so. 

RESPONSE:  Publication  of  scoping  meeting  transcripts  is  not  required. 
Transcripts  of  hearings  for  the  Draft  EIS  will  be  published  in  Volume  II  of 
the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  Three  hours  is  not  sufficient  for  this  meeting  given  the  fact  that 
the  Air  Force  uses  up  part  of  that  time  for  their  presentation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  adequately  present  the  alternatives, 

including  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  has  not  included  the  impact  of  building  an  ABM 
system  to  protect  the  MX. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  6. 

ISSUE:  Concerned  about  baseline  analysis  for  Grand  Forks,  North 

Dakota.  The  Draft  EIS  is  flawed  because  all  demographic  projections  are 
based  on  an  influx  of  1,004  people  for  the  Over-the-Horizon  program. 

RESPONSE:  Should  the  Over-the-Horizon  radar  program  not  be  deployed, 
the  availability  of  housing,  public  services,  classroom  space,  and  local 
government  finances  would  be  larger  than  stated  in  the  Draft  EIS.  As  a 
result,  impacts  would  be  lower  than  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  has  not  considered  the  extent  of  which  the  proposed 
project  is  controversial. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  104,  Comment  3. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  address  the  degree  to  which  this  action 
establishes  a  precedent  for  future  actions. 

RESPONSE:  The  degree  to  which  the  Proposed  Action  and  alternatives 
may  have  established  a  precedent  for  future  actions  with  significant 
effects  or  representing  a  decision  in  principle  about  a  future  consideration 


was  considered  according  to  Council  of  Environmental  Quality  regulations 
(see  EIS  Chapter  3). 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  adequately  address  decommissioning. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

ISSUE:  Relying  on  future  improved  technology  for  the  handling  and 

disposal  of  nuclear  waste  could  pose  dangers  to  air,  water,  and  food 
products  ultimately  consumed  by  humans. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  deploying  the  proposed  system  and  states 
an  alternative  plan  should  be  completed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  because  it 
increases  the  likelihood  of  nuclear  confrontation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Is  Rail  Garrison  spending  an  effective  creator  of  jobs  compared 
with  alternative  ways  of  using  government  monies? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Will  Rail  Garrison  spending  create  the  kinds  of  jobs  most  needed 
and  most  helpful  in  developing  a  vital  economy? 

RESPONSE:  Analysis  of  the  impact  of  government  spending  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Will  Rail  Garrison  spending  represent  an  efficient  or  equitable  use 
of  government  resources? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  suggests  we  concentrate  on  promoting  international 
understanding  and  solving  our  serious  environmental  problems  rather  than 
military  buildup. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Resolution  for  the  record  from  the  City  of  East  Grand  Forks, 
Minnesota  in  support  of  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  chosen  as  a  site 
of  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  State  of  Missouri  Federal  Assistance  Clearinghouse  in 

cooperation  with  interested  state  and  local  agencies  had  no  comments  or 
recommendations  to  offer. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 


322  1  ISSUE:  The  submitted  comments  are  an  exact  copy  of  a  major  portion  of 

Document  287. 
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RESPONSE:  See  Document  287,  Comments  47  through  100. 

1  ISSUE:  The  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census  July  1,  1984  population  for  the  City 
of  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  was  50,935. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  EIS  and  the  selection  of  Minot  AFB, 
North  Dakota  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  Rail  Garrison  because  it  is  what  is  best  for 
the  nation  and  has  minimal  impacts  on  Minot,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  because  it  is 
a  vital  part  of  our  nation  and  would  also  be  an  asset  to  Jacksonville, 
Arkansas  and  the  surrounding  communities. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  at  Jacksonville,  Arkansas  if 
approved  by  Congress. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  in 
Jacksonville,  Arkansas.  No  adverse  environmental  problems  have  been 
noted  over  the  21  years  of  the  Titan  missile  and  the  same  would  be  the 
case  for  this  system. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 


329  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  missile  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

330  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  because  the 

dollars  are  better  spent  on  food,  health  care,  education,  and  shelter  for 
each  United  States  citizen. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

330  2  ISSUE:  What  is  the  breakdown  of  new  civilian  jobs  versus  new  military 

jobs  in  the  Bossier-Shreveport,  Louisiana  area? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  peak  year  of  construction  activities  related  to  the 
Proposed  Action,  civilian  jobs  (including  secondary  jobs)  would  number  691 
and  military  jobs  would  be  110.  During  each  year  of  operations,  civilian 
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jobs  would  number  219  and  military  jobs  would  number  353  (see  EIS 
Section  4.3. 1.3). 

3  ISSUE:  Which  jobs  (quantity)  will  give  job  placement  to  citizens  presently 
living  in  Shreveport-Bossier,  Louisiana  both  during  construction  and 
operation  of  the  garrison? 

RESPONSE:  During  peak  construction  activities  for  the  Proposed  Action, 
approximately  580  local  hires  out  of  801  total  (civilian  and  military)  jobs 
created  are  projected.  During  operations,  174  local  hires  are  projected 
out  of  572  total  jobs  created  (see  EIS  Section  4.3. 1.3). 

4  ISSUE:  What  training  will  be  necessary  to  work  at  the  site  in  Louisiana 
(i.e.,  those  with  "hi-tech”  backgrounds  or  blue  collar  workers)? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  9. 

5  ISSUE:  How  many  new  military  personnel  will  be  imported  to  Barksdale 
AFB,  Louisiana? 

RESPONSE:  Military  personnel  would  number  110  during  the  peak 

construction  year  and  353  during  operations  and  would  all  be  inmigrants. 

1  ISSUE:  In  the  event  of  a  derailment  or  any  kind  of  accident,  the  impact 
would  affect  thousands,  even  millions  of  people  and  other  environmental 
life  in  an  area  at  least  50  to  100  miles  from  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri. 
This  was  not  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Safety  concerns  are  addressed  in  EIS  Chapter  5. 

2  ISSUE:  Commentor  disappointed  that  no  one  cares  if  the  MX  is  deployed 
at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  if  wildlife  habitats  will  be  destroyed. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  biological  resources  at  Whiteman  AFB  are 

discussed  in  Section  4.11.6.3  of  the  EIS. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Little  Rock 
AFB,  Arkansas.  All  environmental  issues  have  been  addressed  with  no 
adverse  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  The  proposed  system  should  not  be  developed  and  deployed 
because  it  is  a  first-strike  weapon  and  therefore  destabilizing,  the  United 
States  already  has  enough  nuclear  weapons;  the  nuclear  weapons  violate 
international  law;  and  the  promotion  of  the  system  by  the  Air  Force  is 
more  an  effort  to  preserve  and  enhance  Air  Force  jobs  and  promotions  in 
an  interservice  rivalry  with  the  Navy  than  a  genuine  concern  about 
national  security. 

RESPONSE:  Preservation  and  enhancement  of  Air  Force  jobs  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  full  support  of  Peacekeeper  deployment  at  Little 
Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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335  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  because  the 

dollars  spent  on  this  system  could  be  spent  in  a  more  productive  way. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

336  1  ISSUE:  Comment  for  the  record  in  full  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

337  1  ISSUE:  The  proposed  system  should  not  be  developed  and  deployed 

because  it  is  a  first-strike  weapon  and  therefore  destabilizing;  the  United 
States  already  has  enough  nuclear  weapons;  the  nuclear  weapons  violate 
international  law;  and  the  promotion  of  the  system  by  the  Air  Force  is 
more  an  effort  to  preserve  and  enhance  Air  Force  jobs  and  promotions  in 
an  interservice  rivalry  with  the  Navy  than  a  genuine  concern  about 
national  security. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and  Document  34, 
Comment  22. 

337  2  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  discuss  the  relative  events  of  this  system  and 

previously  proposed  basing  modes  that  were  rejected  and  should  show  how 
the  system  conforms  to  the  spirit  of  the  INF  treaty. 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

337  3  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  environmental  impacts  of  producing  the 

material  for  the  Peacekeeper  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  The  production  of  material  for  the  Peacekeeper  missile  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

337  4  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  environmental  impacts  of  the 

intentional  use  of  nuclear  wea^ns. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  intentional  use  of  nuclear  weapons  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

338  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas  because  of  additional  local  jobs  in  Jacksonville. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

339  1  ISSUE:  The  Rail  Garrison  basing  mode  is  destabilizing. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

339  2  ISSUE:  The  lag  time  of  four  to  six  hours  before  the  missiles  we  well 

spread  out  makes  this  basing  system  very  vulnerable  to  "surprise"  attack. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

339  3  ISSUE:  Using  public  train  tracks  poses  major  logistical  problems  if  the 

military  works  in  concert  with  civilian  railroad  workers,  then  Soviet 
intelligence  could  fairly  easily  infiltrate  the  system. 
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RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS. 
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4  ISSUE:  If  the  military  operates  the  train  alone,  there  is  a  likelihood  of 
confusion  and  possible  accidents  in  the  event  of  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

5  ISSUE:  Train  tracks  are  susceptible  to  natural  damages  and  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  Natural  damages  are  addressed  in  EIS  Section  5.2.3.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

6  ISSUE:  Having  the  missiles  continuously  riding  public  tracks  increases  all 
dangers. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  trains  would  be  dispersed  onto  the  national 
rail  network  only  during  times  of  national  need. 

7  ISSUE:  It  makes  no  sense  to  spend  more  money  on  the  Peacekeeper  when 
United  States  arms  control  policy  is  focused  on  eliminating  long-range 
nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  The  Wyoming  Department  of  Environmental  Quality  states  that 
permits  to  construct  must  be  obtained  for  certain  types  of  sediment 
control  structures,  and  water  and  sewer  line  extensions. 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  held  with  personnel  from  the  Wyoming 

Department  of  Environmental  Quality  determined  that  no  special 
construction  permit  was  required  with  respect  to  water  quality.  If 
constructed,  water  and  sewer  line  permits  would  be  obtained.  Estimates 
of  construction-induced  sedimentation  from  the  proposed  Rail  Garrison 
sites  are  provided  in  Section  4.2  of  the  EIS. 

2  ISSUE:  Statements  regarding  erosion  and  water  quality  are  confusing,  if 
not  contradictory.  Terms  such  as  "minor”  and  "short-term  impact"  are 
used  to  describe  water  quality,  while  Draft  EIS  Page  2-8  indicates  that 
impacts  from  soil  erosion  would  be  significant. 

RESPONSE:  Significant  soil  erosion  impacts  do  not  necessarily  result  in 
significant  water  quality  impacts,  particularly  if  the  site  is  remote  from  a 
water  body  or  drained  by  a  highly  intermittent  stream,  as  is  the  case  for 
the  north  garrison  site  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

3  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  leaving  102.4  acres  barren  of  vegetation  during 
the  life  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  For  the  program,  some  land  will  be  permanently  disturbed  by 
the  construction  of  facilities.  Land  that  is  temporarily  disturbed  during 
the  construction  phase  will  be  revegetated  to  the  extent  feasible. 

4  ISSUE:  Additional  information  should  be  provided  to  substantiate 
statements  regarding  erosion  and  water  quality  and  to  quantify  any 
impacts.  Mitigation  and  control  measures  should  be  identified. 
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RESPONSE:  Estimates  of  construction-induced  sedimentation  from  the 
proposed  Rail  Garrison  sites  are  provided  in  EIS  Sections  4.2.8  to  4.12.8. 
At  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  a  detention  pond  is  recommended  to 
control  potentially  significant  increases  in  storm  runoff  and  sedimentation 
in  the  Dry  Creek  drainage  if  concurrent  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  and  Small  ICBM  programs  occur.  In  addition,  EIS  Chapter  4 
summarizes  a  number  of  construction  practices  that  would  be 
incorporated  into  the  environmental  plans  developed  by  the  contractors 
selected  to  construct  the  various  portions  of  the  Rail  Garrison  program. 
These  include  the  best  management  practices  for  avoiding  soil  erosion,  for 
soil  stabilization,  and  revegetation  (EIS  Chapter  4  and  Section  4. 2. 7. 5). 

341  1  ISSUE:  At  the  public  hearing,  not  one  person,  agency,  or  group  presented 

a  serious,  logical,  and  realistic  argument  against  the  establishment  of 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  the  state  or  specifically  located  at  Little 
Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

342  1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  did  not  appear  to  have  any  adverse  impacts  caused 

by  deployment  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 
Arkansas.  Although  subjective  and  important,  the  relationship  between 
the  base  and  the  City  of  Jacksonville  was  not  touched  upon. 

RESPONSE:  In  every  resource  area,  a  Region  of  Influence  was  addressed 
as  to  where  impacts  are  likely  to  occur.  In  most  cases,  the  affected  area 
would  be  the  base  and  local  community,  such  as  Jacksonville. 

342  2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  Peacekeeper  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 

because  it  would  be  beneficial  to  the  base  and  the  City  of  Jacksonville. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

343  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 

Jacksonville,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

344  1  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  potential  hazards  such  as  a  missile 

propellant  fire  or  explosion  which  could  result  from  sabotage  and  the 
precautions  being  taken  to  prevent  such  an  incident. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

344  2  ISSUE:  The  psychological  impact  of  the  deployment  of  the  system,  and 

the  resulting  economic  impact  should  be  addressed  in  the  Final  EIS.  The 
psychological  impact  could  include  discouraging  people  or  businesses  from 
locating  in  the  area,  causing  an  economic  impact. 

RESPONSE:  Available  evidence  on  the  issue  indicates  that  there  is  a  net 
positive  economic  impact  as  a  result  of  deployment  of  a  missile  system  in 
an  area.  The  purely  psychological  effects  of  deployment  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

344  3  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  impact  of  decommissioning  and 

removing  the  system  from  the  deployment  installations. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

345  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  objects  to  nuclear  warhead  weapons  passing  through 

any  city  with  the  danger  of  rail  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

345  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  skeptical  of  the  purpose  of  this  mobile  basing  to 

shield  the  locations  and  keep  it  unknown. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

345  3  ISSUE:  Doubling  the  number  of  Peacekeeper  missiles  is  counter  to 

Congressional  approval  and  counter  to  the  weapons  reduction  efforts  being 
pursued  by  the  administration. 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  and  need  of  the  program  are  discussed  in  EIS 
Section  1.1. 

345  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

346  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Little 

Rock  AFB,  Arkansas.  All  aspects  pro  and  con  of  the  proposed  program 
were  covered  at  length  and  in  detail. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

347  1  ISSUE:  With  the  sophisticated  intelligence  technologies  today,  commentor 

questions  the  effectiveness  of  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

347  2  ISSUE:  In  the  event  of  a  train  wreck,  how  will  plutonium  leaks  be 

minimized  and  what  kind  of  test  will  be  performed  to  study  this  problem 
for  safe  missile  transportation? 

RESPONSE:  The  design  and  construction  of  the  reentry  vehicle,  reentry 
system,  launch  cannister  and  missile  launch  car  ensure  that  the  probability 
of  release  of  radioactive  material  is  minimal.  Inspections  and  tests  of 
those  components,  to  ensure  compliance  with  design  requirements,  will 
precede  deployment  of  the  system. 

347  3  ISSUE:  It  appears  there  are  insurmountable  security  problems  and 

environmental  risks  which  threaten  the  well-being  of  people  who  live  near 
rail  lines. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

348  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  Rail  Garrison  program  in  Grand  Forks, 

North  Dakota  or  anywhere  in  the  United  States. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

349  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  critical  of  civic  leaders  ability  to  speak  at  public 

hearings  and  commentor  not  able  to  speak. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 


;9  2  ISSUE:  The  environment  will  be  rubbled  if  the  missile  accidentally 

explodes. 

RESPONSE:  The  likelihood  and  consequences  of  such  accidents  are 
discussed  in  Sections  5.3  and  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

:9  3  ISSUE:  The  rails  in  the  Abilene,  Texas  area  are  not  the  best,  creating  an 

unsafe  situation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

0  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  full  support  of  this  mission. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  suggests  other  public  hearing  locations  be  set  up  so 

they  can  attend  and  voice  their  concern. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

1  2  ISSUE:  Commentor's  opinion  is  that  housing  Peacekeepers  on  trains  on 

their  tracks  is  inappropriate  and  impractical. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  3  ISSUE:  Why  do  we  need  more  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

2  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  heartily  endorses  and  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  basing  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

3  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot  AFB, 

North  Dakota  because  of  favorable  response  from  the  people  of  the  area, 
and  the  fact  that  the  EIS  shows  no  problem  with  the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

4  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  project  at 

Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  because  of  the  positive  economic  impact  in  the 
Minot  area  and  no  damage  to  the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

5  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  protests  the  3-minute  time  limitation  for  individuals 

to  testify  and  closing  the  hearing  at  10  P.M.,  even  when  more  people 
wanted  to  speak. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

5  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  stated  both  Peacekeeper  and  Small  ICBM  are 

redundant,  destabilizing,  and  expensive  and  would  like  both  projects 
stopped. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

356  1  ISSUE:  Sending  the  trains  on  regular  train  tracks  through  highly  populated 

areas  of  the  western  states  puts  too  many  people  at  risk. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

356  2  ISSUE:  Sending  trains  on  regular  train  tracks  conceivably  leaves  it  more 

open  to  terrorist  attack. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

356  3  ISSUE:  The  project  was  inadequately  publicized,  not  giving  the  general 

public  or  any  concerned  groups  opportunity  to  submit  comments  before  a 
decision  is  made. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  9. 

357  1  ISSUE:  The  system  does  not  make  one  feel  any  safer  from  the  Russians 

and  there  are  more  important  ways  to  spend  the  money. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

358  1  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  transporting  of  nuclear  weapons  near  population 

centers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 

358  2  ISSUE:  Shouldn't  the  United  States  wait  for  the  outcome  of  current  arms 

control  talks  before  building  a  new  missile? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

359  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at 

Spokane,  Washington  or  anywhere  else. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

360  1  ISSUE:  The  availability  of  the  Draft  EIS  was  not  well  advertised. 

RESPONSE:  The  filing  of  the  Draft  EIS  was  released  to  national  and  local 
media  outlets.  Also  see  response  to  Document  315,  Comment  2. 

360  2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  warheads  on  trains 

would  pass  through  or  near  major  cities,  or  on  passenger  trains. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 

361  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Wurtsmith 

AFB,  Michigan.  The  community  and  Michigan  need  the  program  and 
Wurtsmith  is  a  perfect  location. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

362  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Minot  AFB, 

North  Dakota  to  help  the  theme  of  deterrence.  The  base  plays  an 
important  role  in  the  economy  and  community  of  Minot. 
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RESPONSE:  Noted. 


363  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas  because  over  the  long  term,  Little  Rock  AFB  would  be  the  most 
economical  compared  with  other  locations  studied. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 


364 


364 


364 


364 


364 


1  ISSUE:  Commentor  protests  the  3-minute  time  limit  for  verbal  comment 
and  the  location  of  the  meeting  in  Medical  Lake,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  53  and 

Document  34,  Comment  11. 

2  ISSUE:  The  money  spent  for  Rail  Garrison  is  better  spent  on  satellites  and 
launch  vehicles  to  enhance  security. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  Rail  accidents  are  very  common  in  the  Spokane,  Washington 
area.  The  potential  for  rail  accidents  will  certainly  increase  during  times 
of  national  need  because  of  increased  auto  traffic  and  general 
nervousness.  This  can  be  addressed  and  not  just  dismissed  as  "no 
information  available." 

RESPONSE:  Risk  assessments  for  rail  accidents  involving  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  are  discussed  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

4  ISSUE:  Many  times  drug  or  alcohol  abuse  is  the  cause  of  rail  accidents. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

5  ISSUE:  It  is  stated  in  Chapter  5  that  plutonium  "dust"  on  clothing  or  even 
skin  results  in  contamination  and  does  not  result  in  biological  harm.  That 
is  not  correct.  It  should  read  "will  most  likely  result  in  plutonium  being 
inhaled  and  ingested." 

RESPONSE:  The  discussion  referred  to  was  intended  to  explain  the 
difference  between  contamination  by  radioactive  materials  (specifically 
alpha-emitters)  and  exposure  to  radiation.  The  discussion  has  been 
rewritten  in  EIS  Chapter  5  to  remove  any  implication  that  contamination 
is  not  a  serious  concern. 


364  6  ISSUE:  "Cleanup  of  dispersed  plutonium  by  recognized  means"  glosses 

over  a  serious  problem.  A  quantity  such  as  might  be  in  a  special  weapon 
could  ruin  an  entire  city  such  as  Spokane,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  The  commitment  to  clean  up  any  radioactive  material 
contamination  was  not  meant  as  a  glossing  over  of  the  problem.  The 
means  used  to  cleanup  dispersed  radioactive  material  would  vary  from  site 
to  site  depending  on  the  conditions  encountered.  Previous  dispersals  of 
weapon  grade  plutonium  have  been  cleaned  up  by  the  Department  of 
Defense.  Future  dispersals  would  be  also.  Though  a  dispersal  in  a  city 
like  Spokane  would  be  time  consuming,  it  is  not  thought  to  be  impossible. 
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ISSUE:  The  "plutonium  dust"  referred  to  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  most  likely 
plutonium  dioxide. 

RESPONSE:  The  Final  EIS  has  been  revised  to  read  "plutonium  dioxide 
dust." 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  is  seriously  lacking  in  details  regarding  how  an 
accident  involving  a  plutonium  warhead  fire  could  be  handled.  What  about 
the  training  of  local  police,  fire,  and  other  emergency  teams? 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  accident  response  and  cleanup  is  in  EIS 
Section  5.5.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

ISSUE:  Should  residents  of  the  area  have  radioactivity  monitors? 

RESPONSE:  Public  announcement  of  an  accident  and  potential  hazard 
would,  in  almost  all  cases,  precede  the  spread  of  any  radioactivity. 
Privately  owned  monitoring  equipment  is  therefore  not  expected  to  be  of 
any  use. 

ISSUE:  How  will  residents  be  told  to  evacuate,  and  where  should  they  go? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

ISSUE:  We  have  uranium  mines  and  thorium  deposits  in  the  Spokane, 
Washington  area.  Portable  detectors  such  as  those  used  by  radiation 
monitoring  personnel  cannot  tell  the  difference  among  these 
radionuclides.  If  a  detector  goes  off  the  scale  at  the  site  of  an  accident, 
how  will  anyone  know  whether  it  is  plutonium?  Are  you  going  to  do  a 
survey  of  rail  routes  to  locate  naturally  occurring  alpha  emitters? 

RESPONSE:  A  plutonium  spill  or  dispersal  would  be  characterized  by  a 
very  high  radioactivity  level  at  the  source  and  diminishing  levels  at 
increasing  distance.  Naturally  occurring  radiation  would  be  more 
uniformly  radioactive  over  a  larger  area.  If  any  doubt  persists,  samples 
can  be  tested  chemically  usually  within  a  number  of  hours. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  the  MX  system  is  a  first-strike  weapon  aimed 
at  targets  in  the  Soviet  Union  and  is  not  a  deterrent  weapon.  It  is  morally 
and  psychologically  not  justified  and  endangers  the  Spokane  area. 
Commentor  opposed  to  deployment  anywhere. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and  Document  5, 
Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  Hearings  were  held  only  adjacent  to  the  bases  being  considered  for 
garrison  construction,  despite  the  fact  that  this  missile  system  will  be 
mobile  and  traversing  many  other  states  and  regions  during  normal 
operation  and  in  time  of  national  need. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  In  the  areas  where  public  hearings  weren't  held,  state  and  local 
officials  were  not  informed  of  the  proposal  or  of  the  Draft  EIS  process  and 
were  not  provided  with  copies  of  the  Draft  EIS. 


RESPONSE:  Copies  of  the  Draft  EIS  were  sent  to  the  Governor's  offices, 
as  well  as  the  State  Clearinghouses  in  each  state  affected  by  the 
program.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  34,  Comment  11  and 
Document  315,  Comment  2. 

366  3  ISSUE:  Insufficient  time  was  provided  at  those  public  hearings  which  were 

held  for  input  from  citizens  in  the  affected  areas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

366  4  ISSUE:  At  the  public  hearings,  the  Air  Force  representative  spoke  for  two 

hours  leaving  only  one  hour  for  questions  and  comments  from  the  public 
audience. 

RESPONSE:  At  each  of  the  11  public  hearings,  an  Air  Force 
representative  used  the  first  hour  of  the  hearing  to  present  to  those  in 
attendance  a  summary  of  the  program  and  the  findings  of  the  Draft  EIS. 
The  remaining  two  hours  were  used  to  solicit  questions  and  comments 
from  the  public  audience  on  the  environmental  adequacy  and  accuracy  of 
the  Draft  EIS.  During  this  period,  Air  Force  representatives  provided 
responses  to  specific  questions  or  comments,  if  requested,  or  corrected 
factually  incorrect  statements. 

366  5  ISSUE:  Wartime  and  psychological  impacts  must  be  considered  in  the  EIS 

process. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

366  6  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  meet  the  standard  of  adequacy  in  its 

discussion  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

366  7  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  the  national  economic  impacts  of 

the  No  Action  Alternative.  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  $10  -  $15 
billion  was  spent  on  other  public  works  projects,  rail  systems,  or 
education? 

RESPONSE:  The  revised  cost  estimate  is  $10  to  $12  billion.  See  response 
to  Document  270,  Comment  31. 

366  8  ISSUE:  Why  haven't  any  of  the  other  MX  basing  modes  under  active 

consideration  been  chosen? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

366  9  ISSUE:  Why  doesn't  the  Draft  EIS  discuss  the  reasons  that  the  Rail 

Garrison  system  was  rejected  in  previous  years  and  whether  those  reasons 
still  include  significant  environmental  impacts? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

366  10  ISSUE:  The  Proposed  Action  fails  to  specify  whether  50  MX  missiles 

would  be  the  ones  currently  deployed  in  silos  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming  or  whether  50  additional  missiles  would  be  deployed  on  trains. 
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RESPONSE:  New  missiles  would  be  manufactured  for  the  Proposed 

Action.  The  Alternative  Action  would  include  50  new  missiles  and 
50  missiles  removed  from  silos  near  F.E.  Warren  AFB. 

ISSUE:  If  50  additional  missiles  are  to  be  deployed  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming,  what  is  the  cost  of  procuring  them  and  why  aren't  these  costs 
included  in  the  table  on  Draft  E1S  Page  4.1-2? 

RESPONSE:  Up  to  8  missiles  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  up  to  12 
missiles  for  the  Alternative  Action  may  be  deployed  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB. 
The  production  cost  of  the  50  Peacekeeper  missiles  required  for  the  Rail 
Garrison  program  is  approximately  $4.3  billion.  This  amount  is  included  in 
total  program  expenditures  presented  in  Table  4. 1.1-1  of  the  Final  EIS. 
The  50  additional  missiles  required  for  the  Alternative  Action  have 
already  been  procured  under  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  program 
and  no  further  expenditure  would  be  required. 

ISSUE:  Why  aren't  the  impacts  and  costs  of  deploying  the  50  MX  missiles 
currently  in  silos  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  discussed? 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  were  analyzed  and  documented  in  the 

Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  Final  EIS  filed  in  January  1984.  The 
effects  of  using  these  50  missiles  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  are  included  in  the  Alternative  Action  discussion  in  EIS  Section 
4.2. 


ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  answer  how  this  system  will  function  and 
the  impacts  of  its  deployment  with  the  general  public. 

RESPONSE:  The  operations  function  is  described  in  Chapter  1;  the 
analytical  methodology  in  Chapter  3,  and  the  impacts  in  Chapter  4  of  the 
EIS. 

ISSUE:  How  will  the  operation  of  this  system  interface  with  public  and 
private  use  of  rail  lines,  rights-of-way,  and  rail  crossings  during  practice 
runs  or  during  times  of  crisis? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  cost  to  public  and  private  rail  users  of 

interruptions  in  service? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

ISSUE:  Will  MX  trains  be  granted  special  rights-of-way  privileges?  Will 
these  powers  increase  the  possibility  of  collision  and  other  accidents? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 

ISSUE:  How  will  the  populations  living  near  garrisons  and  rail  lines  used 
by  these  MX  trains  be  able  to  distinguish  between  practice  runs  and  an 
actual  crisis  release  of  MX  missile  trains  for  use  in  nuclear  war? 

RESPONSE:  Physically,  the  training  train  will  resemble  an  operational 
train.  The  public  probably  will  not  be  able  to  identify  either  Rail  Garrison 
training  trains  or  operational  trains,  which  will  look  much  like  ordinary 
freight  trains. 


366  18  ISSUE:  What  dangers  might  armed  security  personnel  pose  to  civilians 

living  or  traveling  near  the  tracks  who  might  be  misidentified  as  a  threat 
to  the  train? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7,  12,  and  13. 

366  19  ISSUE:  Will  the  security  personnel  on  training  trains  be  authorized  to  use 

force  if  protestors  are  encountered? 

RESPONSE:  No  new  or  special  authorization  for  use  of  force  by  security 
personnel  is  expected.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

366  20  ISSUE:  If  civilian  police  officers  are  used  to  clear  the  track,  how  will 

they  be  compensated?  Has  this  expenditure  been  calculated  into  the 
basing  mode  budget? 

RESPONSE:  It  is  the  function  of  local  law  enforcement  authorities  to 
prevent  civilians  from  breaking  the  peace  or  trespassing. 

366  21  ISSUE:  Will  the  trains  be  authorized  to  run  over  individuals  intentionally 

blocking  their  path? 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  trains  will  not  intentionally  run  over  such 

individuals. 

366  22  ISSUE:  Will  the  real  or  perceived  mobilization  of  MX  trains  trigger 

apprehension  of  a  crisis  on  a  local,  national,  or  global  scale?  How  will  the 
Air  Force  mitigate  the  effects  of  public  fear  about  impending  attack? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

366  23  ISSUE:  Will  civil  unrest  interfere  with  the  operation-as-designed  of  the 

MX  rail  system? 

RESPONSE:  No.  Also  see  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  86. 

366  24  ISSUE:  If  MX  trains  are  able  to  leave  their  garrison  undetected  and  are 

constructed  to  look  like  civilian  rail  traffic,  how  can  the  civilian 
dispatchers  responsible  for  clearing  the  rail  lines  be  relied  on  to  cooperate 
with  Air  Force  plans? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

366  25  ISSUE:  Will  the  dispatchers  be  told  what  they  are  clearing  the  tracks 

for?  How  can  they  be  counted  on  to  give  the  MX  trains  priority  over 
civilian  traffic?  Will  martial  law  be  imposed  during  a  time  of  crisis? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

366  26  ISSUE:  How  can  civilians  be  relied  on  not  to  tell  the  Soviets  the  location 

of  the  missile  trains  within  their  jurisdiction? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
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366  27  ISSUE:  Will  civilian  dispatchers  be  required  to  have  a  security  clearance, 

comply  with  random  drug  testing,  and  be  screened  medically  and 
psychologically? 

RESPONSE:  This  is  still  to  be  determined  between  the  Air  Force  and  the 
railroads. 

366  28  ISSUE:  In  time  of  national  need,  what  measures  would  be  taken  to  compel 

civilian  dispatchers  to  report  for  work?  If  they  do  not  report,  what  steps 
will  the  Air  Force  take  to  keep  the  system  running?  What  will  be  the 
cost? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  involving  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

366  29  ISSUE:  What  indicators  and  assumptions  were  used  to  generate  the 

employment  figures  shown  on  Draft  EIS  Table  4.1.1.-1?  These  figures  are 
completely  outside  the  range  of  all  reputable  studies. 

RESPONSE:  Employment  estimates  were  derived  using  a  national  input- 
output  model.  The  model  was  developed  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Economic 
Analysis,  based  on  1977  national  input-output  relationships  among  the  537 
sectors  identified  for  the  United  States  and  updated  with  the  most  recent 
available  employment  and  earnings  estimates  (1984). 

366  30  ISSUE:  Will  short-term  jobs  really  have  any  net  positive  effect  on  local 

communities  or  the  nation  as  a  whole?  How  long  will  these  jobs  last? 

RESPONSE:  Initial  program  requirements  during  the  construction  and 
deployment  phase  would  provide  additional  employment  and  income  over 
a  3  to  4  year  period.  Construction  activity  would  primarily  affect  local 
communities  hosting  garrison  bases;  while  research,  development  and 
production  activities  would  involve  industries  throughout  the  United 
States.  Operations  requirements,  including  both  direct  employment  and 
program  procurement  at  a  reduced  level,  would  continue  for  the  lifetime 
of  the  system.  Increased  direct  spending  would  provide  additional 
secondary  employment  during  both  program  phases. 

366  31  ISSUE:  Will  the  new  jobs  created  by  garrison  construction  employ  those 

who  are  currently  unemployed?  Will  the  jobs  be  filled  by  local  citizens  or 
by  specialists  from  outside  the  region? 

RESPONSE:  A  mix  of  currently  unemployed  workers  and  specialists  from 
outside  the  region  is  projected.  On  the  average,  approximately  70  percent 
of  the  construction  labor  requirement  is  estimated  to  be  filled  by  the  local 
labor  force. 

366  32  ISSUE:  After  construction  of  the  garrisons,  will  there  be  any  long-term 

economic  benefits  derived  from  the  project?  If  so,  what  are  these 
benefits,  and  how  long  will  they  exist  after  the  garrisons  are  completed? 

RESPONSE:  National  economic  benefits  are  approximately  9,000  jobs  and 
$175  million  in  earnings  per  year  projected  to  last  over  the  life  of  the 
program  (see  EIS  Section  4.1.1). 


1-162 


366 


33  ISSUE:  Will  the  workers  be  allowed  to  use  the  Air  Force's  BX  and  other 
facilities?  If  they  are,  how  will  this  new  economic  activity  impact 
already  existing  local  economies? 

RESPONSE:  No.  Onbase  BX  facilities  are  reserved  for  use  only  by 
military  personnel  and  their  dependents. 

366  34  ISSUE:  How  much  track  renovation  and  new  track  construction  will  be 

required  to  implement  the  Rail  Garrison  system?  How  will  the  costs  be 
shared? 

RESPONSE:  The  proposal  includes  track  renovation  and  construction  only 
on  tracks  between  the  garrisons  and  the  main  line  where  the  trains  will 
access  the  rail  network.  The  cost  of  that  renovation  and  construction  has 
not  yet  been  determined  exactly,  but  estimates  are  included  in  the  total 
program  cost.  Also  see  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

366  35  ISSUE:  If  the  Air  Force  plans  to  build  more  than  one  rail  line  out  of  each 

garrison,  what  additional  rights-of-way  will  need  to  be  purchased  for  the 
required  track? 

RESPONSE:  The  Dual  Rail  Egress  described  in  EIS  Section  1.8  is  not  part 
of  the  Proposed  Action.  It  is  unknown  what  additional  rights-of-way 
would  be  required  to  implement  more  than  one  rail  line  out  of  each 
garrison  because  no  such  study  has  been  undertaken.  Before  any  decision 
is  made  to  construct  additional  rail  lines,  appropriate  environmental 
analyses  would  be  prepared. 

366  36  ISSUE:  How  does  the  Air  Force  plan  to  reimburse  residents  or  owners  who 

might  be  displaced  from,  or  lose  the  use  of,  their  property  due  to  program 
construction? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  262,  Comment  13. 

366  37  ISSUE:  What  steps  will  be  taken  to  protect  ordinary  citizens  from  MX 

missile  train  mishaps  while  carrying  dangerous  cargo?  What  will  be  the 
cost  and  how  will  the  Air  Force  determine  if  these  steps  are  sufficient  to 
protect  the  public? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

366  38  ISSUE:  How  will  public  cooperation  be  mobilized  to  respond  to  an 

accident  or  malfunction  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system?  Will 
martial  law  be  imposed  during  a  time  of  national  crisis? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  event  of  an  accident,  the  public  will  be  warned  by  the 
train  crew  and  the  early  response  team  to  stay  away  from  any  potential 
hazard  area.  Deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  would 
not  alter  the  laws  regarding  the  imposition  of  martial  law.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

366  39  ISSUE:  In  the  event  of  a  derailment  caused  by  either  a  collision  with 

another  train  or  by  sabotage,  can  radioactive  isotopes  escape  from  the 
missile  warheads  either  as  the  result  of  the  collision  impact  or  fire? 

RESPONSE:  Though  such  an  event  is  extremely  unlikely,  the  safety 
analysis  considers  the  possibility  and,  to  provide  a  complete  analysis,  the 
EIS  (Section  5.3.1)  describes  the  environmental  impacts  of  such  an  event. 
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366  40  ISSUE:  What  provisions  will  be  made  to  protect  the  public  and  the 

environment  from  an  accident  resulting  in  an  explosion  and/or  the  release 
of  radioactivity  into  the  environment?  What  is  the  cost  of  such  protective 
steps? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  21,  Comment  1. 

366  41  ISSUE:  Will  local  personnel  near  the  rail  lines  used  by  the  MX  missile 

trains  be  equipped  to  deal  with  hazardous  waste  containment  and 
removal?  What  is  the  cost  of  such  preparations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  68. 

366  42  ISSUE:  Will  each  community  along  the  proposed  MX  train  deployment 

arterials  have  its  own  evacuation  plan?  Who  is  responsible  for  writing  and 
giving  final  approval  to  such  plans,  and  for  coordinating  the  plans  and 
responses  of  several  different  communities  along  the  same  rail  line? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

366  43  ISSUE:  What  provisions  will  be  made  to  secure  the  civilian  rail  bed  from 

sabotage  by  terrorists  or  others  seeking  to  derail  civilian  rail  traffic? 
What  is  the  cost  of  such  preparations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

366  44  ISSUE:  How  will  MX  components  with  dangerous  explosives  or  radioactive 

materials  be  transported  to  their  garrisons  for  final  assembly?  How  can 
the  Air  Force  assure  the  public  that  MX  missiles  and  their  components 
will  be  shipped  safely  to  their  basing  location? 

RESPONSE:  The  transportation  of  the  missiles  and  reentry  systems  to  the 
garrisons  are  described  in  EIS  Section  5.2.1.  The  safety  assurances  the  Air 
Force  can  provide  are  procedures  and  regulations  designed  to  ensure  safe 
deployment  and  operation  of  the  system  and  a  commitment  to  adhere  to 
those  procedures  and  regulations. 

366  45  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Air  Force  ensure  against  accidents  at  assembly  areas 

like  the  recent  Morton  Thiokol  plant  accident  in  Utah? 

RESPONSE:  The  nuclear  certification  and  safety  procedures  are 

described  in  Section  5.1  of  the  EIS. 

366  46  ISSUE:  What  effect  would  an  accident  involving  one  missile  have  on  other 

nearby  missiles  in  their  garrisons? 

RESPONSE:  Train  Alert  Shelters  are  designed  to  prevent  an  accident  to 
one  missile  affecting  any  other  missiles. 

366  47  ISSUE:  Would  the  MX  missile  trains  be  hardened  against  electromagnetic 

pulse?  If  so,  how  much  would  the  hardening  cost?  If  not,  how  will  the  Air 
Force  ensure  that  the  communications  system  necessary  to  authorize  and 
target  a  missile  launch  will  operate  in  the  event  of  an  atomic  explosion 
high  above  the  United  States? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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366  48  ISSUE:  Is  the  civilian  rail  bed  that  this  system  would  incorporate  strong 

enough  to  withstand  the  firing  of  missiles  from  trains  at  any  point  in  the 
system?  If  not,  what  would  it  cost  to  upgrade  civilian  rail  lines  to  allow 
missile  launches? 

RESPONSE:  The  missile  launch  car  is  equipped  with  stabilization 

outriggers,  housed  on  the  underside  of  the  car,  which  would  deploy  and 
stabilize  the  car  by  distributing  the  weight  of  the  car  over  the  rails  and 
ballast.  This  enables  the  missile  to  be  erected  and  ejected  from  the 
cannister  and  prevents  damage  to  the  rail  network. 

366  49  ISSUE:  The  EIS  must  fully  examine  the  No  Action  option  and  evaluate 

worst-case  scenarios. 

RESPONSE:  Worst-case  scenarios  are  discussed  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

367  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  requests  an  additional  30  days  of  the  comment  period 

because  the  Proposed  Action  is  quite  large  and  controversial. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

367  2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  requests  that  future  hearings  and  public  notifications 

be  conducted  on  a  national  rather  than  a  regional  level  because  the 
program  is  national  in  scope. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

368  1  ISSUE:  The  Fort  Sill  Apache  Tribe  in  Apache,  Oklahoma  has  no  concerns 

in  regard  to  the  area  around  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  site. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

369  1  ISSUE:  Comment  sheet  by  Shoney’s  South,  Inc.  with  no  comment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

370  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakotc  because  the  site  is  one  of  the  least  expensive  locations,  has  rail 
lines  in  every  direction,  and  can  accommodate  the  additional  people. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

371  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 

because  the  environmental  consequences  were  adequately  covered. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

372  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposes  nuclear  missiles  in  the  Midwest  or  any 

population  centers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

373  1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  address  the  questions  raised  at 

the  scoping  hearings.  The  Final  EIS  must  do  this. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 
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373 


2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  address  the  environmental 
impacts  of  the  No  Action  Alternative,  especially  the  economic  impact  of 
not  spending  $10-15  Billion  on  the  Rail  Garrison  MX  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  7. 

373  3  ISSUE:  There  should  be  hearings  in  Colorado  because  MX  trains  and 

supply  trains  will  travel  through  this  state. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

373  4  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  many  possible  deployment  options. 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

373  5  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  assess  the  human  factor  in  risk 

quantitatively  and  add  this  to  a  quantitative  assessment  of  the  technologic 
error  risk. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chapter  5. 

373  6  ISSUE:  It  appears  the  Rail  Garrison  MX  program  is  being  built  before  it 

has  been  tested. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

373  7  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  discuss  how  the  Rail  Garrison 

MX  would  function  in  chill  factors  of  60  degrees  below  zero. 

RESPONSE:  Wind  chill  factors  are  measurements  of  the  effect  of  wind  on 
humans  and  are  not  applicable  to  mechanical  systems. 

373  8  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  define  a  "higher  authority." 

RESPONSE:  The  term  higher  authority  is  defined  as  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  their  duly  deputized  alternates  or  successors. 

373  9  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  doesn't  define  wartime  use. 

RESPONSE:  Wartime  use  would  be  any  use  of  the  system  during  a  period 
of  active  hostilities. 

374  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota 

because  of  community  support. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

375  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

376  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota 

because  there  will  be  no  negative  effect  on  the  Minot  Park  District. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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377  1  ISSUE:  No  provisions  seem  to  be  made  for  notifying  the  general  populace 

in  the  event  of  any  mishap.  An  independent  liaison  should  be  selected  to 
report  on  problems  with  the  health  and  safety  aspect  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Existing  provisions  for  notifying  the  public  of  hazards  are 
adequate  for  any  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  hazards.  EIS  Chapter  5 
discusses  safety  issues. 

378  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri 

because  the  location  is  near  Kansas  City;  it  is  a  duplication  of  other  high- 
priced  systems;  arms  negotiations  will  suffer;  deterrence  already  exists; 
valuable  farmland  would  be  taken;  and  for  moral  purposes. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

379  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  that  this  project  is  taking  a  giant  step 

backwards  in  arms  negotiations  and  is  financially  ruining  our  country. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

380  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  of  deterrence. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

381  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota 

because  of  nuclear  and  economic  security. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

382  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

383  1  ISSUE:  Supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  because  of  no 

significant  impacts  on  the  local  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

384  1  ISSUE:  Who  is  in  charge  of  informing  the  residents  of  southeast  Wyoming 

and  northern  Colorado  in  case  of  an  accident  or  incoming  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

384  2  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  help  with  funding  of  the  Laramie  Civil  Defense 

and  the  State  Emergency  Management  Agency? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  does  not  currently  have  such  plans.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

384  3  ISSUE:  What  is  the  working  relationship  with  the  Air  Force,  Federal 

Emergency  Management  Agency,  Wyoming  State  Emergency  Management, 
and  Laramie  County  Civil  Defense? 

RESPONSE:  Each  is  an  independent  agency  with  its  unique  jurisdiction 
and  responsibilities.  In  the  event  of  an  emergency,  they  would  work 
cooperatively.  Issues  of  each  agency's  responsibility  and  authority  would 
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depend  on  the  nature  of  the  emergency,  its  location,  the  ownership  of  the 
assets  involved  and  other  factors.  Many  of  those  issues  are  covered  in  the 
National  Contingency  Plan,  which  is  referenced  in  Section  5.5.1  of 
the  EIS. 

384  4  ISSUE:  Is  it  true  that  there  is  no  working  relationship  between  states  ? 

RESPONSE:  Whether  or  not  there  is  a  working  relationship  between 
states  is  beyond  of  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

385  1  ISSUE:  Opposed  to  the  project  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  or  any  other 

base  because  we  are  moving  forward  towards  peace  now,  and  it  is  a  danger 
to  our  communities  and  nation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

385  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  a  thorough  examination  of  the  risk  of  rail 

accidents  due  to  excessive  weight  and  size  of  cars,  and  also  due  to 
sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  6,  Comment  2  and  Document  33, 
Comment  74. 

385  3  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  psychological  stress  the  MX 

would  cause  especially  on  the  children. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

386  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  the  area  is  not  congested,  community  support,  excellent 
schools,  large  labor  force,  community  support,  and  an  economic  boost. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

387  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri 

because  of  community  support,  a  significant  economic  impact,  available 
local  labor  force,  commercial  development,  strong  housing  market, 
beneficial  social  impacts,  and  excellent  public  services. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

387  2  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  work  closely  with  the  local  emergency 

response  teams  identifying  the  types  of  hazardous  materials  onbase  and 
coordinate  the  planning  and  use  of  the  new  conforming  storage  facility 
with  the  Whiteman  Area  Study  Committee  in  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  To  assist  local  emergency  response  teams,  the  Air  Force,  as 
a  matter  of  policy,  will  comply  with  community  right-to-know  laws  as 
defined  in  the  Superfund  Amendments  and  Reauthorization  Act  of  1986 
even  though  the  law  does  not  require  such.  The  new  conforming  storage 
facility  will  be  a  temporary  storage  facility  and  no  treatment  or  disposal 
of  wastes  will  be  associated  with  its  operation.  The  siting  and  design  has 
been  completed  and  the  facility  is  awaiting  approval  and  funding. 
Discussions  concerning  its  use  should  be  directed  to  personnel  at 
Whiteman  AFB,  or  any  other  concerned  base. 

388  1  ISSUE:  When  will  we  have  enough  weapons? 
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RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

388  2  ISSUE:  Isn't  the  Rail  Garrison  simply  a  refashioning  of  the  weapon  system 

that  was  already  rejected  under  President  Carter? 

RESPONSE:  No.  See  Section  1.1  of  the  EIS. 


388 


388 
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3  ISSUE:  Does  not  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  plan  undermine  the  legitimate 
peacemaking  efforts  of  both  the  United  States  and  Soviet  governments? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  Isn't  the  Rail  Garrison  plan  yet  another  step  in  the  gradual 
proliferation  of  weapons  systems  which  introduce  the  threats  of  accidents, 
the  certainty  of  fallout,  and  increases  international  tension  by  making 
civilians  and  governments  alike  "hostages"  to  the  nuclear  powers? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  proliferation  of  nuclear  weapons  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  wonders  why  scoping  questions  asked  in  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  were  not  addressed  or  even  acknowledged  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

2  ISSUE:  What,  if  any,  effect  will  the  public  comments  received  at  the  Air 
Force  hearings  have  on  the  Air  Force's  decision-making  process? 

RESPONSE:  All  comments  received  have  been  reviewed  for  pertinence  to 
the  analysis.  If  changes  are  appropriate,  these  are  reflected  in  the  EIS. 
The  decision-makers  will  be  aware  of  all  comments  and  concerns  during 
the  selection  process. 

3  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  doesn't  discuss  the  ways  in  which  the  MX  is 
expected  to  enhance  America's  national  security,  or  failure  to  deploy  it 
will  have  any  impact  at  all  on  our  national  security. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  national  security  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

4  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  comply  with  laws  such  as  Wyoming's  Industrial 
Siting  Law  or  regulations  that  the  state  be  notified  when  hazardous 
materials  are  being  transported  on  our  highways? 

RESPONSE:  Generally,  activities  undertaken  by  the  federal  government 
are  not  subject  to  state  regulation  or  control  unless  the  Congress 
specifically  cooperates  with  the  appropriate  agencies  to  meet  their 
requirements  to  the  extent  possible. 

5  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  feels  that  words  like  "war"  or  "enemy"  should  be 
included  in  the  EIS. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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1  ISSUE:  Will  the  50  MX  missiles  based  in  the  Rail  Garrison  mode  be  new 
missiles  or  existing  ones?  What  is  the  cost? 

RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Action  assumes  deployment  of  50  new 

missiles.  Under  the  Alternative  Action,  100  missiles  will  be  deployed.  Of 
these,  50  missiles  will  be  obtained  from  the  repostured  Minuteman  Silos 
while  the  other  50  missiles  will  be  new.  The  production  cost  of  the  50  new 
missiles  is  approximately  $4.3  billion. 

390  2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  the  environmental  impact  of 

nuclear  warheads  dropped  on  cities  along  the  MX  train  route. 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impact  of  nuclear  warheads  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

390  3  ISSUE:  What  methodology  was  used  and  what  assumptions  were  made  to 

generate  the  job  estimates  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  29. 

390  4  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  analyze  the  No  Action 

Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

390  5  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  consider  how  many  jobs  could  be  generated 

by  spending  the  $10  -  $15  billion  it  projects  as  the  Rail  Garrison's  cost  on 
other  sectors  of  the  economy  such  as  housing  or  education. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  7. 

390  6  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  analyze  the  economic  impact  on  local 

communities  of  the  boom-bust  job  cycle  created  by  the  MX. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

390  7  ISSUE:  Does  the  Air  Force  have  any  plans  to  address  the  unemployment 

and  resulting  trauma  the  MX  program  can  be  expected  to  leave  in  its 
wake? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

391  1  ISSUE:  In  Draft  EIS  Section  4.10.5.3,  it  states  that  "specific  Native 

American  resources  such  as  sacred  areas  have  not  been  identified. 
Therefore,  none  would  be  affected  by  the  Proposed  Action."  Commentor 
states  that  whether  or  not  research  has  been  done  in  the  area,  to  state 
that  nothing  would  be  affected  is  not  logical,  but  is  rather  cavilier  and 
careless. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4.10.5.2  and  4.10.5.3  have  been  revised  to 
reflect  the  results  of  consultation  with  Native  American  groups. 
Representatives  of  the  Three  Tribes  (Arikara,  Hidatsa,  Mandan)  and  the 
Chippewa  Cree  were  provided  with  project  maps  and  invited  to  express 
concerns  about  potential  effects  on  areas  important  for  sacred  or  heritage 
reasons.  The  tribes  did  not  identify  any  sites  or  sensitive  areas  that  would 
be  affected  by  the  proposed  project. 
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ISSUE:  Commentor  doubts  the  statement  in  Draft  EIS  Section  4.10.14 
that  "none  of  these  streams  (Little  Deep  Creek,  Egg  Creek,  and  an 
unnamed  creek)  requiring  bridges  have  state-designated  uses.” 

RESPONSE:  The  level  of  concern  of  state  and  federal  agencies  having 
jurisdiction  over  water  resources  is  an  important  factor  when  considering 
water  quality  issues.  This  level  of  concern  is  generally  reflected  in  the 
state  classification  of  streams  and  the  designation  of  beneficial  uses. 
Some  streams,  however,  are  not  classified  because  of  their  intermittent 
nature.  The  undependability  of  these  streams  to  sustain  adequate  flows, 
and  their  poor  water  quality  when  they  flow,  make  unclassified  streams  of 
questionable  value  from  a  water  supply  standpoint.  The  streams  in 
question  (i.e.,  Egg  Creek,  Little  Deep  Creek,  and  the  unnamed  creek)  fall 
in  this  category.  Their  applicable  water  quality  standards  are  the  least 
stringent,  and  the  text  has  been  revised  to  clarify  this  point  (see  EIS 
Section  4.10.14.) 

ISSUE:  Are  the  people  living  north  of  the  proposed  garrison  at  Minot, 
North  Dakota  aware  that  152  acres  of  land  would  be  used  if  a  second  rail 
connector  is  chosen? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  35. 

ISSUE:  Why  doesn't  the  Draft  EIS  deal  with  the  rail  hazard  of  heat? 
Excessive  heat  can  cause  rail  distortion  and  subsequent  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  the  issue  of  heat  buckling  of  railroad  track  has 
been  added  to  the  section  on  natural  hazards  (see  EIS  Section  5.2.3). 

ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  Draft  EIS  Page  S-44  statement  that 
the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  would  not  result  in  significant 
impacts  on  any  resource. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  creating  300-400  jobs  in  Minot,  North 
Dakota  is  not  worth  having  something  as  suspect  and  outlandish  as  putting 
MX  missiles  on  our  nation's  rails. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota 
because  economically  it  is  good  for  Minot  but  is  not  in  the  best  interest  of 
our  country  and  world. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

IS8UE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota 
because  of  fear  of  nuclear  accidents,  we  already  have  enough  deterrence 
and  our  tourism  will  suffer. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  is  against  the  project  at  Little  Rock,  Arkansas  and 
would  rather  see  the  money  spent  on  public  services. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


395  1  ISSUE:  When  based  in  the  garrison,  the  MX  trains  would  be  more 

vulnerable  to  Soviet  strategic  warheads  than  they  are  in  their  current 
fixed  silo  deployment  sites. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1 

395  2  ISSUE:  The  Rail  Garrison  program  would  be  strategically  destabilizing 

because  it  is  vulnerable  and  increases  incentives  for  a  first  strike. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

395  3  ISSUE:  The  deployment  sites,  as  well  as  the  surrounding  areas  in  which 

the  missile  trains  would  patrol,  will  become  targets  for  "barrage"  attacks 
as  the  Soviets  saturate  the  areas  with  nuclear  explosions. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

396  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 

because  of  an  able  work  force,  adequate  utilities,  and  available  highway 
and  rail  systems. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

397  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  supports  and  endorses  the  selection  of  Little  Rock 

AFB,  Arkansas  for  the  deployment  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Peacekeeper 
missile. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 
because  it  is  a  step  backward  in  nuclear  disarmament,  the  system  is 
basically  obsolete,  the  basing  site  is  more  vulnerable,  and  economics 
should  not  be  the  reason  for  choosing  Little  Rock. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 
Arkansas  because  of  economic  growth. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 

because  of  the  economic  boost  to  the  area  and  no  significant 

environmental  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  the  Final  EIS  discuss  in  detail  the 
impact  on  the  Rail  Garrison  housing  and  to  the  rail  track  if  an  earthquake 
registering  6.5  to  8.5  on  the  Richter  Scale  occurred. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  62. 

2  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  discuss  the  probability  of  accidental  or 

enemy  damage  to  the  Rail  Garrison  and  the  types  of  air  and  water 

pollution  that  could  result  from  that  damage. 
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RESPONSE:  Probability  of  accidents  and  air  and  water  pollution  impacts 
due  to  accidents  occurring  during  the  operation  of  the  Rail  Garrison 
program  are  covered  in  EIS  Section  5.4. 

401  3  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  discuss  the  environmental  impact  on  the 

aquifer  near  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  for  hazardous  materials  spills, 
especially  the  impact  on  the  City  of  Jacksonville's  water  wells. 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  and  consequences  of  hazardous  material 
releases  are  c«*scribed  in  Sections  5.3  and  5.4  of  the  EIS,  respectively. 
The  analysis  in  those  sections  of  the  EIS  shows  that  contamination  of 
stream  or  groundwater  is  not  a  significant  risk  from  deployment  and 
operation  of  the  system. 

401  4  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  effect  of  spilled  pollutants  on  the 

area's  surface  water  including  Bayou  Meto  and  the  Arkansas  River. 

RESPONSE:  System  operation  is  not  expected  to  result  in  accidental 
pollution  of  the  Bayou  Meto,  the  Arkansas  River,  or  other  surface 
waters.  The  consequences  of  a  spill  or  other  release  of  hazardous 
material  is  described  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

402  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  because  placing  this  costly  and 

dangerous  weapon  in  our  country  will  endanger  our  citizens  by  making  us  a 
target  of  Soviet  missiles.  Money  would  be  better  spent  on  necessities. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

403  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  sent  article  assessing  the  threat  of  Soviet  power. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

404  1  ISSUE:  The  increased  chances  of  accidents  due  to  the  immense  size  and 

weight  of  the  cars  isn't  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

404  2  ISSUE:  Will  the  MX  cars  need  to  be  wider  to  accommodate  the  launch 

assembly  and  other  needed  equipment?  If  the  cars  are  12  feet  wide,  the 
tracks  will  need  to  be  cleared  before  the  train  can  enter  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

404  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  economic  impacts  on  Johnson 

County,  Missouri  if  a  nuclear  accident  causes  a  drop  in  agricultural  sales. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  91. 

404  4  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  economic  impact  on  land  values,  city  and 

county  tax  revenues,  and  school  systems  in  Missouri  if  an  accident 
happens? 

RESPONSE:  If  there  is  an  accident,  the  Air  Force  would  be  responsible 
for  clean  up  and  restoration  of  the  area.  No  long-term  economic  impacts 
are  expected. 
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404  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  federal  government  will  not  assist 

in  the  costs  associated  with  enforcing  laws  that  are  broken  by  protestors 
and  in  the  prosecution  of  such  protestors. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  10. 

404  6  ISSUE:  How  many  people  will  be  employed  to  maintain  security? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  on  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

program  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  However,  no  network  of  secret 
police  will  be  created. 

404  7  ISSUE:  Will  trained  security  personnel  have  the  right  to  detain  and  search 

anyone  approaching  the  tracks  as  they  do  on  Air  Force  installations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  12. 

404  8  ISSUE:  Will  security  personnel  be  keeping  local  people  under  observation? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

404  9  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  doesn't  cover  the  secondary  effects  of  accident 

scenarios,  such  as  when  more  than  one  missile  becomes  affected. 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  analysis  done  for  the  EIS  assumes  that  if  one 
missile  burns  or  explodes,  the  other  missile  on  the  train  will  also  burn  or 
explode.  Therefore,  the  environmental  and  human  health  effects  are 
calculated  for  releases  from  both  missiles.  The  design  and  spacing  of  the 
Train  Alert  Shelters  in  the  garrison  are  such  that  if  one  missile  explosion 
occurs,  the  missiles  in  adjacent  Train  Alert  Shelters  are  not  capable  of 
being  affected. 

404  10  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  doesn't  adequately  discuss  the  risks  or  consequences 

of  sabotage,  given  that  MX  trains  are  easily  identifiable  and  all  tracks 
cannot  be  protected. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  17. 

404  11  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  didn't  examine  the  secondary  effects  of  a  rail 

accident  involving  another  vehicle  carrying  hazardous  or  explosive 
materials. 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  analysis  done  for  the  EIS  took  into  account  the 
accident  statistics  for  all  rail  accidents  occurring  in  the  previous 
five  years.  Those  statistics  include  the  occurrence  of  collisions  involving 
trains  and  trucks  carrying  hazardous  cargoes.  The  EIS  did  not  discuss  the 
environmental  impacts  of  releases  of  hazardous  materials  from  those 
other  vehicles  because  such  collisions  are  extremely  unlikely  and  including 
that  risk  to  the  total  risk  reported  in  the  EIS  would  not  substantially 
change  the  result.  Also  see  response  to  Document  91,  Comment  5. 

404  12  ISSUE:  The  economic  impact  of  shutting  down  the  program  after  it  has 

been  built  is  not  discussed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

404  13  ISSUE:  The  No  Action  Alternative  is  not  adequately  discussed. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

404  14  ISSUE:  The  effects  from  producing  the  nuclear  warheads,  including  the 

generation  of  waste,  the  release  of  radioactive  materials,  and  the 
exposure  of  workers  are  not  adequately  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  production  of  warheads  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  missiles  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  15  ISSUE:  There  was  not  enough  time  to  analyze  the  Draft  EIS  after  it  was 

released,  let  alone  analyzing  another  EIS  which  was  referenced. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

404  16  ISSUE:  The  DEIS  does  not  adequately  address  the  question  of  emergency 

response,  in  particular,  how  long  it  would  take  emergency  teams  to 
respond.  The  DEIS  states  that  a  fuel  fire  would  last  for  six  minutes.  In  a 
small  town,  would  public  safety  personnel  be  trained  to  safely  minimize 
health  and  property  damage,  or  does  the  Air  Force  plan  to  respond  to  the 
scene  within  the  six  minutes  that  the  fire  burns. 

RESPONSE:  A  missile  propellant  fire  is  expected  to  last  more  than  six 
minutes  and  the  reference  to  the  length  of  the  fire  is  not  in  the  EIS. 
However,  neither  local  nor  Air  Force  firefighters  are  expected,  in  most 
instances,  to  arrive  at  the  scene  of  an  accident  before  a  burning  missile 
would  burn  out.  Air  Force  emergency  response  personnel  will  be 
dispatched  to  an  accident  as  soon  as  possible  (see  EIS  Section  5. 5. 5.1). 
Neither  local  nor  Air  Force  personnel  should  attempt  to  extinguish  such  a 
fire  because  the  fire  could  not  be  extinguished  and  approaching  the  fire 
would  be  dangerous. 

404  17  ISSUE:  If  there  were  an  accident  with  secondary  damage,  as  '*vuld  be 

likely  if  a  train  caught  fire  in  a  drought  stricken  area,  would  the  Air  Force 
pay  for  the  secondary  damage? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  unlikely  event  of  an  accident,  requests  for 
compensation  for  secondary  damages  will  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with 
Air  Force  regulations. 

404  18  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  doesn't  adequately  address  the  economic  effects  of 

the  cost  of  the  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  390,  Comment  1. 

404  19  ISSUE:  Is  the  Air  Force  going  to  purchase  50  new  MX  missiles,  or  will  the 

ones  deployed  in  silos  in  Wyoming  be  used? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  10. 

404  20  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  economic  effect  of  shutting  down  t'  e  MX  silo 

command  on  the  economy  of  Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  Effects  of  reposturing  of  Peacekeeper  missiles  currently  in 
Minuteman  Silos  for  use  in  the  Rail  Garrison  program  are  discussed  under 
the  Alternative  Action  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  (see  Section  4.2  of  the  EIS). 
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404  21  ISSUE:  What  are  the  environmental  effects  of  removing  and  transporting 

the  missiles  from  the  silos? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  environmental  effects  in  addition  to  those 
addressed  in  the  EIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  program. 
Alternative  Action  discussion  is  found  in  EIS  Section  4.2. 

404  22  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  environmental  effects  of  a  failure  of  the 

heating  or  cooling  system  on  the  missile  trains  during  a  time  of  extreme 
weather? 

RESPONSE:  Such  failures  may  impact  system  capability  but  would  not 
have  any  environmental  impacts. 

404  23  ISSUE:  Is  there  a  possibility  that  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  could  be  later 

turned  into  a  continuously  mobile  system?  Do  Air  Force  contingency 
plans  include  such  a  plan  and  would  such  a  plan  change  the  risk  assessment 
section  of  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Action  does  not  include  a  plan  for  the  system 
to  be  continuously  mobile.  If  such  a  plan  were  proposed,  the  Air  Force 
would  accomplish  appropriate  environmental  documentation. 

404  24  ISSUE:  Have  studies  been  done  to  assess  the  impact  of  the  vibrations  and 

harmonics  that  the  missiles,  warheads,  and  fuel  would  be  exposed  to? 
Would  this  increase  chances  of  accident  or  explosions?  What  are  the 
effects  of  those  variables  on  metal  fatigue  within  the  launcher,  the  rail 
car,  and  the  missile  itself? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  40. 

404  25  ISSUE:  What  is  the  increased  chance  of  an  accident  due  to  the  lack  of 

experience  of  the  crew? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comments  4  and  5. 

404  26  ISSUE:  The  discussion  of  the  risks  of  air  transport  mishaps  is  inadequate 

in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  an  accident  during  air  transport  and  the 
effects  of  an  accident  are  discussed  in  Section  5.3.2  of  the  EIS  and  the 
analysis  is  believed  to  be  adequate. 

404  27  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  evaluate  fully  the  risks  of  sabotage  by  Air 

Force  personnel  or  the  results  of  such  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  28. 

404  28  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  define  well  enough  the  criteria  under 

which  the  trains  would  be  deployed.  National  need  is  hardly  adequate  for 
the  public  or  Congress  to  evaluate  how  often  the  system  would  leave  the 
garrison,  and  there  can  be  no  effective  analysis  of  the  risk  measurements 
that  are  based  on  numbers  of  rail  miles  traveled. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 
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29  ISSUE:  The  population  density  figures  average  all  people  over  a  range  of 
suburbs,  urban  areas,  and  rural  areas.  Since  it  is  likely  that  the  trains  will 
spend  more  time  in  urban  areas  than  in  rural,  and  since  more  accidents 
occur  in  these  higher  density  areas,  the  EIS  should  use  a  weighted  average. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  71. 

404  30  ISSUE:  Radiation  exposure  figures  should  not  be  average  but  should  tell 

how  many  people  are  exposed  to  lethal  or  harmful  doses  of  radiation. 

RESPONSE:  The  system  will  not  expose  anyone  to  a  harmful  dose  of 
radiation  if  no  severe  accident  occurs.  In  the  event  of  a  severe  accident 
which  releases  radiation,  the  number  of  people  who  would  be  exposed  will 
depend  on  many  variables,  including  location,  time  of  day,  the  severity  of 
the  accident,  and  many  other  circumstances  that  cannot  be  predicted.  It 
is  therefore  not  possible  to  specify  how  many  people  would  be  exposed. 
However,  the  average  dose  figure  in  the  Draft  EIS  has  been  replaced  by  a 
maximum  dose  figure  in  the  Final  EIS  (see  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS). 

404  31  ISSUE:  The  EIS  must  discuss  the  cost  of  any  alternative  use  of  money  that 

would  be  spent  on  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

404  32  ISSUE:  What  are  the  results  of  the  investigation  of  building  MX  Rail 

Garrison  with  an  ABM  system?  What  would  be  the  environmental  impact 
of  an  ABM  system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  6. 

404  33  ISSUE:  The  EIS  must  investigate  a  chemical  accident  if  the  air  is  still  and 

allows  concentration  of  airborne  chemicals  to  remain  high  and  in  one  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  77. 

404  34  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  quantify  the  risk  of  nuclear  explosion  in  any 

potential  mishap. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

404  35  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  says  that  radioactive  particles  would  settle  over  a 

fairly  small  area.  What  is  a  small  area? 

RESPONSE:  The  exact  reference  could  not  be  found  in  the  Draft  EIS. 
The  dispersal  of  radioactive  materials  based  on  the  meteorological 
conditions  used  in  the  safety  analysis  is  depicted  in  Figure  5.3. 1-5  of  the 
Draft  EIS  and  Figure  5. 4. 4-1  of  the  Final  EIS. 

404  36  ISSUE:  Are  there  any  notification  procedures  which  will  be  used  for 

deployment  or  transport? 

RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  notification  to  the  general  public  or  local 
authorities. 

404  37  ISSUE:  What  is  the  need  for  an  additional  500  counterforce  (first-strike) 

warheads  in  maintaining  our  deterrence? 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  38  ISSUE:  What  protection  is  being  planned  against  the  effects  of 

electromagnetic  pulse?  What  are  the  potential  costs  and  problems 
associated  with  such  a  system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  39  ISSUE:  What  provisions  are  being  made  to  comply  with  nuclear  free  zone 

ordinances  that  have  been  passed  in  areas  through  which  trains  may  pass? 

RESPONSE:  Initial  delivery  of  nuclear  weapons  or  their  components  to 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  or  movement  of  Peacekeeper  trains  on  the 
national  rail  network  could  result  in  the  transportation  of  radioactive 
materials  through  states  and  localities  that  have  enacted  "nuclear  free 
zone"  laws  prohibiting,  or  otherwise  regulating,  the  transportation  of 
radioactive  materials  within  their  boundaries.  The  transportation  of 
Peacekeeper  missiles  and/or  their  components  within  these  jurisdictions 
may  be  inconsistent  with  these  laws.  Conversely,  these  laws  necessarily 
conflict  with  the  power  granted  under  the  Constitution  to  a  higher 
authority  to  operate  and  disperse  the  Peacekeeper  trains.  Operation  of 
the  Peacekeeper  system  is  a  vital  part  of  the  national  defense,  which  is  a 
matter  constitutionally  entrusted  to  the  authority  of  Congress  and  the 
President.  State  and  local  governments  have  no  authority  to  enact  or 
enforce  conflicting  laws.  The  Air  Force  will  not  comply  with  these  laws 
since  compliance  would  unduly  inhibit  the  operational  capability  of  the 
Peacekeeper  system.  The  Hazardous  Materials  Transportation  Act 
(HMTA),  in  conjunction  with  Department  of  Transportation  regulations, 
governs  the  procedures  for  transporting  radioactive  materials  in  the 
United  States.  Department  of  Defense  (DOD)  shipments  of  radioactive 
materials  that  are  under  escort  and  are  for  purposes  of  national  security 
are  specifically  exempted  from  additional  regulation  under  the  HMTA. 
Additionally,  the  HMTA  explicitly  preempts  all  conflicting  state  and  local 
statutes  regarding  radioactive  material  transportation  (49  U.S.C 
§  18 11  [a]).  This  establishes  that  federal  law  alone  regulates  the 
transportation  of  radioactive  materials.  Therefore,  any  state  or  local 
statute  establishing  "nuclear  free  zones"  would  be  unconstitutional  as 
applied  to  the  transportation  of  Peacekeeper  missiles  and/or  their 
components.  In  transporting  radioactive  materials  to  support  this 
program,  the  Air  Force  will  either  comply  with  the  HMTA  shipment  and 
packaging  regulations  or  meet  the  criteria  for  exemption  (i.e.,  be  escorted 
by  personnel  specifically  designated  by  the  DOD).  Air  Force  procedures 
and  safeguards  for  handling  and  protecting  nuclear  materials  are  at  least 
as  thorough  as  those  required  by  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  and 
the  Department  of  Energy  for  civilian  radioactive  materials.  These 
procedures  have  been  established  in  coordination  with  these  agencies.  The 
consequence  associated  with  the  Air  Force's  position  not  to  comply  with 
these  "nuclear  free  zone"  laws  is  that  the  public  may  be  exposed  to  the 
transportation  of  radioactive  materials  through  their  communities.  The 
significance  of  these  events  is  discussed  and  analyzed  in  Chapter  5,  Safety 
Considerations. 

404  40  ISSUE:  Are  there  any  nuclear  free  zone  ordinances  along  the  route  of  the 

trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  39. 
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41  ISSUE:  Is  this  the  most  cost-effective  way  to  meet  our  security  needs 
given  that  security  of  the  trains  may  be  a  problem? 

RESPONSE:  Security  needs  of  the  train  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  42  ISSUE:  Has  the  cost  of  developing  a  guidance  system  that  works  been 

included? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  relating  to  the  development  of  the  missile  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  43  ISSUE:  Since  actual  testing  of  missiles  from  trains  is  not  projected  to 

take  place  until  1991,  isn't  it  possible  that  much  environmental  damage 
could  be  done  before  discovering  that  the  system  is  useless? 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  Air  Force  has  every  confidence  the  system  will 
perform  to  its  design  requirements. 

404  44  ISSUE:  Is  this  system  necessary,  given  that  missiles  are  more  vulnerable 

than  in  silos  for  the  first  four  to  six  hours. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  45  ISSUE:  Is  this  system  necessary  given  that  START  negotiations  would  ban 

land-based  mobile  ICBMs? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  46  ISSUE:  Is  this  system  necessary  given  that  trains  leaving  the  bases  during 

times  of  high  international  tension  could  be  seen  as  provocative? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  47  ISSUE:  Why  is  this  system  necessary? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  48  ISSUE:  Are  civil  defense  plans  along  the  route  adequate  or  will  they  be 

adjusted  to  reflect  the  increased  likelihood  of  nuclear  attack? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and  Document  33, 
Comment  55. 

404  49  ISSUE:  Does  the  potential  for  the  loss  of  retaliatory  capability  due  to  the 

ease  of  access  for  sabotage  make  the  system  justifiable? 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  5.1.6  discusses  security  measures. 

404  50  ISSUE:  Why  is  this  basing  method  better  than  the  other  methods  that  have 

been  considered  and  rejected  such  as  the  "Race  Track." 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

404  51  ISSUE:  What  makes  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  such  a  good  location? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  document  24,  Comment  5. 
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52  ISSUE:  How  can  a  first-strike  weapon  like  the  MX  missile  build  our 
deterrent  capability? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

404  53  ISSUE:  What  procedures  were  used  to  notify  the  public  of  these  hearings? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  9. 

404  54  ISSUE:  How  far  in  advance  did  the  Air  Force  know  the  time  and  date  of 

the  hearing? 

RESPONSE:  Approximately  three  weeks  prior  to  the  hearing  when  all 
pertinent  travel  and  auditorium  schedules  were  confirmed. 

404  55  ISSUE:  Can  the  Air  Force  say  that  the  public  has  had  an  adequate  amount 

of  time  to  respond  to  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  Response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

404  56  ISSUE:  How  many  person-hours  did  the  Air  Force  spend  preparing  the 

Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  contractor  required  approximately  92,000 
person-hours  in  preparing  the  Draft  EIS. 

404  57  ISSUE:  Has  the  public  had  adequate  time  and  information  to  reasonably 

analyze  the  Air  Force's  methodology? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

404  58  ISSUE:  Is  the  public  hearing  process  set  up  to  hear  the  concerns  of  the 

public  when  ordinary  citizens  speak  after  the  Air  Force  and  after  elected 
officials? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

404  59  ISSUE:  How  can  all  of  the  concerns  of  all  the  citizens  affected  be  heard 

with  a  3-minute  time  limit  in  only  one  hearing  of  three  hours? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

404  60  ISSUE:  How  many  people  at  the  hearings  in  other  parts  of  the  country 

didn't  get  a  chance  to  speak? 

RESPONSE:  Of  those  who  expressed  an  interest  in  speaking,  only  a  few 
were  denied  due  to  time  constraint.  They  were  requested  to  send  their 
comments  in  writing.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

404  61  ISSUE:  Why  was  time  lost  at  public  hearings  through  late  starting,  sound 

~ystem  problems,  etc.,  taken  off  the  public  comment  period? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

404  62  ISSUE:  How  much  time  at  the  Missouri  public  meeting  was  spent  in  total 

by  the  Air  Force,  by  elected  officials,  and  by  members  of  the  public  in 
speaking  both  in  the  scoping  and  in  the  Draft  EIS  hearings? 
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RESPONSE:  A  total  of  six  hours  was  spent  in  scoping  meetings  and  public 
hearings.  Two-thirds  of  this  time  was  used  by  the  public. 

404  63  ISSUE:  How  many  of  the  public  hearings  did  the  Air  Force  start  late? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

404  64  ISSUE:  How  can  the  Air  Force  justify  holding  hearings,  and  preparing  an 

EIS  only  for  the  area  immediately  surrounding  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri 
when  people  all  along  the  rail  line  could  be  affected? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

404  65  ISSUE:  How  much  time,  money,  and  effort  did  the  Air  Force  spend  in 

preparing  the  Rail  Garrison  presentation,  and  what  proportion  of  that  was 
spent  on  alternative  basing  modes  including  No  Action? 

RESPONSE:  About  800  hours  of  effort  costing  approximately  $15,000 
were  required  to  prepare  the  Rail  Garrison  presentation.  Including  the  No 
Action,  over  half  of  these  resources  were  applied  to  the  presentation  of 
project  alternatives.  No  time  was  spent  on  alternative  basing  modes 
which  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

405  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  there  is  adequate  housing  available  for  the 

project  in  the  Oscoda/ Au  Sable,  Michigan  area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

406  1  ISSUE:  Declaration  of  support  of  the  project  at  Wurtsmith  AFB, 

Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

407  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  it  expands  the 

targeting  area  and  dramatically  places  more  people  and  land  at  risk  both 
in  this  country  and  in  the  Soviet  Union. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

407  2  ISSUE:  The  MX  is  provocative  in-  nature  and  representative  of  a  threat 

that  fosters  destabilization  on  both  sides. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

407  3  ISSUE:  The  MX  is  strategically  flawed  because  it  will  take  four  to  six 

hours  to  disperse  the  missile  trains  from  their  garrisons  to  their  point  of 
destination. 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

407  4  ISSUE:  The  money  to  be  used  for  the  MX  program  would  be  better  spent 

on  rebuilding  the  economies  of  the  states  where  the  program  may  go. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 
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408  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  project  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  discuss  the  likelihood  of  earthquakes  and 
their  effects  on  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas.  Also,  why  locate  MX  missiles  in  an 
area  with  such  a  potential  for  catastrophe? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  7,  Comment  6. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  is  concerned  that  the  prehistoric  sites  of  the  Caddo 
Indian  culture  in  Louisiana  will  be  lost  or  damaged  by  MX  deployment. 
How  will  the  integrity  of  these  sites  be  preserved? 

RESPONSE:  When  the  Draft  EIS  was  being  prepared,  archaeological  field 
work  at  the  base  was  just  beginning  and  site-specific  data  were  not 
available.  The  probability  of  affecting  Caddo  sites  was  identified  as  an 
issue  because  a  number  of  such  sites  were  known  to  occur  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  base.  However,  an  archaeological  survey  completed  in  July  1988 
failed  to  identify  any  prehistoric  sites  in  the  proposed  impact  areas. 
Therefore,  no  Caddo  sites  would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  program  (see 
EIS  Section  4.3.5. 3). 

2  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  American  alligator  in 

Louisiana.  What  will  the  Air  Force  do  to  protect  the  habitat  of  these 
species? 

RESPONSE:  After  consulting  with  local  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  officials,  it 
was  determined  that  the  proposed  construction  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  would  in  no  way  jeopardize  local  alligator  populations. 
As  indicated  in  Appendix  A  of  the  EIS,  the  Air  Force  would  take  actions  to 
mitigate  any  unavoidable  loss  of  wetland  habitat  on  Barksdale  AFB  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  were  implemented. 

3  ISSUE:  What  will  the  Air  Force  do  to  preserve  the  habitats  of  the 
federally  listed  bald  eagle  and  the  red-cockaded  woodpecker  in  Louisiana? 

RESPONSE:  Construction  of  facilities  for  the  proposed  program  would 
occur  in  areas  which  are  unsuitable  habitat  for  either  the  red-cockaded 
woodpecker  or  the  bald  eagle.  Therefore,  the  program  would  have  no 
impact  on  these  species  or  their  respective  habitats. 

4  ISSUE:  Does  the  Air  Force  have  any  proposals  for  alleviating  the 
problems  in  traffic  congestion  that  will  occur  at  the  main  gate  at 
Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  if  the  MX  is  deployed? 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4. 3. 3. 2  and  4. 3. 3. 3  have  been  revised  to 

incorporate  local  and  Air  Force  plans. 

5  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  area  near  Barksdale  AFB, 
Louisiana  has  overcrowded  jails  and  needs  further  investigation. 

RESPONSE:  Local  officials  indicate  that  the  jail  is  fairly  full  but  not  at 
100  percent  occupancy.  A  work  release  program  has  been  instituted  that 
would  curtail  any  overcrowding  problem.  The  population  inmigration  is 
not  expected  to  noticeably  increase  demand  at  this  facility. 
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6  ISSUE:  Does  the  Air  Force  have  any  concerns  about,  or  solutions  to  the 
possible  layoff  of  50  to  55  policemen  in  Bossier  City,  Louisiana? 

RESPONSE:  The  police  department  has  lost  15  officers  this  past  year  due 
to  budgetary  problems.  Local  officials  do  not  feel  this  has  affected  public 
safety  in  the  area,  although  there  has  been  a  reduction/elimination  in 
some  nonessential  services  previously  provided.  The  department  does  not 
foresee  any  further  personnel  cuts  in  the  coming  fiscal  year. 

410  7  ISSUE:  How  can  acts  of  sabotage  and  terrorism  be  prevented?  Repairs  to 

a  rail  system  would  be  long  and  difficult  especially  relative  to  the 
situation  of  a  national  crisis. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

410  8  ISSUE:  If  a  nuclear  weapon  were  to  detonate  200  feet  in  the  atmosphere 

above  Shreveport  -  Bossier,  Louisiana,  wouldn't  the  electromagnetic  pulse 
cause  an  electricity  failure  throughout  the  area?  Would  the  train  be  able 
to  operate  under  these  conditions? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

410  9  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  quality  of  workmanship  of  the 

MX  missile  at  the  Morton  Thiokol  plants.  What  has  been  done  to  ensure 
the  quality  of  workmanship? 

RESPONSE:  The  nuclear  certification  programs  and  policies  described  in 
Section  5.1.1  of  the  EIS  will  apply  to  the  design  and  production  of  all 
critical  components  of  the  system. 

410  10  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  quality  of  the  guidance  system.  Has 

Northrop  Corporation  adhered  to  proper  inspection  schedules? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  major  technical  problems  with  the  Peacekeeper 
missile.  Recent  news  stories  refer  to  the  inability  of  a  contractor  to 
deliver  a  major  component  of  the  guidance  system  in  a  timely  fashion 
under  the  terms  of  the  contract.  This  is  being  corrected.  The  Air  Force 
has  every  confidence  the  missile  will  perform  to  its  design  requirements. 
Seventeen  out  of  17  flight  tests  have  shown  Peacekeeper  to  be  the  most 
accurate  ICBM  in  history  and  meeting  all  performance  requirements. 

410  11  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  project  because  it  is  too  costly, 

vulnerable,  and  is  a  first-strike  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

410  12  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  money  would  be  better  spent  on  a  student 

exchange  program  between  the  U.S.  and  USSR. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

411  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 

at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  and  agrees  with  the  findings  of  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  deployment  of  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  because  it  is  environmentally 
unsound. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  of  the  proposed  program  at  Fairchild  AFB  are 
described  in  EIS  Section  4.6. 

ISSUE:  When  based  in  garrisons,  the  MX  trains  would  be  more  susceptible 
to  Soviet  attack. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  When  dispersed  out  of  their  garrison,  the  MX  trains  would  be  even 
more  vulnerable  to  attack  resulting  in  easy  destruction  of  the  trains. 

RESPONSE:  Following  direction  from  a  higher  authority  to  disperse,  the 
Peacekeeper  train(s)  will  have  access  to  the  nation's  rail  net.  This 
accessibility  increases  the  response  capability  of  the  system  by  enhancing 
dispersal  flexibility;  thereby  complicating  enemy  planning  activities.  This 
decreases  the  vulnerability  of  the  Peacekeeper  train(s). 

ISSUE:  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  as  well  as  the  surrounding  areas  could 
become  targets  for  barrage  attacks. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  missile  trains  may  be  vulnerable  to  sabotage  and  will  be 
susceptible  to  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  Risk  assessments  for  rail  accidents  involving  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  are  discussed  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  risk  involved  in  basing  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system  at 
Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  or  anywhere  else  is  unacceptable. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 
at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  and  agrees  with  the  findings  of  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  The  sections  on  likelihood  and  consequences  of  mishaps  involving 
the  missile  solid  and  liquid  fuel  propellant  (EIS  Sections  5.4.1  and  5.4.2, 
respectively)  do  not  adequately  explore  the  pathway  and  likelihood  of  the 
two  liquid-fuel  component  igniting  and  the  resulting  ignition  or 
detonation. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  5.4.1  and  5.4.2  discuss  the  consequences  of 
various  events.  They  are  not  intended  to  present  the  complete  analysis  on 
those  topics.  The  probabilistic  risk  assessment  of  the  likelihood  and 
consequences  of  those  and  other  events  is  described  in  Section  5.3  of 
the  EIS. 


414  2  ISSUE:  EIS  Section  5.4.2.2  states  that  monomethyhydrazine  (MMH)  could 

explode  in  concentration  in  air  as  low  as  2.5  percent  to  4.7  percent  in  the 
presence  of  an  ignition  source.  In  fact,  the  liquid-fuel  stages  carry  their 
own  ignition  source  in  the  form  of  nitrogen  tetroxide,  the  second  element 
of  the  liquid-fuel  propellant. 

RESPONSE:  The  referenced  section  describes  the  risk  involved  when  only 
MMH  leaks  from  its  containers.  If  MMH  and  nitrogen  tetroxide  both 
leaked,  ignition  is  certain  to  occur,  as  discussed  in  Section  5. 4. 2. 4  of 
the  EIS. 

414  3  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  address  either  the  impact  of  a 

liquid-fuel  fire  or  the  consequences  of  an  explosion  of  the  solid-fuel 
propellants. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  5.4  discusses  the  environmental  and  human 
health  effects  of  fire  and  explosion  scenarios.  Editing  done  between  the 
Draft  and  Final  EISs  should  make  the  discussion  more  clear. 

414  4  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  discuss  the  risks  of  personal  injury  or  death 

and  substantial  property  damage  posed  during  dispersal  when  the  train 
would  carry  nuclear-armed,  fully  fueled  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  The  risks  during  that  phase  of  operation  are  discussed  in  EIS 
Sections  5.2.2,  5.3.1,  5.3.4  and  all  of  Section  5.4.  The  risks  are 
summarized  in  Table  5. 3. 4-1  under  the  heading  of  "Strategic  Dispersal." 

414  5  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  describe  the  other  rail  or  road  vehicles  which 

might  collide  with  a  Peacekeeper  train  and  should  address  the 
consequences  of  a  collision  with  a  vehicle  containing  flammable  or 
explosive  substances. 

RESPONSE:  The  risk  assessment  conducted  for  the  EIS  considers  the 
possibility  of  collision  of  the  Peacekeeper  train  with  the  common  mix  of 
vehicles  and  cargo  on  the  roads  and  rail  network.  The  primary  contributor 
to  the  longer  fire  scenarios  discussed  is  fuel  or  other  flammables  carried 
on  such  a  vehicle.  The  probabilistic  risk  assessment  method  does  not 
concentrate  on  particular  scenarios,  but  takes  into  account  all  causes  of 
accidents  in  the  years  1983  to  1987.  This  approach  was  selected  rather 
than  the  "scenario  analysis"  approach  because  the  former  is  thought  to  be 
more  rigorous. 

414  6  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  impacts  of  an  attempted 

terrorists  attack  and  the  consequences  in  the  unlikely  event  that  such  an 
attack  were  successful. 

RESPONSE:  Security  measures  are  expected  to  provide  early  warnings  of 
sabotage  attempts  and  prevent  disabling  of  the  system.  If  a  terrorist 
attempt  were  successful,  the  consequences  would  not  be  greater  than 
those  described  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

414  7  ISSUE:  The  economic  impacts  of  environmental  and  human  health  effects 

of  various  mishaps  should  be  addressed  in  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Requests  for  compensation  for  damage  or  loss  involving  an 
Air  Force  activity  will  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force 
regulations. 
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414  8  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  discuss  the  economic  impact  on  the 

Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  of  withdrawing  the  Peacekeeper  missiles  now  in 
silos  there  and  using  them  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system 
because  current  law  restricts  the  total  number  of  deployed  Peacekeeper 
missiles  to  50  and  the  Air  Force  would  have  no  choice  but  to  use  those  50 
in  the  silos. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  4.2.1. 

415  1  ISSUE:  What  is  the  rationale  behind  deploying  more  nuclear  warheads? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

415  2  ISSUE:  Why  is  the  Air  Force  so  interested  in  deploying  the  missiles  on 

rails  when  the  Scowcroft  Report  maintains  Small  ICBM  for  deploying 
the  MX? 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  and  need  for  this  system  is  described  in  EIS 
Section  1.1. 

415  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is 

vulnerable  to  attack  from  enemies  of  the  United  States. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

415  4  ISSUE:  Is  this  system  going  to  increase  noise  levels  to  Cheyenne's 

residential  areas? 

RESPONSE:  Noise  impacts  from  Rail  Garrison  deployment  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB,  Wyoming  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.2.10.3. 

415  5  ISSUE:  An  in-depth  analysis  of  the  No  Action  Alternative  is  needed  since 

the  presr  •rt  text  does  not  adequately  address  the  topic. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

415  6  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  compare  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 

with  the  system  that  the  Soviet  Union  has  with  emphasis  on  the  rail 
mileage  and  its  public  status. 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  the  system  with  another  nation's  system  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

415  7  ISSUE:  Why  were  public  hearings  not  held  in  other  areas  in  Wyoming  and 

Nebraska? 

RESPONSE:  See  iesponse  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

415  8  ISSUE:  How  many  permanent  civilian  jobs  will  be  created  by  the  Rail 

Garrison  project? 

RE8PONSE:  Permanent  civilian  employment  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 

Wyoming  is  estimated  at  53  direct  workers  and  182  indirect  workers  over 
the  operations  phase  of  the  program. 
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415  9  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  reliability  of  the  MX  guidance  system 

together  with  adequate  supervision  of  government  contractors. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  410,  Comment  9. 

415  10  ISSUE:  What  will  the  Air  Force  do  about  metal  fatigue  in  the  MX  missiles 

currently  on-line  in  Wyoming?  How  does  the  Air  Force  plan  to  improve 
the  shell  of  the  missile  or  the  defective  parts? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  was  designed  for  use  in  a  mobile 
basing  mode  involving  storage  and  transport  of  the  missile  in  a  horizontal 
position.  No  modification  of  the  missile  is  necessary  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  system. 

415  11  ISSUE:  Safety  was  briefly  discussed  at  the  public  hearing  with  the  history 

of  past  nuclear  accidents.  How  can  the  Air  Force  be  so  confident  about 

the  safety  of  the  MX  when  there  are  numerous  problems  with  the  missile 
such  as  the  guidance  system  and  metal  fatigue? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chapter  5.  Also  see  response  to  Document  410, 
Comment  9. 

415  12  ISSUE:  Where  will  the  nuclear  waste  be  disposed  of  for  the  Rail  Garrison 

project  in  Wvoming? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  30. 

416  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  believes  there  is  no  need  to  deploy  Peacekeeper  in 

mobile  or  fixed  basing  mode  as  there  are  plenty  of  missiles  already 
deployed.  Recommends  we  direct  valuable  resources  toward  nuclear 
disarmament  and  peaceful  resolution  while  working  on  utilizing  what  is 
already  available  to  its  maximum  benefit. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

417  1  ISSUE:  How  would  missile  trains  operate?  Would  missile  trains  have 

priority  over  the  traffic?  How  would  MX  rail  operations  affect  railroad 
operations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

417  2  ISSUE:  Because  MX  rail  cars  will  be  wider  than  9  feet,  the  Air  Force  will 

have  to  announce  its  path  in  order  to  clear  rails.  What  are  the  security 
implications  of  this? 

RESPONSE:  See  Section  1.3.2  of  the  EIS. 

417  3  ISSUE:  Will  the  MX  train  comply  with  the  rule  of  500,000  pounds?  Can 

the  tracks  on  which  the  train  will  ride  support  this  weight? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

417  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  center  of  balance  on  the  MX 

train  in  light  of  45  mph  winds  in  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 
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1  ISSUE:  Questions  mailed  after  the  public  scoping  meeting  in  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  were  only  superficially  or  generally  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

2  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  ensure  that  city,  county,  and  state  governments 
in  Wyoming  will  not  have  to  pay  for  increased  service  demands  due  to  this 
program? 

RESPONSE:  Program-related  spending  by  Air  Force  contractors  as  well 
as  direct  program  employees  is  projected  to  generate  sufficient  revenues 
to  meet  the  required  outlays  for  the  increased  service  demands.  While  the 
Air  Force  cannot  ensure  this,  monitoring  surveys  conducted  for  the 
Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  program  indicated  that  service  demands, 
and  subsequent  expenditures,  would  be  negligible. 

3  ISSUE:  Will  existing  employers  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  close  up  shop  due 
to  this  program?  How  many  jobs  will  be  lost? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  91. 

4  ISSUE:  What  will  construction  and  operations  noise  levels  be  in  residential 
areas  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  Noise  impacts  from  Rail  Garrison  deployment  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.2.10.3. 

5  ISSUE:  Moral  and  ethical  concerns  should  be  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Clerk  of  Laramie  County  disagrees  with  public  finance  baseline 
projections  for  Laramie  County. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4.2. 1.2  has  been  revised. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  maintains  the  language  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  misleading, 
e.g.,  Peacekeeper  for  MX;  reentry  vehicle  for  nuclear  warhead  and 
guidance  system,  and  mishap  for  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  The  document  is  not  intended  to  be  misleading.  The  missile 
was  named  "Peacekeeper"  by  President  Reagan  (see  response  to 
Document  37,  Comment  1).  The  term  reentry  vehicle  has  a  specific 
meaning  and  is  thought  to  be  an  adequately  descriptive  name.  It  would  be 
inaccurate  to  call  it  a  warhead;  it  would  be  cumbersome  to  name  all  the 
things  it  contains  every  time  reference  was  made  to  it.  The  word  mishap 
was  intended  to  encompass  either  rail  incidents  or  accidents,  as  defined  by 
the  Federal  Railway  Administration  (see  EIS  Section  5.2. 1.1). 

2  ISSUE:  How  can  Great  Falls,  Montana  officials  maintain  this  system  will 
create  jobs  and  lower  unemployment  in  Great  Falls? 

RESPONSE:  A  secondary  benefit  of  the  program  is  in  fact  the  creation  of 
jobs  and  lowering  of  unemployment  rates  in  the  region  (see  EIS 
Section  4.9.1). 
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3  ISSUE:  The  figure  of  student-teacher  ratio  of  21:1  in  the  Great  Falls, 
Montana  school  system  is  highly  inaccurate. 

RESPONSE:  For  the  1987-1988  school  year,  Great  Falls  School  District 
No.  1  (an  elementary  level  district)  had  an  overall  pupil-to-teacher  ratio 
of  21.5  to  1.  These  numbers  were  based  on  school  district  data  showing 
enrollment  and  teachers  at  the  elementary  level  by  grade  and  by  school, 
and  are,  therefore,  reflective  of  existing  conditions  in  the  district. 

420  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  does  not  want  to  submit  Montana  to  irreparable  harm 

by  putting  additional  missiles  here. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

420  5  ISSUE:  The  money  spent  on  the  rail-based  MX  is  better  spent  on  such 

things  as  farmers,  unemployed,  schools,  the  hungry,  etc.  The  priorities  of 
the  citizens  are  not  reflected  in  the  continuing  arms  buildup. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

420  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  our  capability  technologically  to  handle  a 

crisis  situation. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  45  and  97. 

420  7  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  our  capability  from  a  human  standpoint  to 

handle  a  crisis  situation. 

RESPONSE:  Every  attempt  will  be  made  to  conduct  training  in  a  realistic 
environment.  However,  our  training  trains  will  not  carry  real  missiles  or 
explosives.  Training  will  be  conducted  on  the  rail  network  with  the  least 
interference  possible.  Simulators  and  occasional  high  priority  training 
may  be  used  to  supplement  this  training  program,  if  this  is  required  to 
maintain  the  necessary  levels  of  proficiency.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  15,  Comment  4. 

420  8  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  rail-based  MX  because  it  is  unsafe, 

destabilizing,  and  dangerous  game  playing  when  the  opportunity  is  ripe  for 
arms  reduction.  Our  security  will  not  be  enhanced  by  more  weapons  but 
by  fewer  and  a  new  approaches  to  international  and  fiscal  situations. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

421  1  ISSUE:  The  MX  is  a  first-strike  weapon.  What  is  the  Soviet  response  to 

this  threat? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  a  Soviet  response  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

421  2  ISSUE:  How  does  this  program  protect  our  freedom? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

421  3  ISSUE:  Does  the  MX  ensure  continued  flow  of  profits  to  defense 

contractors? 
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RESPONSE:  The  issues  of  potential  defense  procurement  of  contracts, 
and/or  taxes,  and  fraud  associated  with  contractors  is  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

421  4  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  makes  statement  that  history  teaches  that  those  who 

prepare  for  war  end  up  having  a  war. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

422  1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  provide  adequate  details  to  allow  a  reviewer 

the  opportunity  to  fully  and  critically  evaluate  and  test  the  conclusions 
presented. 

RESPONSE:  The  Draft  EIS  presents  a  description  of  the  research  methods 
and  data  used  to  produce  its  conclusions  of  significant  environmental 
issues.  Specific  omissions  of  information  noted  in  comments  regarding  the 
Draft  EIS  have  been  included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

422  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  use  of  1985  traffic  data  to  determine 

current  baseline  conditions  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  latest  traffic  report  available  from  the  Wyoming 

Highway  Department  provides  1985  counts  of  traffic  volumes  along 
Cheyenne  roads. 

422  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  reserve  funds  (in  most  cases)  are  not 

available  to  finance  program-related  public  expenditures  in  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  as  assumed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4.2.1  has  been  revised  to  reflect  current 

information. 

422  4  ISSUE:  The  geologically  significant  impact  of  erosion  and  insignificant 

impacts  on  water  and  air  are  at  odds  with  each  other. 

RESPONSE:  Significant  local  erosion  impacts  do  not  necessarily  result  in 
significant  water  quality  impacts,  particularly  if  the  site  is  remote  from  a 
water  body  or  drained  by  a  highly  intermittent  stream,  as  is  the  case  at 
the  two  alternative  garrison  sites  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  (see  EIS 
Sections  4.2.6  and  4.2.8). 

422  5  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  must  work  directly  with  the  local  government 

entities  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  to  address  their  concerns  and  develop 
appropriate  and  necessary  mitigation  measures  to  mitigate  the  negative 
program  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  work  with  local  government  entities  in 
Cheyenne,  as  appropriate,  to  address  their  concerns  and  develop  necessary 
mitigation  measures  to  mitigate  identified  negative  program  impacts. 

423  1  ISSUE:  How  can  security  be  maintained  over  hundreds  of  thousands  of 

miles  of  track  without  revoking  the  Constitution? 

RESPONSE:  Due  to  the  mobility  and  random  nature  of  the  movements 
during  dispersal,  terrorists  would  find  it  very  difficult  to  attack  the 
system.  Also  see  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  58. 


423 


2  ISSUE:  How  many  H-Bombs  will  land  at  Cheyenne  Airport? 


RESPONSE:  All  Peacekeeper  reentry  systems  will  be  transported  through 
the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  Airport  (see  Sections  1.3,  1.4,  and  1.5  of  the  EIS). 

423  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  survivability  of  the  system.  Commentor 

does  not  believe  that  the  Soviets  would  be  so  stupid  as  to  warn  us. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

423  4  ISSUE:  Money  could  be  better  spent  in  other  ways. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

423  5  ISSUE:  How  many  missiles  will  be  deployed  at  how  many  bases? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.3,  1.4,  and  1.5. 

423  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  safety. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Chapter  5  addresses  safety  concerns  associated  with  the 
system. 

424  1  ISSUE:  State  of  North  Dakota  requests  that  projections  of  tax  revenues 

be  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  This  would  allow  for  impacts  to  be 
effectively  studied. 

RESPONSE:  Direct  tax  receipts  such  as  property  taxes  are  not  expected 
to  be  affected  by  project  activities.  Other  nontax  revenues  such  as 
charges  for  service,  redistributed  state-collected  revenues  (gasoline 
excise  taxes  and  cigarette  excise  taxes,  as  examples),  fines,  and  fees, 
however,  are  expected  to  increase  as  population  in  the  areas  increases. 
Revenue  from  these  sources  would  be  sufficient  to  meet  the  estimate 
increases  in  expenditures  in  the  jurisdictions. 

424  2  ISSUE:  State  of  North  Dakota  suggests  that  maintaining  ratios  of 

government  employees  to  population  will  not  account  for  increased 
expenditures  in  social  services. 

RESPONSE:  Most  human  services  and  other  family-related  services  are 
provided  to  military  personnel  by  the  Air  Force  at  each  installation. 
Monitoring  of  these  types  of  service  demands  from  community-based 
service  agencies,  for  both  military  and  civilian  program-related  personnel, 
during  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming  indicates  no  significant  increases  in  demand  would  be  expected 
for  locally  provided  human  services. 

424  3  ISSUE:  Reliance  on  school  district  reserve  funds  at  Grand  Forks  and 

Minot,  North  Dakota  is  questionable  at  this  time.  Consideration  of 
Department  of  Defense  financial  aid  to  school  districts  should  be 
addressed. 

RESPONSE:  Text  has  been  revised  to  reflect  current  information  (see  EIS 
Sections  4.7. 1.3.  and  4.10.1.3). 
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4  ISSUE:  Wastewater  treatment  facilities  at  Grand  Forks  AFB  and  Minot 
AFB,  North  Dakota  should  be  adequate  and  efforts  should  be  increased  to 
mitigate  any  impact  associated  with  base  operations  so  as  to  minimize  any 
pollution  which  may  occur. 

RESPONSE:  Currently,  both  bases  are  evaluating  the  ability  of  their 
wastewater  systems  to  adequately  process  their  flows.  Based  on  the 
results  of  this  analysis,  the  Air  Force  will  schedule  the  improvements  that 
are  necessary  to  maintain  the  quality  of  their  discharge. 

5  ISSUE:  Both  existing  and  planned  rail  spurs  adjacent  to  Grand  Forks 
AFB,  North  Dakota  (planned  to  cross  U.S.  2)  should  be  consolidated  into 
one.  Crossing  maintenance  should  be  the  responsibility  of  the  Air  Force. 
Also,  the  program  should  include  grade  separation  and  emergency  vehicle 
provision  to  remedy  traffic  blockages. 

RESPONSE:  The  existing  spur  is  in  poor  condition  both  on  and  offbase  and 
would  not  provide  an  efficient  route  to  the  proposed  garrison  site.  An  at- 
grade  crossing  for  the  new  rail  spur  will  be  constructed  at  U.S.  2  and 
appropriate  warning  devices  such  as  flashing  lights  and  gates  will  be 
provided.  Traffic  blockages  are  not  expected  to  be  a  problem  (see  EIS 
Section  4.7. 3. 3). 

6  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  judgment  of  cultural  sites  at  Grand  Forks  AFB, 
North  Dakota  is  premature  until  the  results  of  the  cultural  resource 
survey  has  been  reviewed  by  the  State  Historic  Preservation 
Officer  (SHPO). 

RESPONSE:  In  accordance  with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act,  cultural  resources  surveys  have  been  completed  for  the 
proposed  program  areas  at  both  Grand  Forks  AFB  and  Minot  AFB. 
Preliminary  drafts  of  both  cultural  resources  reports  were  sent  to  the 
North  Dakota  SHPO  for  review.  Verbal  agreement  with  the  EIS  findings 
has  been  given  by  the  SHPO. 

7  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  consider  the  issue  of  the  benefits  of  widespread 
dispersion  of  missile  capabilities. 

.  RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

8  ISSUE:  What  is  the  Air  Force  policy  regarding  protestors  interfering  with 
the  training  trains  during  the  performance  of  their  duties? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  local  law  enforcement 
authorities  to  resolve  any  difficulties  that  may  occur. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  dislikes  the  name  "Peacekeeper.” 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

2  ISSUE:  One's  environment  is  placed  in  jeopardy  when  the  community  in 
which  he  lives  is  bristling  with  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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3  ISSUE:  Jobs  should  never  be  considered  as  a  reason  for  creating  Rail 
Garrison.  Tax  dollars  are  better  used  to  clean  up  the  environment  for  new 
roads,  parks,  education,  etc. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  and  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison.  Also  submitted  a  local  newspaper  article. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  How  much  more  survivable  is  this  Rail  Garrison  concept  than  the 
current  basing  mode? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

2  ISSUE:  Why  has  the  high-density  population  adjacent  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming  been  minimized  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  map  used  is  the  latest  available  (1978)  U.S.  Geological 
Survey  of  the  Cheyenne/F.E.  Warren  AFB  area  and  is  not  intended  to  be  a 
current  land  use  map.  The  northern  half  of  the  Western  Hills  subdivision 
(adjacent  to  the  base)  was  developed  after  1978.  The  purpose  of  these 
figures  is  to  show  the  proposed  locations  of  various  project  facilities. 
When  the  area  north  of  the  Western  Hills  subdivision  is  built  out,  the 
homes  closest  to  the  proposed  garrison  would  be  about  3,750  feet  away. 
This  would  be  about  300  feet  outside  the  explosive  safety  zone  (see  EIS 
Section  4.2.4.2). 

3  ISSUE:  An  old  map  (more  than  5  years  old)  has  been  used  in  Figures 
S-5,  S-19,  and  4.2-3.  It  is  the  same  old  map  in  each  case.  This  map  leaves 
off  the  entire  northern  half  of  the  Western  Hills  subdivision  which  is  a  half 
mile,  with  at  least  20  streets  of  high-density  single  family  housing  and 
multiple  family  townhouses  all  excluded.  This  entire  subdivision  is  within 
the  city  limits. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  427,  Comment  2. 

4  ISSUE:  Why  is  there  no  Department  of  Defense  proposed  explosive  safety 
zone  at  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  Municipal  Airport? 

RESPONSE:  An  explosive  safety  zone  is  the  prescribed  safety  zone  or 
required  safe  distance  between  places  where  explosives  (including  rocket 
propellants)  are  stored  or  processed  and  other  specified  locations,  such  as 
inhabited  buildings,  public  traffic  routes,  recreational  areas,  utilities, 
petroleum  storage  facilities,  and  storage  or  processing  facilities  for  other 
explosives.  The  Cheyenne  Municipal  Airport  will  not  store  or  process  any 
explosives. 

5  ISSUE:  What  is  the  increased  safety  risk  to  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  with  F.E. 
Warren  AFB  as  the  Main  Operating  Base  (MOB)? 

RESPONSE:  F.E.  Warren  AFB  was  identified  as  the  MOB  for  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  because  the  facilities  at  the  base  are 
designed  to  handle  100  Peacekeeper  missiles.  For  over  25  years,  F.E. 
Warren  AFB  has  handled  missiles  without  a  major  accident  involving 
propellants,  stages,  reentry  vehicles  or  reentry  systems.  It  is  anticipated 
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that  this  excellent  safety  record  will  continue  for  the  life  of  the  system. 
However,  if  an  accident  were  to  occur,  the  environmental  consequences 
and  human  health  effects  would  not  be  worse  than  those  described  in 
Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

427  6  ISSUE:  What  would  the  economic  impact  be  of  the  derailment  of  a 

Peacekeeper  train  that  interferes  with  regular  train  traffic? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  train  will  follow  the  standard  operational 
procedures  of  regular  rail  travel.  In  the  unlikely  event  of  a  derailment, 
the  problem  would  be  corrected  as  quickly  as  possible  resulting  in  a 
minimum  of  interference  with  regularly  scheduled  rail  traffic. 

428  1  ISSUE:  How  will  North  Dakota  transport  grain  and  coal  by  rail  if 

the  ICBM  is  dispersed  on  the  main  lines?  Will  new  sidings  be  built? 

RESPONSE:  Peacekeeper  trains  are  not  anticipated  to  disrupt 

commercial  rail  schedules,  especially  since  the  trains  would  remain  in  the 
garrisons  except  during  periods  of  national  need,  and  would  then  represent 
only  25  of  thousands  of  trains.  New  sidings  are  not  anticipated  to  be 
needed.  For  movements  in  an  emergency,  appropriate  procedures  and 
protocols  are  being  developed  with  the  rail  industry. 

428  2  ISSUE:  What  local  area  problems  would  occur  when  the  ICBM  is  fired 

from  the  site? 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  of  the  intentional  use  of  the  missile  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

428  3  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  or  federal  government  upgrade  the  rural  rail 

system  in  North  Dakota  to  support  the  trains? 

RESPONSE:  The  main  line  track  will  not  be  upgraded.  The  rail  spur 
connecting  the  garrison  with  the  existing  commercial  rail  system  at  Minot 
AFB  would  be  upgraded  to  meet  design  requirements  and  a  new  spur  would 
be  constructed  at  Grand  Forks  AFB. 

428  4  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  reaction  to  the  Rail  Garrison  as  it  sits  on  the 

siding  by  or  near  any  small  town?  Would  it  be  fenced  off  to  keep  security 
tight?  How  long  will  it  sit  or  would  it  be  moved  from  site  to  site? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  trains  would  remain  in  the  garrisons  unless 
directed  to  disperse  by  a  higher  authority  in  time  of  national  need. 
Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS. 

428  5  ISSUE:  In  regard  to  sidings,  would  any  location  know  they  could  be  a 

possible  site  for  ICBM  Rail  Garrison  train  location? 

RESPONSE:  Every  accessible  location  would  be  a  possible  site. 

429  1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  address  prevention  of  "heat 

buckling"  of  railroad  tracks.  Notes  potential  for  derailment. 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  "heat  buckling"  of  railroad  track  has  been 
added  to  the  EIS  Section  5.2.3  on  natural  hazards. 
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2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  identify  specific  evacuation  plans  in  case 
of  hazardous  material  accidents  and  explosions. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

429  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  basis  for  the  identification  of  minimal 

health  risks.  What  are  cancer  and  other  health-related  impacts  on 
employees  preparing  warhead  materials? 

RESPONSE:  Health  risks  associated  with  the  production  of  warheads  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

429  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  utility  of  painting  the  Missile  Assembly 

Building  (MAB)  blue  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  MAB  will  be  painted  a  pale  blue  so  it  blends  in  better 
visually  with  the  background  mountain  viewscape  on  the  horizon. 

429  5  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Air  Force  prevent  sabotage  of  the  railways  and 

the  MX  train? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

429  6  ISSUE:  How  much  more  radioactive  pollution  will  be  emitted  directly  into 

our  environment  as  a  direct  result  of  the  process  of  producing  the 
missiles? 

RESPONSE:  The  production  of  warheads  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  missiles  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

429  7  ISSUE:  How  many  truckloads  containing  radioactive  materials  will  be  on 

our  highways  each  day,  and  how  many  days  will  they  continue  to  be  on  our 
highways  if  the  proposed  Rail  Garrison  project  is  passed  by  Congress? 
How  many  ships  and  airplanes  will  be  carrying  radioactive  materials 
related  to  the  Rail  Garrison  project;  and  for  how  many  days? 

RESPONSE:  The  movement  of  nuclear  components  in  support  of  the 
Peacekeeper  mission  is  detailed  in  the  EIS.  Ships  will  not  be  used  for  the 
movement  of  warheads  in  support  of  the  program.  Aircraft  will  be  used  to 
transport  the  nuclear  components  between  the  manufacturer  and 
Cheyenne.  The  only  other  airlift  requirement  will  be  for  maintenance  of 
the  reentry  system  between  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  and  the  selected 
garrison  bases. 

429  8  ISSUE:  What  precautions  will  be  implemented  to  ensure  the  public  safety 

in  preventing  accidents  on  the  highways,  on  airplanes,  and  on  vessels 
(carrying  radioactive  materials)  and  how  much  do  these  precautions  cost? 

RESPONSE:  As  with  all  weapon  systems,  public  safety  is  a  primary 
concern.  This  concern  includes  all  aspects  of  the  operation,  both  on  and 
off  the  Air  Force  bases.  The  details  of  the  Safety  Program  are  described 
in  Section  5.1  of  the  EIS. 

429  9  ISSUE:  What  are  your  plans  for  restoring  the  wildlife  and  plant  life  that  is 

killed  as  a  result  of  radioactive  accidents  or  emissions  from  nuclear 
facilities? 
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RESPONSE:  The  probabilities  of  such  events  are  extremely  small  as 
described  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS.  If  such  an  event  occurred,  the  removal 
of  contaminated  soil  would  be  required.  Specific  plans  for  restoration 
would  be  prepared  as  necessary. 

429  10  ISSUE:  How  much  money  per  person  is  the  Air  Force  willing  to  pay  to 

compensate  employees  and  public  citizens  that  become  contaminated  or 
experience  radiation  poisoning  due  to  accidents  related  to  the  Rail 
Garrison  project? 

RESPONSE:  Requests  for  compensation  for  damage  or  loss  involving  an 
Air  Force  activity  will  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force 
regulations. 

429  11  ISSUE:  How  will  you  compensate  our  allies  if  our  missiles  hit  their 

countries  rather  than  the  Soviet  Union? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  intentional  use  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

429  12  ISSUE:  How  much  money  for  the  Rail  Garrison  project  will  be  diverted 

illegally  into  funds  to  support  the  Contras  in  Nicaragua? 

RESPONSE:  None. 

429  13  ISSUE:  How  much  does  each  car  on  the  train  weigh  and  will  our  current 

rails  be  able  to  carry  that  enormous  weight? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

429  14  ISSUE:  How  much  ground  damage  will  result  from  a  launch?  Will  it  leave 

the  train  derailed?  If  so,  how  long  will  it  take  to  put  it  back  on  the  track, 
and  at  what  cost?  What  is  the  potential  for  train  crew  casualties  as  a 
result  of  a  launch? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  intentional  use  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

429  15  ISSUE:  Are  the  O-rings  on  the  missiles  the  same  type  made  by  Morton 

Thiokol  that  were  found  defective  in  the  Challenger  mishap?  If  so,  what 
measures  will  be  taken  to  ensure  safe  launches  in  subzero  weather? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  no  joints  within  the  stages  of  the  Peacekeeper 
missile,  so  a  mishap  similar  to  the  one  which  caused  the  Challenger 
disaster  could  not  happen  to  a  Peacekeeper  missile.  Nevertheless,  while 
testing  has  not  been  completed,  it  will  include  testing  in  extreme 
environmental  conditions. 

429  16  ISSUE:  In  order  to  help  prevent  accidents,  what  measures  will  the  Air 

Force  take  to  ensure  that  no  Air  Force  or  other  railroad  personnel  will  be 
on  drugs  either  legal  or  illegal? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

429  17  ISSUE:  How  long  will  the  shifts  be? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  100. 
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18  ISSUE:  What  are  the  specific  health  conditions  you  look  for  in  your 
personnel  to  ensure  they  are  fit  for  this  type  of  duty? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

429  19  ISSUE:  How  young  will  the  personnel  be  who  are  Air  Force  or  railroad 

personnel?  What  training  will  they  have? 

RESPONSE:  Program  operations  will  be  provided  by  a  hierarchy  of  fully 
capable  and  trained  Air  Force  personnel  directed  by  a  higher  authority. 
Regardless  of  age,  each  individual  assigned  will  be  knowledgeable  of  his  or 
her  responsibilities  and  duties,  and  will  carry  them  out  as  ordered.  Also 
see  EIS  Section  1.4.6. 

429  20  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Air  Force  prevent  other  commercial  and  passenger 

trains  from  colliding  with  the  garrison  trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  5. 

429  21  ISSUE:  How  often  will  practice  runs  of  the  trains  take  place  each  month, 

and  at  what  cost? 

RESPONSE:  The  training  trains  will  be  scheduled  to  visit  each  base  once 
during  each  quarter  of  the  year.  The  cost  is  included  in  the  annual 
operational  budget  of  about  $225  million  annually. 

429  22  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  impact  of  a  tornado  hitting  the  garrison? 

RESPONSE:  The  effects  of  natural  catastrophies  such  as  tornadoes, 
floods,  and  earthquakes  striking  the  missiles  and  garrison  are  discussed  in 
EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

429  23  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  impact  of  an  earthquake  in  Cheyenne, 

Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  No  active  or  inactive  faults  have  been  identified  in  the 
Region  of  Influence  for  the  proposed  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB.  The 
Wheatland-Whalen  Fault  Zone  is  located  40  miles  north  of  the  installation 
and  has  been  determined  to  be  an  inactive  fault.  Consequently,  surface 
fault  rupture  and  other  effects  of  an  earthquake  are  not  considered  a 
likely  event  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB.  The  installation  is  also  located  in  a 
generally  low  risk  seismic  region.  The  effects  of  an  earthquake  are 
addressed  under  EIS  Sections  3.9.4  and  5.2.3. 

429  24  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  impact  of  small  missile  rockets  from  close 

range  by  saboteurs? 

RESPONSE:  Security  measures  are  expected  to  provide  early  warning  of 
sabotage  attempts  and  prevent  disabling  of  the  system.  If  a  sabotage 
attempt  were  successful,  the  consequences  would  not  be  greater  than 
those  described  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

429  25  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  impact  of  ice  and  snow  covered  tracks? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 
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ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  impact  of  a  head-on  collision  with  another  very 
heavy  train  going  at  a  fast  speed? 

RESPONSE:  Worst-case  scenarios  are  discussed  in  EIS  Chapter  5. 

ISSUE:  After  a  catastrophe,  what  compensation  will  be  allowed? 

RESPONSE:  Requests  for  compensation  for  damage  or  loss  involving  an 
Air  Force  activity  will  be  evaluated  in  accordance  with  Air  Force 
regulations. 

ISSUE:  How  much  fraud  and  deception  is  the  Air  Force  and  administration 
anticipating  from  each  defense  contractor  associated  with  the  Rail 
Garrison  project? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  How  much  will  each  defense  contractor  pay  in  taxes  as  a  result  of 
their  involvement  in  the  Rail  Garrison  project?  How  much  will  they 
receive  in  tax  rebates  and  profits? 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  How  much  will  the  program  cost  the  United  States  over  the  next 
seven  years? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  system  would  cost  between  $10  and  $12  billion 
over  the  life  of  the  system. 

ISSUE:  After  the  Air  Force  receives  the  order  to  launch,  how  long  will  it 
take  before  the  missile  is  actually  launched? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

ISSUE:  How  long  will  it  take  the  MX-launched  missiles  on  the  trains  to 
reach  their  targets,  that  is,  if  they  hit  their  intended  targets? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  What  precautions  will  the  Air  Force  take  to  prevent  radar 
jamming  devices  from  interfering  with  the  communication  systems 
between  the  control  centers  and  the  trains? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

ISSUE:  What  extra  precautions  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  wildlife  such 
as  rodents  or  weeds,  etc.  will  not  cause  a  malfunction  in  the  operation  of 
the  train  to  prevent  it  from  moving? 

RESPONSE:  None.  Peacekeeper  trains  will  undergo  regular  maintenance 
and  system  inspections. 


429  35  ISSUE:  What  other  specific  basing  modes  have  been  addressed  and  why 

were  they  rejected? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

429  36  ISSUE:  Why  do  we  need  more  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  The  purpose  and  need  of  the  system  are  described  in  EIS 
Section  1.1. 

429  37  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  an  independent  commission  appointed  to  investigate 

all  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  (NEPA)  concerns  (i.e.,  in 
addition  to  the  Air  Force  study)? 

RESPONSE:  No.  This  document  has  been  prepared  by  an  independent 
contractor,  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.,  in  compliance  with  the  Council  of 
Environmental  Quality  regulations  (40  CFR  1500-1508)  implementing 
NEPA. 

429  38  ISSUE:  How  well  protected  will  the  garrison  igloos  be?  How  much  will  it 

cost  to  build  these  igloos  underground?  What  could  a  tornado  do  to  them? 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  1.3.5  discusses  igloo  construction.  EIS  Section 
5.2.3  discusses  the  effects  of  a  natural  catastrophe  on  the  system.  At  this 
time,  there  are  no  plans  to  construct  the  igloos  underground. 

429  39  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  effect  on  the  ozone  layer  if  12,000  United 

States  and  11,000  Soviet  missiles  were  to  be  launched?  Would  any  life  on 
earth  exist  after  such  an  exchange? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

429  40  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  restricted  air  space  over  the  garrison?  If  a 

commercial  or  passenger  plane  went  over  these  areas,  would  they  be  shot 
down? 

RESPONSE:  The  garrison  will  not  change  any  currently  imposed  air  space 
restrictions  at  any  selected  garrison  installation.  Planes  are  not  shot  down 
if  they  enter  restricted  air  space. 

429  41  ISSUE:  What  is  the  estimated  economic  impact  in  terms  of  jobs  on  each 

of  the  11  planned  sites?  What  will  the  Air  Force  do  to  accommodate  all 
the  extra  strain  put  on  each  location  -  education,  medical,  commercial? 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  socioeconomic  impacts  such  as  jobs  and  public 
services  at  each  location  are  described  in  EIS  Sections  4.2.1  to  4.12.1. 

429  42  ISSUE:  After  a  flashflood,  what  would  be  the  impact  of  having  the  trains 

with  their  computers  soaked?  After  a  flood  will  the  tracks  be  useable? 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  of  flooding  on  the  system  are  discussed  in  EIS 
Chapter  5. 

429  43  ISSUE:  When  will  the  administration  move  away  from  a  policy  of  mutually 

assured  destruction  and  toward  a  policy  of  peace? 
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RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  done  with  nuclear  wastes  that  are  produced  as  a 
result  of  the  production  process  of  the  MX  missiles?  How  much  will  it  cost 
to  clean  up  sites  after  the  missiles  are  made?  Where  will  nuclear  wastes 
be  disposed  of? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  ability  to  move  the  trains  from  their 
silos  within  the  delivery  time  of  enemy  missiles. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  development  and  effectiveness  of 

electromagnetic  pulse  technology  and  acknowledges  that  the  subject  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  Blytheville,  Arkansas  is  in  the  path  of  the 
New  Madrid  Fault. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  7,  Comment  6. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative  for  reasons  such 
as  disarmament  talks  with  USSR,  the  economy  has  borne  the  burden  of 
military  spending,  the  Trident  II  should  be  able  to  point  out  some  serious 
citizen  dissent,  and  the  nation’s  rail  system  is  deficient  and  poses  a  safety 
hazard. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Will  this  system  become  obsolete  before  it  is  finished? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  61. 

ISSUE:  In  the  event  of  an  attack,  can  the  trains  and  Rail  Garrison  system 
as  a  whole  respond  quickly  enough  especially  if  the  trains  are  in  the  Train 
Alert  Shelters? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  Final  EIS  cost? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  EIS  process  and  associated  hearings  will  cost 
approximately  $9  million. 

ISSUE:  Expand  on  the  Federal  Emergency  Management  Agency 

evacuation  plans  covering  the  consequences  of  accidents  or  nuclear  war. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

3  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  a  No  Action  Alternative? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB  and  Cheyenne,  Wyoming.  The  presentation  was  well  done. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  not  building  the  missile  at  all? 

RESPONSE:  The  scope  of  an  EIS  as  defined  by  law  and  the  Council  of 
Environmental  Quality  regulations  (40  CFR  1500-1508)  include  the 
physical  environment,  safety  and  socioeconomic  issues,  which  are  included 
in  this  EIS.  Other  issues  suggested  by  the  comment  are  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

2  ISSUE:  Are  responses  to  our  concerns  going  to  be  provided? 

RESPONSE:  As  part  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Assessment  Process, 
public  comments  received  during  the  public  comment  period  will  be 
responded  to  and  will  be  shown  in  EIS,  Volume  II. 

3  ISSUE:  What  is  the  procedure  for  submitting  additional  written  comments 
and  questions? 

RESPONSE:  For  questions  about  the  program  write  to: 

Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Headquarters 
Ballistic  Missile  Office 
Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6468 
(714)  382-6631 

For  comments: 

Director,  Programs  and  Environmental  Division 

AFRCE-BMS/DEP 

Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 

4  ISSUE:  Why  is  only  one  hearing  scheduled  in  Cheyenne? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

5  ISSUE:  Who  was  chosen  to  write  the  EIS  and  how  was  the  selection 
process  conducted? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  a  contract  with  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  to  help 
prepare  this  document.  Air  Force  contracts  are  awarded  through  a 
federally  mandated  contracting  process  that  is  designed  to  ensure  that  the 
federal  government  meets  its  requirements  for  the  program  in  addition  to 
encouraging  a  competitive  selection  process.  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  was 
selected  from  a  number  of  qualified  firms  competing  in  this  process.  The 
contractor  was  selected  in  1985  to  provide  environmental  support  for  new 
missile  programs.  Both  the  Air  Force  and  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  recognize  the 
benefit  of  using  local  expertise.  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  is  using  local 
subcontractors  in  the  candidate  deployment  locations  to  accomplish 
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cultural  studies  and  other  analyses,  thereby  benefiting  from  local 
knowledge  and  expertise. 

436  6  ISSUE:  Is  the  hearing  being  recorded  and  can  anyone  record  the  hearings? 

RESPONSE:  All  of  the  scoping  meetings  and  public  hearings  were 

recorded.  They  could  have  been  recorded  by  any  who  wish  to  do  so. 

436  7  ISSUE:  An  inadequate  number  of  scoping  hearings  were  held  among 

communities  along  the  tracks. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  51. 

436  8  ISSUE:  Do  you  intend  to  fully  address  citizens'  concerns  for  the 

environment  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  436,  Comment  2. 

436  9  ISSUE:  Do  you  intend  to  limit  the  definition  of  the  words  "Environmental 

Impact?" 

RESPONSE:  Environmental  impacts  as  defined  by  the  National 

Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality 
regulations  (40  CFR  §§  1500-1508)  were  used  as  the  basis  for  this  analysis. 

436  10  ISSUE:  Do  you  intend  to  consider  all  other  basing  modes  including  other 

methods  of  deterring  aggression? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

436  11  ISSUE:  How  long  can  the  arms  race  go  on  before  there  is  a  nuclear 

incident? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  an  arms  race  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  12  ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  trains  be  undeployable  due  to  nearby  train 

wrecks,  mechanical  failures,  blizzards,  tornadoes,  floods,  and 
earthquakes? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  trains  would  only  be  dispersed  during  times 
of  national  need.  The  likelihood  that  such  events  would  make  the  system 
undeployable  cannot  be  predicted  with  any  certainty.  However,  even  with 
such  occurrences,  the  geographical  separation  of  the  proposed  garrison 
installations  are  not  likely  to  make  the  entire  system  undeployable.  These 
concerns  are  addressed  in  Safety  Section  5  of  the  EIS. 

436  13  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Rail  Garrison  affect  the  proposed  SDI  system. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  14  ISSUE:  How  will  deployment  in  the  time  of  "international  tension"  affect 

the  Soviet  government? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  international  relations  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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15  ISSUE:  Why  is  this  basing  mode  superior? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

16  ISSUE:  Has  the  Air  Force  abandoned  the  "survivability  concept"  by 
placing  so  many  eggs  in  one  basket? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

17  ISSUE:  What  testing  has  been  done  on  the  MX  in  deployment  mode  in 
Wyoming  winter  conditions? 

RESPONSE:  The  testing  program  is  incomplete  at  this  time  but  will 
include  testing  in  extreme  environmental  conditions. 

18  ISSUE:  Has  the  MX  ever  been  put  on  the  table  in  Geneva?  What  cheaper 
and  more  environmentally  sound  bargaining  chips  have  been  explored? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

19  ISSUE:  How  can  you  propose  that  the  Peacekeeper  is  a  deterrent? 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

20  ISSUE:  Who  is  the  higher  authority?  Who  will  authorize  firing  the 
missile? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  97  and  99. 

21  ISSUE:  Why  is  Rail  Garrison  so  near  an  earthquake  fault  in  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  429,  Comment  23. 

22  ISSUE:  What  additional  security  measures  will  be  taken  to  prevent 
sabotage  or  acts  of  terrorists? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

23  ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  of  train  wrecks  and  what  would  be  their 
impact? 

RESPONSE:  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS  analyzes  the  risk  of  derailment  or 
collisions. 

24  ISSUE:  What  are  the  chances  of  radioactive  material  escaping  in  the 
event  of  tornado,  flood,  fire,  or  earthquake? 

RESPONSE:  The  occurrence  of  these  natural  disasters  and  the  potential 
environmental  effects  on  the  project  have  been  addressed  as  a  separate 
issue  in  Safety  under  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

25  ISSUE:  What  are  the  chances  of  accidental  ignition  of  the  propellant  fuel? 
RE8PONSE:  See  Section  5.3  of  the  EIS. 
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436  26  ISSUE:  How  much  will  these  additional  warheads  increase  the  chances  of 

accidents  and  injuries  and  radioactive  incidents  at  Rocky  Flat,  Amarillo, 
and  other  production  plants? 

RESPONSE:  The  production  of  warheads  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  missiles  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  27  ISSUE:  How  much  will  these  additional  trains  increase  chances  of 

accidents  at  the  missile  assembly  plants? 

RESPONSE:  The  production  of  warheads  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  missiles  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  28  ISSUE:  What  could  be  the  impacts  on  nearby  states  of  various  kinds  of 

accidents? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  21,  Comment  1. 

436  29  ISSUE:  How  is  the  first  stage  joined  to  the  second  stage?  Has  it  been 

tested  in  Wyoming  blizzard  conditions?  Who  makes  this  joint? 

RESPONSE:  The  stages  are  joined  by  mechanical  connections.  There  are 
no  joints  within  the  stages  of  the  Peacekeeper  missile.  While  testing  has 
not  been  completed,  it  will  include  testing  in  extreme  environmental 
conditions. 

436  30  ISSUE:  What  is  the  possibility  of  accidental  launch? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  48. 

436  31  ISSUE:  How  will  the  warheads  be  transported  and  handled?  What 

additional  risks  will  be  incurred  transporting  missiles  from  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming  to  Rail  Garrison  bases? 

RESPONSE:  The  warheads  would  be  transported  from  F.E.  Warren  AFB  to 
the  selected  garrison  bases  via  air  transport.  Risks  incurred  in  the 
transport  of  missiles  are  addressed  in  the  Safety  section  (Chapter  5)  of  the 
EIS. 

436  32  ISSUE:  Is  it  wise  to  make  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  or  any  populated  area  a 

target? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  33  ISSUE:  Could  the  force  of  a  collision  derailment,  heat  from  fire  and 

explosions,  or  bridge  collapse  cause  detonation  of  either  the  warhead  or 
propellent? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chapter  5. 

436  34  ISSUE:  Is  a  radiation  leak  possible  and  have  wind  and  soil  contamination 

and  cleanup  been  studied? 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  addressed  in  EIS  Chapter  5. 
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436  35  ISSUE:  What  is  the  maximum  explosion  of  all  trains? 

RESPONSE:  Details  regarding  the  net  explosive  weight  of  each 

component  of  the  Peacekeeper  missile  can  be  found  in  EIS  Table  5. 1.1-1 
(see  EIS  Section  5.1). 

436  36  ISSUE:  How  will  supplies  be  delivered  from  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  to  the 

other  bases? 

RESPONSE:  Through  existing  supply  channels. 

436  37  ISSUE:  Will  emergency  training,  notification,  and  medical  care  be 

provided  to  communities  through  which  the  train  travels? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

436  38  ISSUE:  How  will  periodic  adjustment  of  the  guidance  system  be  handled  in 

transit  on  a  railroad  bed? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  of  the  system  which  are  not  related  to 
environmental  impacts  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

436  39  ISSUE:  How  raw  will  the  parts  that  are  to  be  assembled  at  the  assembly 

building  be?  What  possible  effect  would  fire,  flood,  tornado,  wind,  or  an 
earthquake  have  on  this? 

RESPONSE:  Warheads  arrive  completely  assembled  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming.  Effects  of  natural  disasters  on  the  final  assembly  are  discussed 
in  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

436  40  ISSUE:  Are  the  assembly  building  complex  and  Rail  Garrison  far  enough 

from  Western  Hills,  Wyoming  (high  school,  junior  high,  and  populated 
area)? 

RESPONSE:  Air  Force  explosives  safety  standards  (Air  Force 

Regulation  127-10)  are  applied  to  the  explosives  safety  zone  boundaries  of 
both  the  Rail  Garrison  and  Missile  Assembly  Building  (MAB).  The 
F.E.  Warren  AFB  south  site  option  for  the  Rail  Garrison  is  located  in  an 
area  less  populated  than  the  north  site  option.  The  MAB  would  be  located 
at  the  same  site  as  shown  in  EIS  Figure  4.2-1  and  addressed  in  EIS 
Section  4.2.  The  consequences  of  the  most  severe  credible  mishap 
involving  a  Peacekeeper  missile  or  component  is  addressed  in  EIS 
Chapter  5,  Safety  Considerations. 

436  41  ISSUE:  Will  existing  rail  bridges  be  able  to  sustain  the  load  of  a 

Peacekeeper  train? 

RESPONSE:  The  missile  launch  cars  would  be  heavier  than  most  standard 
cars  used  in  commercial  service,  but  would  be  designed  for  compatibility 
with  the  operating  parameters  (weight  and  geometry)  of  the  national  rail 
network.  Existing  rail  bridges  would  therefore  be  able  to  sustain  the  load 
of  the  Peacekeeper  train. 

436  42  ISSUE:  Who  dispatches  and  controls  rail  traffic? 

RESPONSE:  Railroad  company  dispatchers  monitor  and  control  rail 

traffic  including  movement  of  the  Peacekeeper  and  training  trains. 
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436  43  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Peacekeeper  trains  intf  when  they  encounter  a 

commercial  train?  Are  the  rail  yards  capable  of  supporting  the 
Peacekeeper  trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

436  44  ISSUE:  Will  the  rail  tracks  be  checked  for  damage  by  the  training  trains? 

RESPONSE:  Changes  in  the  operational  availability  of  the  track  are 
generally  relayed  by  the  trains  to  the  dispatchers  who  then  relay  them  to 
other  trains  which  would  use  the  track.  If  the  training  trains  encounter 
any  problems  with  the  track,  information  would  be  relayed  to  the 
dispatcher.  Also  see  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

436  45  ISSUE:  Who  will  be  responsible  for  the  integrity  of  the  track  and  railroad? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

436  46  ISSUE:  How  fail-safe  are  the  technologies  used  for  this  system? 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  1.4.7  discusses  the  testing  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  system. 

436  47  ISSUE:  Will  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  use  the  guidance 

system  from  the  MX  that  has  been  cited  as  being  faulty? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  410,  Comment  10. 

436  48  ISSUE:  What  is  the  statistical  likelihood  of  a  ground-level  nuclear 

detonation  in  Cheyenne  and  what  are  the  immediate  and  long-term 
effects. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  21,  Comment  1. 

436  49  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  effect  of  a  solid  fuel  fire? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  5.4.1. 

436  50  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  effect  of  sabotage  and  the  fear  of  sabotage? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  6,  Comment  2  and  Document  5, 
Comment  14. 

436  51  ISSUE:  What  hazardous  materials  (other  than  nuclear  and  solid  fuel)  will 

be  present  and  what  will  be  the  greatest  effect  on  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  F.E.  Warren  AFB  has  been  a  Main  Operating  Base  for 
strategic  systems  for  over  30  years.  The  safe  operation  of  strategic 
defense  systems  is  as  important  today  as  it  has  been.  No  new  hazardous 
materials  will  be  introduced  with  the  Peacekeeper.  In  addition  to  diesel 
fuel,  the  maintenance  of  rail  cars  will  generate  small  amounts  of  solvents, 
waste  oils  and  lubricants,  hydraulic  fluids,  and  battery  acid.  All  hazardous 
material  will  be  disposed  of  according  to  regulation  and  they  will 
represent  no  danger  to  the  residents  of  Cheyenne. 

436  52  ISSUE:  In  com  mentor's  opinion,  the  issues  of  competence,  law,  and 

concern  for  our  welfare  are  suspect  because  of  rudimentary  design  flaws 
and  the  history  of  our  government  and  military  to  deny  hazards. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  53  ISSUE:  Could  an  accidental  burn  cause  a  disastrous  prairie  fire? 

RESPONSE:  The  possibility  of  a  disasterous  fire  resulting  from  an 

accident  involving  a  Peacekeeper  train  would  be  the  same  as  that 
involving  a  standard  train. 

436  54  ISSUE:  Could  a  launch  impair  the  rails  or  bed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  48. 

436  55  ISSUE:  What  is  the  relationship  between  the  Air  Force  and  the 

railroads?  How  are  interests  and  schedules  going  to  be  coordinated? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  3. 

436  56  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  a  first  strike  by  the  Soviets 

on  the  trains  in  a  garrison? 

RESPONSE:  The  environmental  impact  of  a  Soviet  first  strike  is  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  57  ISSUE:  Will  nuclear  materials  be  transported  on  public  highways? 

RESPONSE:  If  direct  air  transport  to  garrison  facilities  is  not  possible, 
highway  transport  in  secure  convoys  would  be  required. 

436  58  ISSUE:  What  are  the  actual  chances  of  nuclear  material  being  released  in 

vehicle  accidents  and  of  vehicles  carrying  nuclear  material  being  involved 
in  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Chapter  5  addresses  safety  concerns  of  nuclear  material 
release. 

436  59  ISSUE:  Why  is  the  Air  Force  returning  to  a  mobile  system,  when  in  1984 

during  Peacekeeper  in  Minute  man  Silos,  they  decided  that  option  was 
safer? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  60  ISSUE:  Disproportionate  demands  for  different  human  services  in 

Cheyenne,  Wyoming  should  be  calculated. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  424,  Comment  2. 

436  61  ISSUE:  What  psychological  effects  can  be  expected  in  various  age  groups; 

in  neighborhoods  of  close  proximity? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

436  62  ISSUE:  How  will  the  view  from  the  Western  Hills  subdivision  in  Wyoming 

be  affected? 

RESPONSE:  The  Train  Alert  Shelters  would  be  located  about  4,900  feet 
from  the  closest  Western  Hill  subdivision  house,  and  would  be  hidden  by 
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the  rolling  terrain  in  that  area.  A  portion  of  the  Missile  Assembly 
Building  (MAB)  would  reach  heights  of  140  feet,  but  it  would  be  located 
about  8,400  feet  (1.6  miles)  from  the  Western  Hills  subdivision  (one  key 
observation  point)  and  10,600  feet  from  1-25  (the  other  key  observation 
point).  Without  intervening  higher  land  (that  would  block  the  view),  the 
MAB  could  be  seen  from  the  back  of  about  ten  Western  Hills  residences 
and  would  be  seen  to  rise  about  1.3  degrees  above  the  horizon.  However, 
for  the  most  part,  intervening  topography  would  preclude  views  of  the 
MAB  from  the  east  base  boundary.  The  light  color  of  the  MAB  would  tend 
to  make  it  less  visible  to  viewers.  Night  lighting  would  be  similar  to  that 
presently  found  at  the  base  Weapons  Storage  Area. 

436  63  ISSUE:  How  close  will  the  building  and  rail  lines  be  to  existing  housing  in 

Cheyenne,  Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  A  partially  developed  Read  Tracts  subdivision  located  on 
Wrangler,  Powell,  and  Laughlin  Roads  between  Interstate  25  and  the 
eastern  base  boundary  would  be  about  3,750  feet  away  from  the  Train 
Alert  Shelters.  Since  the  main  line  of  the  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  is 
located  within  the  City  of  Cheyenne,  existing  housing  could  be  within  100 
feet  to  200  feet  from  the  existing  track.  The  rail  spur  for  the  north  site 
option  would  be  constructed  within  the  boundaries  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB. 
The  closest  offbase  housing  to  this  new  track  would  be  an  isolated 
residence  3,800  feet  west  of  the  track.  The  nearest  subdivision  (on 
Wrangler  and  Laughlin  Roads)  would  be  the  Read  Tracts  4,500  feet  east  of 
the  spur  track  (see  EIS  Section  4.2.4. 3). 

436  64  ISSUE:  Will  the  historic  train  depot  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  be  affected? 

RESPONSE:  The  Union  Pacific  train  depot  in  downtown  Cheyenne  will  not 
be  affected. 

436  65  ISSUE:  Will  historic  buildings  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  be  affected? 

RESPONSE:  No  historic  buildings  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  are  scheduled  for 
alteration  or  modification. 

436  66  ISSUE:  The  impact  of  living  in  fear  of  a  nuclear  war  or  accident  on 

children  should  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  sco^e  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

436  67  ISSUE:  Programs  to  prevent  personal,  family,  and  social  disruptions 

should  be  recommended  and  funded. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

436  68  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  any  additional  off-limit  areas  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 

Wyoming?  If  so,  where  will  they  be  and  how  large? 

RESPONSE:  Off-limit  areas  are  presented  on  maps  in  the  chapters 
describing  impacts  on  each  candidate  base. 

436  69  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  any  effects  on  the  local  media  and  their  access  to 

information? 
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RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  changes  in  Air  Force  policy  regarding  the 
media  and  access  to  information  as  a  result  of  deployment  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system. 

436  70  ISSUE:  When  the  trains  are  at  the  garrison  or  deployed,  how  will 

additional  security  measures  impinge  on  existing  human  rights?  Will 
individuals  be  subject  to  additional  scrutiny  by  intelligence  agencies? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7  through  16. 

436  71  ISSUE:  What  corporations  will  benefit  from  Rail  Garrison  and  how  much? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  corporate  profits  is  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  72  ISSUE:  How  will  property  values  be  affected  in  Western  Hills  and  other 

neighborhoods  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  Analysis  of  this  type  of  activity  has  found  that  the  additional 
demand  for  housing  has  either  encouraged  the  additional  construction  of 
housing,  has  raised  the  prices  of  existing  housing,  or  has  been  a  beneficial 
impact  by  taking  otherwise  unoccupied  homes.  No  adverse  effects  on 
property  values  is  expected. 

436  73  ISSUE!:  How  would  a  treaty  reducing  strategic  weapons  affect  the  Rail 

Garrison? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  theoretical  treaties  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  74  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  completed  costs  of  the  project? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  system  is  expected  to  cost  between  $10  billion 
and  $12  billion. 

436  75  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  annual  costs  of  maintenance  and  operations? 

RESPONSE:  Approximately  $200  million  (1986  dollars)  is  currently 

budgeted  for  annual  maintenance  and  operations  of  the  system. 

436  76  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  costs  of  the  EIS  process  including  the  scoping 

hearings? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  EIS  process  and  associated  hearings  will  cost 
approximately  $9  million. 

436  77  ISSUE:  When  will  the  system  become  obsolete?  Will  it  be  obsolete  before 

it  is  built? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  61. 

436  78  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  social  and  economic  impacts  on  the  Cheyenne, 

Wyoming  area  if  the  President  is  successful  of  ridding  the  world  of  nuclear 
weapons. 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  of  nuclear  strategy  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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436  79  ISSUE:  What  happened  to  the  funds  promised  in  the  last  EIS  for  the  first 

50  MX  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  What  funds  were  ''promised”  in  the  Peacekeeper  in 

Minuteman  Silos  EIS  cannot  be  determined  without  more  information  from 
the  commentor.  The  "first  50  missiles"  have  been  deployed  in  Minuteman 
silos.  The  Air  Force  has  expended  considerable  sums  to  mitigate  the 
socioeconomic  impacts,  for  example  on  schools  and  other  public  facilities 
in  the  Cheyenne  area. 

436  80  ISSUE:  Is  there  some  tactical  advantage  to  siting  the  system  in  Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  F.E.  Warren  AFB  has  been  chosen  as  the  Main  Operating 
Base  because  of  the  already  available  resources  such  as  existing  technical 
facilities,  manpower,  and  equipment  for  the  Peacekeeper  system. 

436  81  ISSUE:  How  many  engineers  and  scientists  from  the  project  could  be 

working  on  other  programs  to  benefit  our  economy? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  82  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  must  consider  the  impact  of  reduced  funding  for 

agriculture,  infrastructure,  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  and  other 
programs  as  a  result  of  the  funding  of  this  program. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

436  83  ISSUE:  How  many  miles  of  new  track  will  be  laid?  Where?  How  many 

miles  will  be  upgraded?  Where?  Where  will  gravel  come  from? 

RESPONSE:  New  rail  spurs  to  connect  the  Rail  Garrison  with  existing  rail 
lines  will  be  constructed.  Some  existing  rail  lines  between  the  base  and 
the  main  rail  line  which  are  in  poor  condition  would  either  be  upgraded  or 
reconstructed.  These  are  indicated  at  each  base  as  part  of  program 
requirements.  No  new  tracks  would  be  constructed  offbase  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB,  Wyoming  for  the  north  site  option.  New  track  for  the  south  site 
option  will  be  land  acquired  by  the  Air  Force  for  this  purpose.  Necessary 
aggregate  will  come  from  adequate  local  supplies. 

436  84  ISSUE:  Where  will  the  trains  go? 

RESPONSE:  The  initial  delivery  of  trains  to  the  garrison  and  maintenance 
activities  would  involve  a  rail  network  passing  through  24  states,  while 
training  and  operations  movements  would  utilize  rail  lines  throughout  the 
contiguous  United  States. 

436  85  ISSUE:  How  large  will  the  project  be? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.3. 

436  86  ISSUE:  How  large  will  the  "off-limits"  perimeter  be? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  436,  Comment  68. 
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436  87  ISSUE:  Is  there  need  for  an  ABM  system  to  protect  this  project?  If  so, 

what  will  those  impacts  be? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  6. 

436  88  ISSUE:  How  can  we  get  an  independent  assessment  of  the  guidance 

system  reliability? 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  current  plan  for  an  independent  assessment  of 
the  system.  Such  an  assessment  could  be  done  if  directed  by  the 
President,  Congress,  or  other  competent  authority. 

436  89  ISSUE:  Why  isn't  this  hearing  being  conducted  by  an  independent  agency? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  27. 

436  90  ISSUE:  The  hearing  is  premature.  The  Secretary  of  Defense  has  not 

decided  between  Rail  Garrison  and  Midgetman  systems. 

RESPONSE:  Public  hearings  on  the  Draft  EIS  was  held  in  accordance  with 
the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  regulations  (40  CFR  1500-1508). 
Also  see  Section  1.1  of  the  EIS. 

436  91  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  that  building  of  more  megatonage  than  earth 

can  survive  is  a  crime  against  humanity. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  92  ISSUE:  Have  launch  control  officers  been  educated  about  their  duty  to 

disobey  unlawful  orders  under  the  Nuremburg  principles? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  officer  education  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  93  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  environmental  impacts  if  the  missiles  are  fired 

and  exploded  as  they  were  designed  to  do? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  intentional  use  of  the  system  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  94  ISSUE:  Is  building  even  more  nuclear  weapons  an  act  of  terrorism? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

436  95  ISSUE:  How  expendable  is  the  human  race? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  impacts  due  to  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  96  ISSUE:  Will  building  more  nuclear  arms  promote  an  environment  less 

decent  and  loving? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  97  ISSUE:  How  can  we  justify  these  weapons  in  terms  of  democratic 

principles? 
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RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

436  98  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  environmental  impact  of  not  deploying  the 

system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

437  1  ISSUE:  Wider  public  participation  is  needed.  This  would  include  more 

public  hearings  throughout  the  nation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

437  2  ISSUE:  There  was  insufficient  time  for  public  participation  at  the  public 

hearings. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

437  3  ISSUE:  What  plans  does  the  Air  Force  have  for  dealing  with  civil 

disobedience? 


437 
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RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  proposal  does  not 
include  plans  for  any  change  to  laws,  regulations,  or  policies  with  regards 
to  civil  disobedience.  Also  see  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  86. 

4  ISSUE:  Will  martial  law  be  imposed  in  time  of  "national  need?" 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  proposal  does  not 
include  plans  to  impose  martial  law. 

5  ISSUE:  What  standards  of  deadly  force  will  be  allowed  for  security  guards 
in  order  to  protect  nonviolent  protestors  and  ordinary  citizens  who  may  be 
misconstrued  as  interfering  with  MX  operations? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  does  not  include  any  plans  for 
change  to  statute,  regulations  and  policies  regarding  use  of  deadly  force 
by  security  personnel.  Also  see  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  86. 

6  ISSUE:  When  civil  disobedience  and  other  protests  occur,  how  will  local 
communities  be  trained  or  supported  in  dealing  with  such  acts  in  an 
appropriate  and  legal  manner?  What  will  be  the  costs  of  such  training? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  86. 

7  ISSUE:  Commentor  disturbed  by  the  incorrect  instructions  by  the  Air 
Force  in  hearings  that  "wartime  effects"  and  "psychological  impact"  of 
Rail  Garrison  deployment  were  "beyond  the  scope"  of  the  hearings. 

RESPONSE:  The  information  given  at  the  hearings  was  correct. 

Comments  on  those  topics  were  permitted,  but  those  topics  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and 
Document  5,  Comment  14. 

8  ISSUE:  How  will  citizens  be  notified  if  nuclear  war  is  imminent?  How 
will  panic  be  avoided?  And  conversely,  how  will  a  "garrison  mentality"  be 
avoided  in  which  anyone  who  disapproves  of,  is  afraid  of,  or  takes  political 
action  against  MX  rail-based  missiles  is  seen  as  subversive  or  dangerous? 
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RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  proposal  does  not 
include  any  plan  to  change  the  way  the  public  is  notified  of  world 
conditions.  That  and  the  other  issues  raised  in  the  comments  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

437  9  ISSUE:  How  will  civilian  dispatchers  and  Air  Force  train  operators 

communicate? 

RESPONSE:  Peacekeeper  trains  will  communicate  with  dispatchers  by  the 
same  means  as  commercial  traffic.  See  EIS  Section  5.1.3  for  details. 

437  10  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Air  Force  ensure  that  its  train  operators  are  both 

adequately  trained  and  experienced  engineers  since  MX  rail  can  pose 
serious  problems  in  weight,  wide  loads,  and  high  centers-of -gravity? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  5.1.2.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  15, 
Comment  5  and  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

437  11  ISSUE:  The  problem  of  adequate  security  for  MX  rail  cars  and  the 

prevention  of  sabotage  whether  by  terrorists,  foreign  agents,  disgruntled 
employees,  or  violent  protestors  in  time  of  "national  need"  is  not 
adequately  considered.  What  security  measures  will  be  taken?  What  is 
their  cost? 

RESPONSE:  Security  measures  have  been  considered  carefully.  Details 
are  not  reported  in  the  EIS  because  they  would  not  have  a  significant 
impact  on  the  environment.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33, 
Comment  7. 

437  12  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  acknowledges  that  monomethylhydrazine  (MMH) 

and  nitrogen  tetroxide  "ignite  spontaneously  on  contact  with  each  other" 
(pp.  5-35).  If  these  two  chemicals  do  ignite,  the  Draft  EIS  acknowledges 
that  the  heat  "could  involve  the  adjacent  solid  propellants  and  cause  them 
to  ignite  or  explode."  Why  is  such  an  event  judged  "extremely  unlikely?" 

RESPONSE:  The  tanks  are  designed  to  withstand  forces  greater  than 
those  imposed  by  any  reasonable  accident  which  may  involve  the 
Peacekeeper  Missile  Launch  Car.  Although  the  series  of  events  necessary 
to  cause  the  liquid  propellants  to  leak  are  very  unlikely,  a  complete 
environmental  analysis  of  the  environmental  and  human  health  effects  are 
described  in  EIS  Section  5.4. 

437  13  ISSUE:  What  is  the  qualitative  risk  that  "a  propellant  fire  would  not  likely 

last  [long  enough]  to  breach  the  reentry  vehicle  (RV)  and  begin 
aerosolization  of  plutonium"  especially  when  such  a  fire  would  "likely 
cause  the  RV  to  be  expelled." 

RESPONSE:  The  method  used  to  calculate  the  probability  of  radioactive 
material  release  and  the  consequences  of  a  release  is  probabilistic  risk 
assessment.  It  is  generally  thought  to  be  more  rigorous  than  a  scenario 
analysis  approach.  It  does  not,  however,  produce  a  "qualitative  risk  that  a 
propellant  fire  would  likely  last  long  enough  to  breach  the  RV  and  begin 
aerosolization  of  plutonium."  It  does  include  an  estimate,  based  on 
historical  data  and  engineering  judgment  of  the  likelihood  of  dispersal  of 
radioactive  materials.  The  results  of  that  analysis  are  reported  in 
Section  5.3  of  the  EIS. 
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14  ISSUE:  Why  is  the  possibility  of  serious  secondary  fires  and  toxic  spills 
not  sufficiently  explored?  What  are  the  hazards  for  local  citizens?  For 
firefighters? 

RESPONSE:  The  possibilities  of  those  events  and  the  consequences  have 
been  revised  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

437  15  ISSUE:  What  are  the  consequences  of  disbursement  of  radioactive 

materials,  especially  in  light  of  the  health,  social,  and  economic 
consequences  of  previous  disbursements  such  as  the  B-52  accident  in  Rota, 
Spain  where  local  farmers  were  seriously  impacted  and  top  soil  had  to  be 
removed  and  shipped  to  the  United  States? 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  and  consequences  of  dispersal  of  radioactive 
materials  is  adequately  discussed  in  Sections  5.3  and  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

437  16  ISSUE:  A  serious  defect  of  the  Air  Force  Draft  EIS  is  that  it  does  not 

adequately  portray  the  functioning  of  the  MX  rail-based  system,  nor  does 
it  sufficiently  explore  other  strategic  options  including  No  Action,  single 
warhead  missiles,  and  sea-based  alternatives. 

RESPONSE:  The  issues  of  system  operational  requirements  and  of  other 
strategic  options  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  37,  Comment  15. 

437  17  ISSUE:  The  launching  procedures  for  the  MX  are  not  adequately 

described.  Is  the  civilian  rail  bed  adequate  at  all  places  to  sustain  missile 
launches?  If  not,  how  will  it  be  reinforced  and  what  will  be  the  costs? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  system  operational  requirements  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

437  18  ISSUE:  If  the  MX  is  not  to  be  launched  from  rail  cars,  what  alternatives, 

such  as  permanent  silos  built  along  rail  lines,  are  being  considered?  If 

such  a  rail/silo  system  is  chosen,  will  the  Air  Force  hold  additional 

hearings  as  required  by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act,  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality,  and  Department  of  Defense  regulations? 

RESPONSE:  A  rail/silo  system  is  not  proposed. 

437  19  ISSUE:  How  will  the  MX  rail  system  operate  in  a  nuclear  war  environment 

since  its  design  is  ostensibly  for  the  purpose  of  responding  to  an  enemy 
strategic  nuclear  attack. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

437  20  IS8UE:  Will  the  MX  missile  trains  be  hardened  against  electromagnetic 

pulse  resulting  from  high  attitude  nuclear  bursts? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  287,  Comment  31. 

437  21  ISSUE:  How  will  central  authorities  communicate  with  rail  cars  and 

launch  offices  under  attack? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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438  1  ISSUE:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  not  deploying  MX? 

RESPONSE:  If  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  not  deployed,  activities 
at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  and  the  other  candidate  Air  Force 
installations  would  continue  to  support  existing  and  other  proposed 
missions. 

438  2  ISSUE:  What  are  the  environmental  impacts  of  alternative  deployment 

methods,  such  as,  but  not  limited  to,  the  30-plus  basing  modes  examined 
over  the  past  25  years? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  analyzing  alternative  deployment  methods  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

438  3  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  33. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  3  through  22. 

438  4  ISSUE:  To  protect  against  sabotage  or  terrorist  attack,  will  the  Air  Force 

be  required  to  fire  on  anyone  who  comes  near  the  tracks  as  the  MX 
railcars  pass? 

RESPONSE:  No.  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  7. 

438  5  ISSUE:  Will  landowners  adjacent  to  the  tracks  be  required  to  remove 

trees  and  other  things  that  might  provide  cover  for  attackers? 

RESPONSE:  No.  Railways  rights-of-way  are  the  responsibility  of 

individual  railroad  companies.  The  security  provisions  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  will  not  cause  disruption  of  the  lives  of 
those  living  near  the  garrisons  or  the  rail  lines  that  the  system  might  use. 

438  6  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  33. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  23  through  30. 

438  7  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  33. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  51  through  57. 

438  8  ISSUE:  In  EIS  Section  5.4,  it  states  that  all  light  structures  within  1,000 

feet  of  the  blast  would  be  destroyed.  The  potential  for  human  casualties 
is  ignored.  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  such  a  mishap? 

RESPONSE:  The  first  mention  of  blast  damage  to  structure  is  in  EIS 
Section  5.4.1. 1.  That  same  paragraph  discusses  the  distances  for  human 
fatality  and  injury.  The  section  has  been  rearranged  and  revised  for  the 
Final  EIS. 

438  9  ISSUE:  Draft  EIS  Page  5-29  states  nitrous  oxide  and  hydrochlorine  acid 

gas  concentrations  up  to  66  miles  away  from  the  attack  would  create 
potentially  lethal  exposures.  What  is  the  true  environmental  impact  of 
such  an  event  occurring  in  heavily  populated  areas? 

RESPONSE:  If  there  were  a  release  in  a  heavily  populated  area,  the 
consequences  would  be  more  serious  than  for  a  similar  event  in  a  sparsely 
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populated  area.  The  population  densities  in  all  areas  through  which  a 
Peacekeeper  train  might  travel  were  considered  in  the  risk  analysis 
performed  by  Sandia  National  Laboratories  and  summarized  in  EIS 
Section  5.3. 1.4. 


438 

438 

438 

438 

438 

438 


10  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  33. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  58  through  69. 

11  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  33. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  31  through  50. 

12  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  S3. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  70  through  75. 

13  ISSUE:  Considering  the  high  number  of  derailments  caused  by  substandard 
track  in  Arkansas,  why  does  the  Draft  EIS  not  include  plans  for  replacing 
existing  rails? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

14  ISSUE:  Exact  questions  as  shown  in  Document  33. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  76  through  105. 

15  ISSUE:  What  endangered  species  are  threatened  throughout  Arkansas  by 
low-level  radiation? 


RESPONSE:  Since  the  risk  of  low-level  radiation  exposure  is  negligible, 
there  is  no  threat  to  endangered  species. 

438  16  ISSUE:  Are  there  any  plans  to  recreate  any  lost  wetlands  in  Arkansas? 

RESPONSE:  The  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  would  not 
affect  any  wetlands  on  Little  Rock  AFB  and  would  affect  only  0.1  acre  of 
nonforested  wetland  on  Eaker  AFB.  Therefore,  there  are  no  plans  to 
recreate  wetlands.  See  Section  4. 5. 6. 3,  Table  4. 5.6-2,  Section  4. 8. 6. 3,  and 
Table  4.8.6-2  in  the  EIS. 


438  17  ISSUE:  Are  there  any  plans  to  recreate  lost  endangered  species  habitat  in 

Arkansas? 


RESPONSE:  Locating  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at 
either  Little  Rock  or  Eaker  AFBs  would  not  affect  any  federally  listed 
species;  therefore,  there  are  no  plans  to  recreate  any  endangered  species 
habitat.  See  Section  4. 5. 6. 3,  Table  4. 5.6-1,  Section  4.8.6. 3,  and 
Table  4.8.6-1  in  the  EIS. 


438  18  ISSUE:  Will  the  deployment  of  MX  impact  or  interact  with  existing 

environmental  problems  on  the  Air  Force  bases  and  along  the  proposed 
train  routes?  What  would  the  interactive  environment  be? 


RESPONSE:  Deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  on 
the  proposed  air  bases  would  have  some  cumulative  effects  with  existing 
environmental  problems.  The  extent  of  these  cumulative  impacts  onbase 
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and  along  the  rail  lines  would  be  dependent  upon  the  amount  of  new 
disturbance  generated  by  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 
Potential  cumulative  impacts  were  evaluated  for  all  bases  but  were  only 
discussed  in  the  EIS  when  there  were  known  future  military  programs 
proposed  for  the  base. 

438  19  ISSUE:  Will  new  warheads  be  produced  for  use  in  the  missiles  and  if  so, 

how  will  the  radioactive  waste  be  dealt  with  at  all  stages  of  the  fuel 
cycle? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  warhead  production  and  disposing  of  radioactive 
waste  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

438  20  ISSUE:  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  $10  to  $15  billion  was  spent  on 

education? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  7. 

438  21  ISSUE:  How  many  jobs  on  the  average  would  be  created  if  the  money 

remained  in  the  civilian  economy  rather  than  being  taxed  for  use  by  the 
military? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

438  22  ISSUE:  The  Reagan  Administration  was  known  to  have  had  at  least  four 

MX  basing  modes  under  active  consideration  prior  to  selecting  the  Rail 
Garrison  option  in  December  1986.  Why  haven't  any  of  those  alternatives 
been  included  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  other  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS. 

438  23  ISSUE:  The  alternative  of  dismantling  the  50  silo-based  MX  missiles 

currently  deployed  should  be  included.  Such  an  option  might  make  sense 
as  the  reductions  being  pursued  in  the  President's  START  negotiations. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

438  24  ISSUE:  Descriptions  of  the  Proposed  Action  fail  to  specify  whether  its 

50  MX  missiles  would  be  the  ones  currently  deployed  in  silos  at  F.E. 
Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  or  whether  these  would  be  50  new  missiles.  If  new 
missiles  are  involved,  why  aren't  these  costs  included  in  EIS  Table  4.1-2 
(Rail  Garrison  Expenditures)?  If  missiles  are  to  be  taken  from  silos,  why 
isn't  the  impact  of  this  included  when  discussing  F.E.  Warren  AFB 
(including  the  silo  operation  jobs  lost)? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  390,  Comment  1. 

438  25  ISSUE:  Under  purpose  and  need,  the  Air  Force  implies  that  the  Proposed 

Action  will  enhance  deterrence.  According  to  the  Congressional  Budget 
Office  (November  1987),  after  a  surprise  attack,  3,700  nuclear  weapons 
would  endure  while  8,200  nuclear  weapons  would  remain  if  there  was 
sufficient  warning.  Doesn't  this  constitute  sufficient  military  strength? 
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RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

438  26  ISSUE:  The  trains  will  have  "appropriately  armed"  security  personnel. 

What  dangers  might  this  pose  to  civilians  living  or  traveling  near  the 
tracks  who  might  be  misidentified  as  a  threat  to  the  train?  Will  the 
security  personnel  on  training  trains  be  authorized  to  use  force  (or  make 
arrests)  if  protestors  are  encountered?  Will  the  trains  be  authorized  to 
run  over  protestors? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  8  and 

Document  366,  Comment  19. 

438  27  ISSUE:  Each  base  is  to  have  a  400-foot-long  attached  shelter  which  would 

house  supplemental  railcars.  What  is  the  purpose  of  these  cars?  Is  the 
purchase  price  included  in  the  overall  costs?  How  many  cars  will  fit 
inside  the  shelter? 

RESPONSE:  The  supplemental  cars  would  help  the  train  look  more  like 
commercial  trains.  The  design  of  the  cars  is  not  final,  but  a  cost  estimate 
was  included  in  the  analysis.  How  many  will  fit  into  the  shelter  will 
depend  on  the  final  design,  but  would  be  approximately  six  cars  to  eight 
ears. 

438  28  ISSUE:  Considering  what  has  happened  in  the  past,  why  should  citizens 

believe  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  testing  and  manufacturing  will  be  conducted 
any  better? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  system  development  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

438  29  ISSUE:  It  seems  that  while  the  MX  trains  might  be  completely  tested 

before  they  are  deployed,  the  missiles  they  carry  will  not. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  missile  has  been  successfully  flight  tested 
17  out  of  17  times.  The  Air  Force  has  every  confidence  in  the  system. 

438  30  ISSUE:  If  the  enemy  must  use  more  weapons  to  destroy  the  MX  trains, 

isn't  this  just  another  way  of  saying  that  towns  and  cities  along  the 
MX  train  route  could  expect  to  become  targets  in  a  nuclear  war? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  involving  enemy  targeting  strategy  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

438  31  ISSUE:  If  civilian  dispatchers  know  the  precise  location  of  MX  trains,  why 

couldn't  enemy  intelligence  gain  access  to  this  information,  thereby 
defeating  the  whole  purpose  of  the  basing  mode? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS, 

438  32  ISSUE:  Isn't  it  likely  that  MX  trains  will  be  granted  special  rights-of-way 

privileges  or  other  extraordinary  powers  that  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  collision  and  other  accidents? 
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RESPONSE:  No.  Priorities  will  be  preestablished  with  the  rail  industry. 
The  Peacekeeper  and  training  trains  will  follow  standard  railroad  industry 
operating  rules  and  commercial  practices  and  would  not  purposely  cause 
disruption  to  other  rail  or  road  traffic. 

438  33  ISSUE:  Will  measures  such  as  security  clearance,  random  drug  testing, 

and  medical  and  psychological  measuring  be  imposed  on  the  civil 
dispatchers? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  does  not  have  the  authority  to  impose  those 
measures. 


438  34  ISSUE:  In  a  crisis  which  would  trigger  deployment  of  the  MX  train,  what 

measures  would  be  taken  to  compel  the  civilian  dispatcher  to  show  up  for 
work  rather  than  stay  at  home  with  their  families? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  involving  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

438  35  ISSUE:  EIS  Table  4.1. 1-1  includes  statistics  representing  the  Air  Force's 

claims  for  the  national  impact  on  employment  (direct,  indirect,  and 
induced)  of  Rail  Garrison  expenditures.  The  employment  projections 
amount  to  a  claim  over  52,000  jobs  (man-years)  per  billion  dollars  spent. 
Such  a  claim  is  completely  outside  the  range  of  all  reputable  studies  on 
this  kind  of  spending  (too  high  by  at  least  50-100%).  What  indicators  and 
assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these  employment  figures? 

RESPONSE:  National  economic  impacts  have  been  updated  in 

Section  1.1.1  of  the  EIS.  EIS  Section  1.3.1  discusses  methods  for  assessing 
national  economic  impacts. 

438  36  ISSUE:  An  indication  that  the  employment  estimates  in  EIS  Table  4. 1.1-1 

are  in  error  is  the  lack  of  fluctuation  in  the  jobs  per  billion  ratio  (obtained 
by  dividing  the  employment  number  by  the  actual  dollars  spent).  The 
table  indicates  that  in  Fiscal  Year  1989,  nearly  all  the  money  from  the 
program  will  go  towards  research  and  development,  while  by  Fiscal  Year 
1992,  nearly  all  Rail  Garrison  money  will  go  towards  operations.  These 
very  different  types  of  spending  would  not  generate  similar  jobs  per  billion 
ratios  in  a  well-done  economic  analysis.  Again,  what  indicators  and 
assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these  employment  figures? 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  438,  Comment  35. 

438  37  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  forecasts  that  jobs  created  by  the  program  would  go 

"from  nearly  40,000  in  FY  1989  to  nearly  148,000  in  FY  1991,  and  then 
decline  sharply  to  13,000  by  FY  1993  and  just  under  12,000  in  FY  1994  and 
beyond."  This  indicates  that  the  Rail  Garrison  program  would  have  an 
extreme  "boom-bust"  effect  on  the  economy.  While  the  employment 
figures  are  highly  suspect,  this  basic  boom-bust  pattern  is  likely  to  be 
correct.  Will  such  short-term  jobs  really  have  any  net  positive  effect  on 
local  communities,  or  the  nation  as  a  whole? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

439  1  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  routes  to  be  used  by  the  missile  train  in 

populated  areas  because  of  the  potential  hazards  and  dangers. 


1-219 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 


440  1  ISSUE:  Frequent  reports  of  train  wrecks  show  that  rail  transportation  is 

not  safe  enough  to  consider  putting  Peacekeeper  missiles  on  trains. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  1. 

441  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Grand  Forks, 

AFB,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

442  1  ISSUE:  The  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  will  generate  enough 

revenue  to  cover  any  additional  financial  outlays. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

442  2  ISSUE:  Minot,  North  Dakota  has  the  housing  available  now  and  in  1990 

when  the  program  begins. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

442  3  ISSUE:  The  project  located  adjacent  to  the  northwestern  end  of  Minot 

AFB,  North  Dakota  will  not  require  the  dislocation  of  a  single  inhabited 
dwelling. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

443  1  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  consider  the  psychological  consequences  of 

deploying  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

444  1  ISSUE:  If  the  Region  of  Influence  for  employment  and  income  includes 

two  counties  in  Wyoming  and  two  counties  in  Colorado,  why  weren't  more 
hearings  held? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

444  2  ISSUE:  Safety  concerns,  Wyoming  weather,  human  error,  and/or  sabotage 

have  been  addressed  inadequately.  The  Challenger  and  Chernobyl  are 
examples  of  disasters  that  shouldn't  have  happened. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  obvious  from  the  very  nature  of  the  Shuttle  rocket 
motor  and  the  design  and  procedures  of  the  Chernobyl  plant  that  those 
operations  were  many  times  more  hazardous  than  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  system.  The  safety  analysis  for  this  program  was  done  by  Sandia 
National  Laboratories,  a  leader  in  transportation  safety  analysis, 
especially  nuclear  materials  transport.  The  estimates  in  Chapter  5  are 
reasonable. 

444  3  ISSUE:  No  provisions  have  been  made  for  human  services  including  the 

mental  health  of  school  age  children  who  now  list  the  fear  of  nuclear 
destruction  as  their  number  one  concern. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 
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4  ISSUE:  Concerns  are  magnified  on  a  national  level,  where  the  public  has 
to  pay  for  further  research  and  documentation  of  a  project  they,  through 
Congress,  have  already  rejected. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

5  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  EIS  Figure  2.2-1  that  there  would  be  no 
short-term  effects  on  utilities,  air  quality  and  noise.  States  that  there 
might  be  long-term  noise  impacts  if  engines  are  run  continuously. 

RESPONSE:  There  would  be  some  short-term  impacts  on  utilities  but  they 
are  considered  negligible.  Blank  boxes  in  EIS  Figure  2.2-1  do  not  mean  "no 
impacts."  The  EIS  has  been  revised  to  show  short-term  air  quality  impacts 
at  base  property  lines.  These  are  greater  than  the  impacts  reported  in  the 
Draft  EIS.  Short-term  noise  impacts  related  to  construction  activities 
will  be  negligible  because  of  large  distances  from  construction  areas  to 
sensitive  receptors.  Locomotives  will  not  be  run  continuously.  They  will 
be  run  occasionally  for  maintenance  purposes;  therefore,  long-term 
impacts  from  locomotive  noise  will  be  negligible. 

2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  in  Chapter  2,  Pages  2-1  through  2-10,  assume  that 
the  only  impact  would  be  on  the  City  of  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  and  ignores 
the  impact  on  rural  areas. 

RESPONSE:  Analysis  summarized  in  Chapter  2  were  for  those 

communities  and  areas  proposed  to  receive  significant  impacts.  Impacts 
of  lesser  extent  and/or  indirect  to  various  resources  and  locations  within 
the  study  areas  are  covered  in  Chapter  4  of  the  EIS. 

3  ISSUE:  If  deployment  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  is  approved  by 
Congress,  will  there  be  another  round  of  hearings? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

4  ISSUE:  Mention  is  made  of  other  classified  options  for  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming.  How  will  the  public  concern  about  impacts  be  ascertained? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  3. 

5  ISSUE:  The  number  of  train  trips  on  Draft  EIS  Page  2-2  compared  to  trips 
on  a  national  network  does  not  apply  to  individual  bases.  There  needs  to 
be  a  comparison  of  local  traffic  to  missile  traffic. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  and  training  trains  could  travel  on  any  of 
the  rail  routes  of  the  national  rail  network.  Deployment  and  maintenance 
activities  of  the  program  would  involve  a  rail  network  passing  through  24 
states,  while  training  and  operations  could  utilize  rail  lines  throughout  the 
country.  Potential  rail  impacts  are  therefore  evaluated  on  a  national 
basis  (see  EIS  Section  4.1). 

6  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  have  an  analysis  of  the  likelihood  of  accidents  and 
sabotage.  The  plan  for  securing  an  area  in  the  event  of  an  accident  or 
breakdown  was  also  not  addressed. 
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RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  6,  Comments  1  and  2. 

445  7  ISSUE:  After  reading  EIS  Section  5,  com  mentor  felt  the  dangers  of  this 

weapon  system  were  being  underestimated.  Further,  the  assumption  that 
local  authorities  would  be  able  to  handle  any  accident  are  grossly 
underestimated.  There  is  no  oversight  agency  in  Wyoming  (or  possibly  no 
communication)  to  protect  the  citizens  in  the  event  of  a  potentially 
dangerous  situation. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

445  8  ISSUE:  The  map  on  Draft  EIS  Page  S-5  shows  the  Missile  Assembly 

Building  (MAB)  between  two  public  water  aquifers  into  Cheyenne, 
Wyoming.  Why  is  there  not  a  danger  to  local  water  supply  through 
explosion  or  chemical  leak? 

RESPONSE:  Roundtop  Reservoir  is  located  just  west  of  F.E.  Warren 
AFB.  It  is  situated  outside  the  explosive  safety  zone  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program  and  would  not  be  affected  by  an  accident.  The  two 
aqueducts  indicated  on  EIS  Figure  S-5  are  actually  buried  pipelines.  These 
would  not  be  subject  to  contamination  due  to  a  leak  or  spill.  The  pipeline 
lies  1,100  feet  south  and  650  feet  north  of  the  MAB  site.  They  are  buried 
at  least  three  feet  to  four  feet  deep  and  are  located  outside  the  required 
safety  distance  for  buried  utility  lines  (176  ft). 

446  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  there  are  other  less  costly  alternatives  with  a 

less  destabilizing  threat-which  can  lead  to  greater  national  security. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  outside  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

447  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  deploying  MX  Rail  Garrison  or  any  mode  in 

Montana  because  Montana  already  has  enough  war  weapons  and  power; 
Montana  is  already  a  number  one  target.  With  more  missiles,  it  will  only 
make  that  fact  more  true. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

447  2  ISSUE:  The  project  in  Montana  would  create  few  jobs  and  would  become  a 

"boom  and  bust"  leaving  no  money  and  unemployment. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

447  3  ISSUE:  Having  more  military  growth  in  Montana  will  not  appeal  to 

tourists. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

447  4  ISSUE:  The  money  spent  on  where  to  put  the  missiles  could  be  better 

spent  to  help  the  sick  and  the  poor. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

448  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Grand  Forks 

AFB,  North  Dakota. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

449  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  urges  that  No  Action  Alternative  be  taken  at 

Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

449  2  ISSUE:  How  does  the  Air  Force  plan  to  remove  all  birds  from  Whiteman 

AFB,  Missouri  to  reduce  bird  air  strike  hazards? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  no  plans  to  remove  all  birds  from 
Whiteman  AFB.  However,  to  reduce  the  potential  for  collisions  between 
greater  prairie  chickens  and  aircraft,  Whiteman  AFB  removed  all  prairie 
chickens  from  the  base  in  early  1988  according  to  procedures  established 
by  the  Missouri  Department  of  Conservation. 

449  3  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  states  that  the  proposed  construction  of  the  project 

at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  includes  placement  of  culverts,  diversions,  and 
destruction  of  three  springheads  in  undisturbed  wetlands.  States  it  is 
totally  impractical  to  build  on  a  floodplain. 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  will  involve 

channeling  a  small,  intermittent  stream  around  the  perimeter  or 
underneath  the  garrison  site.  A  biological  survey  of  the  garrison  site 
revealed  no  springs.  The  com  mentor  may  be  referring  to  an  existing  base 
project  to  channelize  Long  Branch  Creek. 

450  1  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  must  discuss  in  detail  the  impact  on  the  Rail 

Garrison  housing  and  to  the  rail  track  if  an  earthquake  registering  6.5 
to  8.5  on  the  Richter  Scale  occurs  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  62. 

450  2  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  describe  air  and  water  pollution  which  might 

result  from  sabotage,  especially  the  impact  on  the  water  supply  for  the 
City  of  Jacksonville,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  The  possibility  of  a  significant  hazardous  material  release  at 
any  site  is  extremely  low.  However,  the  environmental  impact  of 
hazardous  material  releases,  whether  from  an  accident  or  sabotage,  are 
described  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS.  That  generalized  description  can  be 
overlaid  on  the  Jacksonville  area  or  any  other  site  to  assess  the  impacts 
on  that  particular  area. 

451  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  system  for  reasons  such  as  religious 

beliefs,  against  nuclear,  conventional,  biological,  chemical,  incendiary, 
economical,  and  psychological  war  toys  and  the  destruction  if  used. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

452  1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  address  the  increased  security 

provisions  for  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  the  disruption  of  lives  of 
local  residents  they  will  cause. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7  and  13. 


1-223 


452 


452 


452 


452 


452 


452 


452 


2  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  an  increase  in  commuter  traffic  at  the  north  gate  of 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  The  north  gate  is  only  used  for  the  movement  of  the  stage 
transporter,  transportation  of  horses  to  and  from  the  stables  occasionally, 
and  for  morning  and  evening  commuting.  This  could  also  be  used  for 
moving  Peacekeeper  materials  and  equipment.  However,  the  increase 
would  be  minimal. 

3  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  an  increase  in  secured  transporting  of  missiles, 
missile  parts,  and  military  goods  at  the  north  gate  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  north  gate  could  also  be  used  for  moving  Peacekeeper 
parts  and  equipment.  The  increase  is  expected  to  be  minimal.  EIS 
Section  4.2. 3. 3  states  that  other  gates  (not  only  the  north  gate)  could  be 
used  for  the  program. 

4  ISSUE:  Consideration  needs  to  be  given  to  the  potential  for  traffic 
conflicts  at  the  north  gate  of  F.E.  Warren,  AFB,  Wyoming,  particularly 
because  of  the  limited  access  to  Western  Hills  from  the  rest  of  the  city. 

RESPONSE:  The  north  gate  is  presently  available  to  vehicular  traffic  as 
an  access  route  to  the  base  because  of  the  construction  activity  near  the 
south  gate.  Once  the  south  gate  is  opened,  traffic  along  the  north  gate 
would  be  reduced. 

5  ISSUE:  Would  interruptions  to  vehicular  flow  along  public  roads  because 
of  railroad  crossings  at  the  south  site  be  reduced  if  the  Missile  Assembly 
Building  (MAB)  and/or  other  Rail  Garrison  facilities  were  located  on  the 
south  site  in  closer  proximity  to  the  train  shelters? 

RESPONSE:  Yes,  however,  construction  of  the  MAB  and/or  other 

facilities  on  the  south  site  would  require  greater  land  area  and  increase 
the  cost  of  the  program. 

6  ISSUE:  What  will  the  at-grade  crossing  impacts  be  if  the  north  site  of 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  is  chosen? 

RESPONSE:  Because  the  rail  spur  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  would  connect  to  existing  lines  onbase,  interruptions  to  vehicular 
traffic  would  occur  along  existing  at-grade  crossings  onbase.  As  stated  in 
the  EIS,  the  trains  would  only  move  out  of  the  garrison  when  necessary, 
and  interruptions  to  vehicular  traffic  at  at-grade  rail  crossings  would  be 
minimal.  Also  see  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  73. 

7  ISSUE:  The  transportation  impacts  for  both  alternatives  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB,  Wyoming  should  be  identified  and  a  comparison  should  be  made. 

RESPONSE:  Transportation  impacts  for  both  alternatives  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4. 2. 3. 3. 

8  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  address  future  plans  for  lands  north  and 
west  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming.  How  will  the  proposed  restrictive 
easement  affect  these  plans? 
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RESPONSE:  About  160  acres  of  the  school  property  (located  north  of  the 
base)  would  lie  within  the  inhabited  building  restrictive  easement.  This 
land  would  be  treated  no  differently  than  private  land  within  the 
easement.  Current  uses  (grazing  and  an  uninhabited  building)  could 
continue  without  restriction.  Air  Force  Regulation  127-100  would 
preclude  from  the  restrictive  easement  any  future  structure  designed  for 
human  occupation  (on  a  permanent  basis),  gathering  places  for  outdoor 
recreation  (such  as  athletic  fields  or  stadiums),  overhead  powerlines  of  69 
KV  or  more,  and  nonmilitary  runways. 

452  9  ISSUE:  What  is  the  likelihood  that  explosive  safety  zones  at  F.E.  Warren 

AFB,  Wyoming  will  be  expanded  after  the  Final  EIS  is  completed?  How 
much  extra  distance,  for  the  two  sites  under  construction,  is  available 
should  the  zones  have  to  be  expanded? 

RESPONSE:  No  easement  expansion  is  anticipated.  If  such  expansion 
were  contemplated,  it  could  be  moved  about  1,700  feet  west,  300  feet 
east,  and  1,000  feet  northeast  before  the  easement  would  encroach  on  an 
inhabited  building. 

452  10  ISSUE:  If  the  Missile  Assembly  Building  (MAB)  will  be  considerably  taller 

than  other  base  buildings  and  if  it  will  be  visible  from  area  residences, 
mitigation  measures  should  be  addressed  in  the  Final  EIS.  Lighting  and 
visual  impacts  during  dark  hours  should  also  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  The  text  of  the  EIS  has  been  amended  to  briefly  discuss  this 
concern.  The  MAB  would  reach  heights  of  approximately  140  feet,  but  it 
would  t>e  located  about  8,400  feet  (1.6  miles)  from  the  Western  Hills 
subdivision  (one  key  observation  point,  and  10,600  feet  from  1-25  the  other 
key  observation  point).  Without  intervening  higher  land  (that  would  block 
the  view),  the  MAB  could  be  seen  from  the  back  of  about  ten  Western 
Hills  residences.  However,  for  the  most  part,  intervening  topography 
would  preclude  views  of  the  MAB  from  the  east  base  boundary.  The  light 
color  of  the  MAB  would  tend  to  make  it  less  visible  to  viewers.  Night 
lighting  would  be  similar  to  that  presently  found  at  the  base  Weapons 
Storage  Area. 

452  11  ISSUE:  There  are  several  locations  in  the  northern  portion  of  Cheyenne, 

Wyoming  that  are  prone  to  flooding  during  heavy  stormwater  runoff 
situations.  How  will  these  be  affected  by  the  project?  The  stormwater 
runoff  impacts  for  each  of  the  two  alternative  sites  should  be  identified 
and  a  comparison  should  be  made. 

RESPONSE:  Areas  along  Dry  Creek  in  northern  Cheyenne  are  prone  to 
flooding.  The  proposed  north  garrison  site  is  located  in  the  drainage 
immediately  north  of  Dry  Creek  and  would  therefore  not  affect  the 
current  flood  problems  along  Diy  Creek.  The  stormwater  runoff  analysis 
of  a  2-year  storm  event  indicates  that  runoff  from  the  north  site  would 
boost  peak  runoff  by  about  15  cfs,  at  Interstate  25.  The  south  garrison 
site  would  not  increase  existing  peak  flows  in  Clear  Creek.  Other 
program  components  consist  of  isolated  buildings  which  would  have  a  very 
small  effect  on  stormwater  flows  in  adjacent,  natural  channels. 

452  12  ISSUE:  What  provisions  will  be  made  to  assure  watering  for  fugitive  dust? 

RESPONSE:  Dust  control  measures  will  be  required  and  specified  in  the 
construction  contracts. 
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452  13  ISSUE:  Will  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area's  customary  northwest  winds 

focus  the  dust  in  some  areas  and  reduce  it  in  others? 

RESPONSE:  The  prevailing  wind  direction  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  is  west  to 
west-northwest.  The  wind  blows  about  one-third  of  the  time  from  these 
directions.  Average  wind  speed  from  these  directions  is  about  14  mph. 
Because  of  these  relatively  high  wind  speeds,  the  dust  will  be  well 
dispersed  as  it  moves  downwind.  By  the  time  it  reaches  the  residential 
areas  east  of  the  base  (approximately  5,000  feet  from  the  Train  Alert 
Shelter  construction  area),  the  dust  would  be  well  dispersed  and  below 
ambient  air  quality  standards.  Although  the  transport  of  dust  in  an 
easterly  direction  will  occur  one-third  of  the  time,  the  reduced  dust 
concentrations  will  have  little  impact  on  downwind  receptors. 

452  14  ISSUE:  Fugitive  dust  impacts  for  both  alternative  sites  at  F.E.  Warren 

AFB,  Wyoming  should  be  identified  and  a  comparison  should  be  made. 

RESPONSE:  The  fugitive  dust  impacts  at  both  the  north  and  south  sites 
will  be  low.  The  nearest  residential  areas  are  about  5,000  feet  from  the 
Train  Alert  Shelter  at  either  site. 

452  15  ISSUE:  The  noises  associated  with  the  operation  of  a  railroad  yard  should 

be  addressed,  such  as  the  rearrangement  of  cars  and  other  movements 
made  in  the  yard.  How  frequent  will  such  noises  occur?  Where  and  at 
what  level  will  these  noises  be  heard  if  the  north  site  or  south  site  is 
selected? 

RESPONSE:  The  operation  of  the  Peacekeeper  trains  will  be  minimal  and 
will  be  confined  to  the  base.  They  will  be  parked  in  Train  Alert  Shelters 
on  the  base.  The  trains  are  kept  assembled  and  ready  to  move  on  short 
notice.  Thus,  a  conventional  railroad  yard  is  not  required  for  the  Proposed 
Action  and  typical  railroad  yard  noise  would  be  minimal  or  nonexistent  at 
either  site. 

452  16  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  needs  to  address  how  the  deployment  of  Small 

ICBMs  might  affect  the  advantages  of  one  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  site  over 
the  other. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  considered  the  advantages  of  collocating 
Small  ICBMs  at  the  Rail  Garrison  locations  under  consideration.  There 
are  advantages  in  siting  these  systems  on  the  south  F.E.  Warren  AFB 
alternative;  however,  the  advantages  of  siting  on  north  F.E.  Warren  AFB 
far  outweighed  the  south  alternative. 

452  17  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  know  whether  Small  ICBMs  are  to  be  deployed 

at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  before  the  site  selection  for  the  Rail 
Garrison  is  made? 

RESPONSE:  The  Rail  Garrison  basing  decision  for  deploying  Peacekeeper 
missiles  directs  that  F.E.  Warren  AFB  will  be  the  system's  Main  Operating 
Base.  The  Minuteman  silo  basing  decision  for  deploying  the  Small  ICBM 
on  Hardened  Mobile  Launchers  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana  is  only 
indirectly  tied  to  the  Rail  Garrison  basing  requirements  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB.  The  decision  to  collocate  the  Small  ICBM  basing  option  with  Rail 
Garrison  facilities  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  is  only  an  indirect  issue  to  the 
Peacekeeper  basing  decision  under  consideration. 
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452  18  ISSUE:  The  consequences  of  solid  propellant  explosion  and  radioactive 

materials  release  should  be  analyzed  and  compared  for  the  alternative 
garrison  sites  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  analyses  done  of  the  hazardous  material  spread  in  the 
event  of  an  accident  were  not  done  on  a  site-specific  basis.  The 
meteorological  conditions,  for  example,  used  to  estimate  the 
consequences  were  those  which  gave  the  worst-case  results.  The 
prevailing  winds  in  the  Cheyenne  area  are  much  stronger  than  the  winds 
used  in  the  example.  The  result  would  be  that  in  Cheyenne,  dispersal 
would  be  faster  and  the  impact  would  be  less  than  in  the  generalized 
scenarios  in  the  EIS. 

452  19  ISSUE:  The  possibilities  of  intentional  and  accidental  damage  to  railroad 

tracks  should  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

452  20  ISSUE:  Consideration  should  be  given  to  routing  missiles  (for 

maintenance,  training,  or  in  times  of  national  need)  over  tracks  located  as 
far  as  possible  from  inhabited  areas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

452  21  ISSUE:  There  is  no  demonstration  that  large  reserve  funding  levels  in 

Cheyenne,  Wyoming  the  County,  and  School  District  Number  One  are 
actually  available.  Rail  Garrison  impacts  should  be  mitigated  by  the  Air 
Force  not  through  local  government  budgets. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4.2. 1.3  and  4. 2. 1.4  have  been  revised  to  reflect 
updated  information  on  the  availability  of  reserve  funding  levels. 

452  22  ISSUE:  How  does  the  Air  Force  propose  to  avoid  overbuilding  in  Wyoming 

so  that  vacancy  rates  do  not  soar  once  construction  is  completed? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  provide  information  on  program  housing 
requirements  to  the  private  housing  industry  so  that  an  appropriate 
response  to  increased  demands  can  be  made. 

452  23  ISSUE:  Demands  for  rental  units  in  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  are  not 

completely  assessed.  Demand  should  be  tied  to  location  and 
affordability.  Are  units  available  in  locations  and  at  costs  commensurate 
with  demand? 

RESPONSE:  Discussions  with  real  estate  market  representatives  and  local 
officials  indicate  a  sufficient  supply  of  rental  units  is  available  to  meet 
program -related  demands  without  any  adverse  market  impacts. 

452  24  ISSUE:  While  the  program-related  increase  in  demand  for  solid  waste 

disposal  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  may  be  small,  the  Air  Force  has  a 
responsibility  to  assure  that  adequate  solid  waste  facilities  are  available 
to  manage  project  impacts.  Cheyenne's  ability  to  locate,  permit,  and 
develop  a  new  landfill  by  the  1992  deadline  should  also  be  assessed. 

RESPONSE:  Program-related  solid  waste  will  be  collected  by  a  private 
contractor  and  transported  to  the  existing  landfill  or  to  the  waste  disposal 
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facility  developed  by  the  city  to  replace  the  landfill.  To  the  extent 
feasible,  the  Air  Force  will  cooperate  with  other  agencies  in  developing 
this  facility. 

452  25  ISSUE:  What  systems  are  proposed  to  monitor  impacts,  coordinate 

mitigation  with  local  governmental  bodies,  address  unforeseen  problems, 
and  assure  that  expected  impacts  are  not  significantly  greater  than 
expected? 

RESPONSE:  A  monitoring  program  designed  to  track  key  project  and 
community  indicators  will  be  implemented,  as  necessary,  to  assure  the 
identification  and  mitigation  of  unforeseen  impacts. 

453  1  ISSUE:  The  general  public  was  given  insufficient  time  to  prepare  for  the 

Draft  EIS  hearings.  The  Draft  EIS  was  not  received  by  private  citizens 
until  approximately  three  weeks  before  the  scheduled  hearing,  although 
government  agencies  reportedly  had  the  document  weeks  ahead  of  that 
time. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

453  2  ISSUE:  A  Draft  EIS  hearing  should  be  held  in  Laramie,  Wyoming.  It  is 

unfair  to  expect  people  in  Laramie  to  drive  45  miles  to  attend  a  hearing. 
We  would  be  directly  impacted  by  the  movement  of  trains  on  the  rails  of 
Wyoming  as  well  as  by  any  accidents  associated  with  the  MX  program,  and 
our  community  deserves  to  have  a  hearing  scheduled  to  allow  concerned 
residents  to  ask  questions  and  voice  their  concerns. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

453  3  ISSUE:  The  No  Action  Alternative  needs  to  be  more  thoroughly  addressed 

in  the  Final  EIS.  Specifically,  the  impacts  of  using  MX  Rail  Garrison 
funds  elsewhere  in  our  society  should  be  considered.  The  United  States  is 
a  debtor  nation,  and  the  Final  EIS  should  look  at  whether  our  national 
security  environment  would  be  better  enhanced  by  using  these  funds  to 
reduce  the  national  debt  —  or  to  feed  the  hungry,  house  the  homeless, 
eradicate  illiteracy,  and  provide  health  care  to  our  people. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  budgetary  priorities  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

453  4  ISSUE:  I  would  like  to  see  the  accident  issue  considered  in  greater  depth, 

using  real  rail  accidents  as  possible  scenarios  and  determining  whether  or 
not  such  disasters  could  be  avoided  in  the  MX  program  and  what  would 
happen  if  they  were  not.  The  recent  heat  buckling  of  rails  is  one  type  of 
incident  that  comes  to  mind.  How  can  the  Air  Force  assure  that 
maintenance  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  miles  of  track  can  be  adequate? 
What  about  the  human  error  factor  that  could  result  in  an  accidental 
launch:  how  can  the  public  be  sure  that  personnel  are  trained  to  eliminate 
such  risks,  when  we  have  too  many  tragic  accidents  demonstrating 
otherwise? 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  analysis  done  by  Sandia  National  Laboratories  for 
this  system  considered  all  types  of  accidents  reported  to  the  Federal 
Railway  Administration  and  the  probability  of  such  accidents.  The  plans 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  include  many  precautions  for 
avoiding  accidents,  including  monitoring  track  conditions  and  eliminating 
human  error.  Also  see  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 
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5  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  wartime  effects  of  the  system. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

6  ISSUE:  National  need  should  be  more  clearly  defined. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

7  ISSUE:  If  an  explosive  safety  zone  is  needed  at  the  siting  facilities, 
wouldn't  similar  areas  be  required  on  each  side  of  all  railroad  tracks 
proposed  for  the  system? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  28. 

8  ISSUE:  Commentor  disputes  that  socioeconomic  impacts  at  F.E.  Warren 
AFB,  Wyoming  are  low  and  not  significant.  Spending  $10-15  million  on 
nuclear  warheads  when  people  go  hungry  and  without  shelter  is  a  serious 
social  and  economic  concern. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  7. 

453  9  ISSUE:  Mitigation  measures  and  options  should  have  been  determined 

prior  to  issuing  the  Draft  EIS  and  addressed  therein  for  public  comment. 

RESPONSE:  Mitigation  measures  have  been  addressed  for  all  resources  if 
significant  impacts  have  been  identified.  In  general,  the  Air  Force, 
through  its  construction  agent,  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  (COE), 
will  implement  those  mitigation  measures  directly  under  the  control  of 
the  COE.  Measures  more  appropriately  developed  and  implemented  by 
other  institutions  will  be  supported  to  the  extent  possible. 

453  10  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  always  states  that  MX  hearings  are  not  a  forum  for 

persons  to  state  their  views  on  arms  control.  However,  the  Air  Force 
never  says  that  the  hearings  are  not  a  forum  for  people  to  praise  the 
military.  The  entire  EIS  process  needs  to  be  more  sensitive  to  the  views  of 
all  and  not  a  rubber-stamp  process  for  the  escalation  of  the  nuclear  arms 
race. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 

454  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  putting  the  State  of  Arkansas  at  a 

strategic  target  point. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

454  2  ISSUE:  What  would  happen  to  the  ecological  balance  and  how  many  people 

would  be  affected  if  a  train  with  a  missile  derailed  over  the  river  in  the 
state? 


RESPONSE:  With  regard  to  the  potential  for  stream  contamination, 
perhaps  the  worst  spill  incident  would  involve  diesel  fuel  from  a 
locomotive  reaching  a  stream.  This  is  due  to  the  large  volume  of  material 
potentially  involved  (up  to  13,000  gallons)  and  the  mobility  of  the  liquid, 
which  enable  it  to  reach  a  stream  and  be  rapidly  transported  away  from 
the  spill  site.  In  a  flowing  stream,  diesel  fuel  could  be  carried  many  miles 


1-229 


454 


454 


454 


454 


454 


455 


455 


downstream  from  a  spill.  Although  the  fuel  is  not  readily  soluble  in  water, 
it  is  toxic  to  aquatic  animals  at  low  concentrations  and  could  be  expected 
to  kill  most  organisms  downstream  from  the  spill,  particularly  in  a  small, 
shallow  stream.  After  spill  cleanup  efforts  were  completed,  toxic 
concentrations  of  fuel  would  be  quickly  flushed  away  in  such  an 
environment.  Repopulation  of  aquatic  organisms  of  the  affected  stream 
stretch  would  likely  occur  within  a  year  or  two  following  the  spill  for  most 
species. 

3  ISSUE:  Who  defines  peacetime? 

RESPONSE:  Under  U.S.  Constitution,  Section  8,  Clause  11,  Congress  has 
the  authority  to  declare  war.  Congress  and  the  President  exert  the  war 
power  of  the  nation  and  the  President  has  the  authority  to  use  the  military 
and  Naval  forces  to  repel  an  attack.  Peacetime  is  the  absence  of  either  a 
declaration  of  war  by  Congress  or  a  Presidential  determination  of  a  need 
to  repel  an  attack  by  a  foreign  power. 

4  ISSUE:  Who  deems  it  necessary  to  start  the  MX  on  the  rails? 

RESPONSE:  A  higher  authority  which  can  be  defined  as  the  President  and 
Secretary  of  Defense  and  their  duly  designated  alternates  or  successors. 

5  ISSUE:  How  many  practice  runs  must  it  make? 

RESPONSE:  Two  training  trains  without  any  warheads  or  missile 

propellants  would  travel  to  the  garrison  installations  every  quarter  to 
conduct  dispersal  training  exercises. 

6  ISSUE:  In  lieu  of  the  INF  treaty,  why  are  we  doing  this? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

7  ISSUE:  What  will  be  done  to  protect  the  people  during  the  four  to  six 
hours  time  period  at  deployment. 

RESPONSE:  No  additional  actions  are  needed  to  protect  the  United 
States  population  during  dispersal  of  the  trains  in  times  of  national  need. 

1  ISSUE:  Can  the  existing  railroad  lines  safely  accommodate  the  MX  cars? 
RESPONSE:  Yes.  Also  see  response  to  Document  118,  Comment  1. 

2  ISSUE:  Will  the  railroad  lines  be  well  maintained  to  assure  no  accidents 
will  occur? 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

455  3  ISSUE:  Will  the  citizens  in  the  area  that  the  MX  passes  through  be 

affected,  bothered,  disrupted,  or  their  privacy  jeopardized? 

RESPONSE:  Transit  of  the  Peacekeeper  train  will  have  no  more  impact 
than  a  commercial  freight  train. 

456  1  ISSUE:  Existing  pollution  at  18  onbase  sites  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas 

are  already  too  high,  which  should  make  the  base  an  unlikely  candidate  for 
the  project. 
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RESPONSE:  Existing  contaminated  sites  at  the  base  are  being  evaluated 
by  a  different  contractor  so  that  cleanup  activities  can  be  completed. 
This  program  recognizes  these  sites  and  will  avoid  any  conflict  with  future 
cleanup  activities. 

457  1  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  for  reasons 

such  as  it  is  antithetical  to  national  defense,  threatens  weaker  nations, 
and  the  full  scope  of  historical  and  environmental  effects  are  inadequate. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

458  1  ISSUE:  It  seems  quite  clear  that  the  trains  will  be  easily  identifiable  and 

are  an  open  invitation  to  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

458  2  ISSUE:  The  size  and  weight  of  the  train  will  make  accidents  much  more 

likely. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

459  1  ISSUE:  The  trains  will  be  bigger  so  that  they  can't  be  hidden;  the  greater 

weight  of  the  train  will  make  accidents  very  probable  and  sabotage  would 
be  easier. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

460  1  ISSUE:  Has  the  Air  Force  thought  about  the  amount  of  rail  disasters  in 

the  past  few  years? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  453,  Comment  4. 

461  1  ISSUE:  The  new  stress  and  weight  will  be  detrimental  to  the  safety  of  the 

track. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

461  2  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  about  accidents  caused  by  human  error. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

461  3  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  MX  because  of  probable  increased 

terrorism,  the  MX  will  be  a  prime  target,  and  because  of  security 
problem. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

462  1  ISSUE:  The  making  and  waging  of  war  whether  it's  called  a  police  action, 

undercover,  or  for  reasons  of  national  or  global  security  will  be  damaging 
to  the  environment.  There  should  be  no  place  for  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  not  environmentally 
sound  and  system  vulnerability  is  underestimated  with  warhead  and 
propellant  fuel  posing  enormous  dangers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

464  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  is  in  support  of  deployment  at  Little  Rock  AFB, 

Arkansas  because  of  the  positive  economic  impact  which  the  project  will 
have  in  the  area. 
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RESPONSE:  Noted. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  critical  of  civic  leaders  ability  to  speak  at  the  public 
hearing  and  the  commentor  not  able  to  speak.  Also  submitted  newspaper 
article  with  his  comment  on  the  article. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  is  in  support  of  this  deployment  and  is  supporting  and 
serving  any  Air  Force  program  and  personnel. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Disturbance  to  Allen  Lake,  Michigan  should  not  be  permitted  since 
mitigation  procedures  cannot  compensate  for  the  loss. 

RESPONSE:  Allen  Lake  will  not  be  physically  disturbed  by  the  program; 
however,  it  will  receive  some  sediment  generated  by  construction  of  a  rail 
spur  embankment  0.2  mile  north.  This  situation  will  last  for  only  a  year  or 
two  until  revegetation  is  complete. 

2  ISSUE:  Because  of  disturbance  to  Allen  Lake  and  nearby  water  resources 
in  Michigan,  a  second  rail  connector  is  impractical  and  environmentally 
dangerous. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  467,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  The  existing  groundwater  contamination  problems  in  Michigan 
should  be  corrected  before  any  new  program  is  considered. 

RESPONSE:  By  the  end  of  1989,  three  separate  groundwater  purge  wells 
and  air  stripping  systems  will  have  been  installed  at  Wurtsmith  AFB  to 
control  the  movement  of  and  to  decontaminate  polluted  plumes  of 
groundwater  underlying  the  base.  To  date,  groundwater  cleanup  measures 
at  the  base  have  exceeded  $8.0  million.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  will  be  operated  to  avoid  the  creation  of  new  groundwater 
problems  at  the  base. 

4  ISSUE:  Where  will  the  missiles  strike? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  intentional  use  of  the  system  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

5  ISSUE:  The  recent  INF  Treaty  indicates  that  a  reduction  has  been  made 
so  there  is  no  apparent  need  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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468  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  for  the 

installation  of  the  Peacekeeper  mission. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

469  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 

being  located  anywhere  because  of  potential  dangers  and  rail  safety. 
Money  is  better  spent  on  such  things  as  toxic  waste  cleanup,  reducing  drug 
problem,  and  education. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

469  2  ISSUE:  Why  are  such  issues  as  the  "national  security  policy," 

"psychological  impact,"  and  "morality"  considered  "beyond  the  scope"  of 
these  hearings? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  32,  Comment  1  and  Document  5, 
Comment  14. 

469  3  ISSUE:  Why  hasn't  the  "No  Action  Alternative"  been  considered  in  terms 

of  the  nationwide  economic  impact?  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if 
over  $10  billion  was  spent  instead  on  education  or  medical  science,  for 
example?  Or  how  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  the  money  was  left  in  the 
civilian  economy  instead  of  toward  taxes  for  military  expenses? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  31. 

469  4  ISSUE:  Why  were  only  61  lines  of  text  (8  of  them  original  text)  devoted  to 

the  "No  Action  Alternative"  rather  than  being  seriously  considered  and 
detailed  in  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  result  of  the  No  Action  Alternative  to  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  is  that  current  conditions  and  trends  will  continue.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

469  5  ISSUE:  Why  wasn't  there  a  "no  MX  alternative"  considered  in  the  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

469  6  ISSUE:  Will  the  50  MX  missiles  described  in  the  "Proposed  Action"  be 

some  that  are  currently  deployed  or  new  missiles?  If  new  missiles,  why 
aren't  these  costs  included  in  the  expenditures  table? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  390,  Comment  1. 

469  7  ISSUE:  Why  does  the  Air  Force  believe  that  we  do  not  already  have 

"sufficient  military  strength?" 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  national  defense  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

469  8  ISSUE:  What  is  the  danger  of  "appropriately  armed"  security  personnel  to 

civilians  living  or  traveling  near  the  tracks  who  might  be  misidentified  as 
a  threat?  Who  will  be  considered  a  threat? 
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RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7,  12,  13  and 
Document  366,  Comment  19. 

469  9  ISSUE:  Is  the  purchase  price  of  the  "supplemental  railcars"  included  in  the 

cost  estimates? 

RESPONSE:  Yes. 

469  10  ISSUE:  Because  this  system  is  supposed  to  complicate  the  enemy's 

targeting  task,  does  this  mean  that  more  towns  and  communities  along  the 
route  could  expect  to  be  targets  of  an  attack  in  a  nuclear  war? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  strategy  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

469  11  ISSUE:  If  civilian  dispatchers  will  know  the  precise  location  of  trains, 

what  would  keep  the  Soviets  or  others  from  gaining  this  information? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

469  12  ISSUE:  What  would  compel  these  civilian  dispatchers  and  other  employees 

to  stay  on  the  job  during  a  crisis? 

RESPONSE:  The  nation  has  continuously  shown  a  cohesiveness  (as  with 
the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis)  when  national  peril  is  obvious  and  it  is  expected 
that  the  dispatchers  would  remain  on  the  job. 

469  13  ISSUE:  Would  the  civil  dispatchers  also  be  subjected  to  the  random  drug 

testing,  security,  medical,  and  psychological  checks  discussed  in  the  Draft 
EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  not  authorized  to  impose  those  measures. 

469  14  ISSUE:  Although  the  trains  are  said  to  move  randomly  throughout  the 

United  States,  won't  they  actually  be  given  special  consideration  and 
rights-of-way  privileges  thereby  possibly  increasing  collisions  and  other 
accidents? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  438,  Comment  32. 

469  15  ISSUE:  The  employment  projections  amount  to  a  claim  of  over  52,000  jobs 

per  billion  dollars  spent.  This  amount  is  too  high  according  to  similar, 
reputable  studies.  What  indicators  and  assumptions  were  used  to  generate 
these  employment  figures? 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  438,  Comment  35.  ^ 

\ 

469  16  ISSUE:  Job  type  fluctuations  are  indicated  from  year  to  year  according  to  ] 

program  needs  (research  and  development  and  operations).  Thus,  spending  4 

would  not  generate  similar  jobs  per  billion  ratio.  What  indicators  and 
assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these  employment  figures?  ' 

4 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  438,  Comment  35.  < 


469  17  ISSUE:  A  boom-bust  pattern  is  predicted  in  the  Draft  EIS  with  job 

numbers  fluctuating  from  40,000  to  148,000  to  13,000  and  to  under  12,000  1 


1-234 


1 


in  1994  and  beyond.  Will  these  short-term  jobs  really  have  a  positive 
effect  on  this  community  and  in  the  nation  as  a  whole?  It  has  been  found 
that  a  community  in  Michigan  diversified  its  economic  base  (after  losing 
Air  Force  base  jobs)  and  achieved  a  stronger  and  more  secure  job  market 
and  economic  stability  than  experienced  during  its  dependence  on  military 
spending.  Let  us  not  be  swayed  by  the  promise  of  jobs  and  money  flowing 
into  the  community  before  we  look  seriously  at  alternatives. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

470  1  ISSUE:  The  EIS  glossed  over  the  worst-case  scenario  of  rail  collision  and 

other  accidents  in  highly  populated  areas  such  as  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri 
and  along  UP  tracks  to  St.  Louis  and  Kansas  City. 

RESPONSE:  The  probabilistic  risk  analysis  done  for  the  safety  chapter  of 
the  EIS  takes  into  account  accidents  in  highly  populated  areas.  The 
results  of  that  analysis  are  reported  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

470  2  ISSUE:  A  mobile  missile  system  only  expands  the  target  area  in  the  event 

of  a  first  strike  or  a  retaliation. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

470  3  ISSUE:  The  system  is  destabilizing,  costly,  and  an  ineffective  system  for 

our  national  defense. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

471  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  protests  the  holding  of  only  one  hearing  for  Montana 

in  Great  Falls. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

471  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  protests  only  22  days  to  review  the  document.  The 

public  should  be  given  sufficient  time  to  study  it. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

471  3  ISSUE:  The  No  Action  Alternative  was  inadequately  studied  in  the  Draft 

EIS. 

^  RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

471  4  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  economic  impact  on  the  Region  of  Influence  in 

Great  Falls/  Cascade  County,  Montana  of  injecting  $92  million  into  the 
economy  for  community  development?  What  would  be  the  impact  of 
dividing  $15  billion  among  11  host  communities  of  the  MX? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

472  1  ISSUE:  The  EIS  operates  under  the  assumption  that  the  warheads  will  not 

be  used  when  in  fact  they  will  be  creating  a  global  environmental  impact. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  regarding  intentional  use  of  the  system  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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472  2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  include  the  effects  to  eastern  Washington 

area  from  fallout  and  other  harmful  effects  of  detonation  of  a  bomb  in 
Russia  creating  environmental  effects  in  the  United  States  and  its  allies. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  fallout  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

472  3  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  state  the  effect  in  the  Spokane,  Washington 

area  of  accidental  detonation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  21,  Comment  1. 

472  4  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  include  psychological  effects  on  the  populace  as  a 

result  of  this  weapon  system  and  being  a  target  for  nuclear  attack. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

472  5  ISSUE:  The  EIS  is  defective  for  failing  to  assess  the  increased  potential  of 

nuclear  war  due  to  tension  and  anxiety  of  the  Russian  populace  toward  the 
American  populace  and  vice  versa. 

RESPONSE:  The  increased  potential  for  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

473  1  ISSUE:  Will  50  new  MX  missiles  be  built? 

RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Action  assumes  50  new  missiles. 

473  2  ISSUE:  Why  aren't  the  costs  of  building  the  50  new  MX  missiles  included 

in  the  Draft  EIS  (pg  4.1-2)?  Also  new  MX  costs  are  missing  from  the 
Alternative  Action  proposal  to  deploy  100  MX  on  50  trains. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  11. 

473  3  ISSUE:  MX  relocation/silo  shutdown  costs  are  missing  from  the 

Alternative  Action  proposal  to  deploy  100  MX  on  50  trains. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  21. 

473  4  ISSUE:  Won't  the  MX  trains  make  nuclear  targets  of  every  town  along 

their  route? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

473  5  ISSUE:  Isn’t  it  possible  that  at  some  future  date  MX  trains  will  be 

dispersed  on  public  rail  lines  all  the  time?  Why  isn’t  this  rail-mobile 
option  even  mentioned  in  the  Draft  EIS?  Is  the  Air  Force  willing  to  state 
categorically  that  this  is  not  being  considered? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  23. 

473  6  ISSUE:  Won't  MX  trains  be  vulnerable  to  sabotage?  Why  isn't  the  issue  of 

sabotage  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS?  Will  people  with  packs  or  briefcases 
be  detained  and  searched  by  MX  security  crews? 
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RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  6,  Comment  2  and  Document  33, 
Comment  13. 

7  ISSUE:  Will  train  security  personnel  pose  dangers  to  the  public?  MX 
trains  will  have  "appropriately  armed"  security  personnel.  Will  the 
security  personnel  on  training  trains  be  authorized  to  use  force  if 
protestors  are  encountered?  Will  trains  be  authorized  to  run  over 
protestors?  Could  innocent  people  be  hurt  if  they  were  misidentified  as  a 
threat  by  armed  security  personnel? 

RESPONSE:  No.  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7  and  12  and 
Document  366,  Comment  19. 

8  ISSUE:  If  civilian  dispatchers  know  the  precise  location  of  MX  trains, 
couldn't  Soviet  intelligence  also  find  out? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

9  ISSUE:  Who  will  control  the  movements  of  the  MX  trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  78. 

10  ISSUE:  How  many  civilian  railroad  employees  will  know  that  an  MX  train 
is  operating  within  their  area  of  trackage? 

RESPONSE:  The  numbers  of  dispatchers  on  duty  during  infrequent  train 
movements  for  each  railroad  company  is  not  known  at  this  time. 

11  ISSUE:  Will  civilian  dispatchers  have  total  authority  over  the  MX  train  or 
will  the  train  commander  have  special  rights-of-way  privileges  or  other 
extraordinary  powers? 

RESPONSE:  It  depends  on  the  operations  scenario.  The  missile  train 
could  be  given  sufficient  priority  to  move  upon  the  authority  of,  and 
according  to,  the  procedures  established  for  the  train  commander.  In 
some  cases,  however,  coordination  of  activity  between  the  Air  Force  and 
rail  industry  may  be  required  for  the  train's  safe  and  effective 
movement.  In  all  operations  situations,  the  Air  Force  will  select  the  train 
route.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

12  ISSUE:  How  much  disruption  would  Peacekeeper  trains  cause  to  other  rail 
traffic  and  road  traffic  which  must  cross  rail  lines? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  76  and 

Document  438,  Comment  32. 

13  ISSUE:  How  widespread  will  the  imposition  be  for  railroad  dispatch  crews 
in  proposed  operating  areas  given  security  clearance  and  background 
checks,  etc.?  How  much  will  it  cost?  Are  these  measures  constitutional? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  work  with  the  railroad  to  provide 

appropriately  certified  people  to  accomplish  the  required  tasking.  Costs 
are  not  known. 

14  ISSUE:  How  thoroughly  would  MX  trains  be  tested  before  deployment? 
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RESPONSE:  The  test  program  is  divided  into  three  phases:  development 
testing,  integration  testing,  and  weapon  system  testing.  This  is  addressed 
in  Chapter  1  of  the  EIS. 

473  15  ISSUE:  It  seems,  while  the  trains  might  be  completely  tested,  the  missile 

will  not. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  every  confidence  the  missile  will  perform 
to  its  design  requirements.  Seventeen  out  of  17  flights  tests  have  shown 
the  Peacekeeper  to  be  the  most  accurate  ICBM  in  history  and  meeting  all 
performance  requirements. 

473  16  ISSUE:  How  many  jobs  would  the  MX  program  really  generate  on  a 

nationwide  scale?  The  Draft  EIS  statistics  on  the  national  impact  on 
employment  (direct,  indirect,  and  induced)  Rail  Garrison  expenditures  is 
highly  suspect.  The  projected  employment  rate  is  over  52,000  jobs  (man- 
years)  per  billion  dollars  spent,  a  rate  completely  outside  the  range  of  all 
reputable  studies  on  military  spending  (it  is  too  high  by  somewhere 
between  50-100%  --  see,  for  example,  the  study  "The  Empty  Pork 
Barrel").  What  indicators  and  assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these 
employment  figures?  What  is  included  under  the  category  "induced?" 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  438,  Comment  35. 

473  17  ISSUE:  An  indication  of  sloppy  employment  analysis  in  the  Draft  EIS  is 

the  lack  of  fluctuation  in  the  number  of  jobs  generated  per  dollar  spent. 
Even  though  nearly  all  the  Fiscal  Year  (FY)  1989  money  from  the  program 
would  go  towards  research  and  development,  and  nearly  all  the  FY  1992 
funds  would  go  towards  operations  —  employing  very  different  types  of 
workers  --  the  ratio  of  jobs  generated  remain  about  the  same.  A  refined 
analysis  would  not  produce  such  figures.  What  indicators  and  assumptions 
were  used  by  the  Air  Force  to  generate  these  employment  figures?  Please 
be  as  detailed  as  possible. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  438,  Comment  35. 

473  18  ISSUE:  What  about  the  jobs  that  would  be  generated  if  the  money  was 

invested  productively  instead  of  squandered  on  weapons  we  don't  need? 
The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  consider  the  job  creation  potential  of  spending 
the  $10  to  $15  billion  it  projects  for  MX  Rail  Garrison  on  something  else 
instead  -  education  or  low-income  housing,  for  example.  Instead  of 
presenting  real  alternatives,  the  illusion  is  manufactured  that  the  money 
for  MX  trains  would  appear  out  of  thin  air.  Money  which  simply  remains 
in  the  civilian  economy  (instead  of  being  taxed  for  the  military)  also 
creates  jobs,  and  some  rough  figures  should  be  provided  for  comparison 
before  MX  trains  are  accepted  as  some  kind  of  jobs  miracle. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  7. 

473  19  ISSUE:  More  attention  should  be  given  to  the  trauma  for  local  economies 

from  the  "boom-bust"  job  cycle  that  would  accompany  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program.  The  Draft  EIS  forecasts  that  jobs  created  by  the 
program  would  go  "from  nearly  40,000  in  fiscal  year  (FY)  1989  to  nearly 
148,000  in  FY  1991,  and  then  decline  sharply  to  13,000  by  FY  1993  and 
just  under  12,000  in  FY  1994  and  beyond  (nationally)."  Will  the  benefits  of 
mostly  short-term  jobs  have  a  net  positive  effect  or  will  the  dislocation 
and  transition  difficulties  they  create  tend  to  offset  the  positive  benefits? 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

473  20  ISSUE:  Don't  we  already  have  enough  nuclear  weapons  for  deterrence? 

According  to  the  Congressional  Budget  Office  (November  1987), 
approximately  3,700  United  States  nuclear  weapons  would  endure  even  the 
most  unexpected  Soviet  surprise  attack,  while  roughly  8,200  United  States 
nuclear  weapons  would  remain  if  there  was  enough  warning  time  to  alert 
our  strategic  forces.  Doesn't  this  constitute  "sufficient  military 
strength?" 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

473  21  ISSUE:  Why  have  a  number  of  issues  been  declared  "beyond  the  scope"  of 

the  hearings,  including:  "national  security  policy"  (including  "arms  control 
impact"  and  "wartime  effect"),  "morality,"  and  "psychological  impact"  of 
Rail  Garrison  deployment.  It  is  my  considered  opinion  that  the  No  Action 
Alternative  would  be  found  superior  to  all  MX  deployment  options  in 
terms  of  these  criteria,  if  such  an  analysis  were  included. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  3,  Comment  1,  Document  5, 
Comment  14,  and  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

473  22  ISSUE:  Why  are  so  few  basing  alternatives  (such  as  carry  hard,  superhard 

silos,  shallow  tunnel,  deep  basing)  not  considered  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

473  23  ISSUE:  There  has  been  some  indication  that  the  MX  trains  will  have 

"supplemental"  train  cars  attached,  apparently  to  make  it  more  difficult 
to  distinguish  the  trains  from  regular  rail  traffic.  About  60  supplemental 
train  cars  would  have  to  be  added  to  each  MX  train  to  approximate  the 
length  of  average  commercial  trains.  This  would  require  roughly  240 
supplemental  cars  at  each  four-MX  train  installation.  Has  adequate 
storage  space  been  set  aside  for  these  extra  cars?  Has  the  cost  of 
supplemental  cars  been  calculated  and  included  in  the  total  program 
costs? 

RESPONSE:  In  the  current  design,  each  Train  Alert  Shelter  (TAS)  has  an 
attached  400  foot  shelter  for  the  supplemental  cars.  There  would  not  be 
60  supplemental  cars,  only  the  number  which  would  fit  in  the  TAS 
attachment.  The  cost  of  the  supplemental  cars  was  included  in  the  cost 
analysis. 

473  24  ISSUE:  Problems  continue  to  plague  the  guidance  systems  of  the  silo- 

based  MX  missiles  already  deployed.  Shouldn't  these  problems  be  rectified 
before  production  of  additional  MX  missiles  is  even  considered?  Will 
train-based  MX  missiles  use  the  same  guidance  system  or  will  they  require 
an  even  more  complicated  and  untested  design? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  410,  Comment  10  and 

Document  473,  Comment  15. 

473  25  ISSUE:  Has  the  Air  Force  conducted  any  studies  as  to  potential  public 

reaction  to  the  MX  trains? 
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RESPONSE:  As  a  result  of  the  EIS  scoping  and  public  hearing  process,  the 
Air  Force  has  received  public  reaction  to  the  program.  However,  no 
studies  have  been  conducted  to  determine  public  reaction  as  this  is  outside 
the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

473  26  ISSUE:  Who  will  pay  the  legal  fees  if  there  are  protests  of  MX  train 

movements?  Isn't  this  a  potential  hidden  cost  for  local  communities? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  legal  fees  or  other  costs  incurred  as  a  result  of 
protests  is  speculative  and  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  33,  Comment  10. 

474  1  ISSUE:  The  ultimate  environmental  impact  of  using  the  MX  missile  should 

be  addressed  in  the  Final  EIS.  Also  submitted  a  resolution  on  weapons  of 
mass  destruction. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

474  2  ISSUE:  In  1985,  Congress  voted  for  deployment  of  only  50  missiles.  Why 

are  50  more  missiles  being  proposed  now? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.1. 


474  3  ISSUE:  Every  opportunity  that  is  available  to  educate  the  public  about  the 

use  of  nuclear  weapons  must  be  used. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

475  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  says  the  Air  Force  failed  to  consider  reasonable 

alternatives  and  asks  that  the  Air  Force  revise  the  EIS  to  fully  analyze 
each  alternative  for  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  facilities 
in  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  and  respond  to  all  concerns  raised  by  the 
public. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  analyzes  alternative  facility  locations  at  F.E. 

Warren  AFB,  Wyoming.  Responses  to  all  comments  are  included  in  the 
appendix  to  EIS  Volume  1. 

475  2  ISSUE:  Little  information  on  the  Missile  Assembly  Building  (MAB)  is  given 

in  the  EIS,  if  it  is  in  a  mountain  range  near  Cheyenne,  and  painted  pale 
blue,  it  would  look  strange  and  affect  adjacent  developed  areas  adversely. 

RESPONSE:  The  text  of  the  EIS  has  been  amended  to  briefly  discuss  this 
concern.  The  MAB  would  reach  heights  of  140  feet,  but  it  would  be 
located  about  8,400  feet  (1.6  miles)  from  the  Western  Hills  subdivision 
(one  key  observation  point)  and  10,600  feet  from  1-25  (the  other  key 
observation  point).  With  intervening  higher  land  (that  would  block  the 
view)  the  MAB  could  be  seen  from  the  back  of  about  ten  Western  Hills 
residences  and  would  be  seen  to  rise  about  1.3  degrees  above  the  horizon. 
However,  for  the  most  part,  intervening  topography  would  prelude  views 
of  the  the  MAB  from  the  east  base  boundary.  The  light  color  of  the  MAB 
would  tend  to  make  the  part  extending  above  the  nearby  hills  less  visible 
against  the  mountain  backgrounds.  Night  lighting  would  be  similar  to  that 
presently  found  at  the  base  Weapons  Storage  Area  (see  EIS  Section 
4.2. 4.3). 
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476 


1  ISSUE:  There  is  no  realistic  inclusion  of  the  human  factors  as  assurances 
that  MX  operators  will  not  be  mentally  incapacitated  by  drugs,  depression 
or  strain  due  to  wartime  pressures  like  the  recent  mistaken  identification 
of  a  civilian  plane  over  Iran. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

476  2  ISSUE:  There  is  no  analysis  of  how  the  Air  Force  would  counteract 

sabotage  of  Burlington  Northern  tracks  and  crossings. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

476  3  ISSUE:  There  is  no  explanation  of  how  figures  such  as  "1.3  additional 

deaths"  were  calculated.  If  track-related  fatalities  are  based  on 
percentage  of  Fairchild,  Washington  tracks  vs.  United  States  total  tracks, 
there  is  little  to  show  that  such  accidents  as  the  August  mishap  with 
Amtrak  derailing  due  to  overheated  rails  could  not  happen  with  MX. 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  chapter  has  been  revised  and  edited  to  provide 
more  explanation  of  the  calculations  (see  EIS  Section  5.3).  The  possibility 
of  derailment  by  heat-buckled  track  as  occurred  in  August  is  addressed  in 
EIS  Section  5.2.3.  The  calculations  of  risk  in  the  Draft  EIS  included  that 
possibility  by  considering  all  historical  accident  causes  in  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  accident  records  over  a  5-year  period. 

476  4  ISSUE:  There  was  no  analysis  of  how  wartime  deployment  on  Burlington 

Northern  tracks  would  not  conflict  with  Federal  Emergency  Management 
Agency  evacuation  routes  already  in  place  for  -  Spokane  County  in 
Washington. 

RESPONSE:  The  addition  of  25  trains  to  a  country  wide  rail  network  that 
handles  5,000  to  7,000  train  trips  a  day  is  not  expected  to  cause  any 
substantial  interference  with  rail  traffic  at  any  location. 

476  5  ISSUE:  There  was  no  realistic  analysis  of  how  highly  flammable  contents 

of  MX  containers  would  be  handled  by  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  or  local 
firefighters  in  the  event  of  explosion. 

RESPONSE:  The  missile  propellants  would  burn  completely  in  minutes  and 
could  not  be  extinguished  by  any  practical  means.  Firefighters  and  others 
should  remain  clear  of  the  area  until  the  propellants  are  burned  out,  then 
fight  secondary  fires,  which  result,  if  any. 

476  6  ISSUE:  There  was  no  regard  for  the  close  proximity  to  Spokane 

International  Airport,  Washington  and  the  possibility  of  air  crash  on  or 

near  the  garrison. 

RESPONSE:  The  probability  of  an  airplane  crashing  into  a  Peacekeeper 
train  in  the  garrison  or  elsewhere  is  considered  to  be  remote.  In  the  event 
of  such  an  unlikely  occurrence,  the  environmental  effects  would  be  no 
different  than  those  discussed  in  Section  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

476  7  ISSUE:  No  precise  break-out  of  economic  impact  in  terms  of  specific  job 

descriptions  for  civilian  and  military  personnel  is  given. 

RESPONSE:  Direct  civilian  jobs  during  the  construction  period  would  be 
principally  construction-related  jobs.  Secondary  jobs  would  be  created 
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across  all  sectors  of  the  local  economy.  Civilian  jobs  during  operation 
would  be  principally  white-collar  workers.  Military  jobs  would  range  from 
security-related  positions  to  launch  control  positions. 

476  8  ISSUE:  The  cost  to  the  economy  should  be  in  the  perspective  of  lost  jobs 

due  to  the  high  tech  percentages  of  dollars  with  every  $1  billion  in 
military  expenditures. 

RESPONSE:  Program  activities  are  generally  considered  economically 
beneficial  in  that  jobs  are  created,  not  lost. 

476  9  ISSUE:  The  statement  that  there  are  no  uranium  mines  in  the  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington  vicinity  is  inaccurate. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  states  that  mineral  resources  were  not  identified  in 
the  Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  which  is  approximately  a  1-mile  radius 
surrounding  the  base.  The  statements  made  in  the  EIS  are  accurate 
because  uranium,  precious  metal,  and  critical/strategic  material  have 
been  identified  in  the  Spokane,  Washington  area  but  not  within  the  ROI. 

476  10  ISSUE:  There  is  missing  analysis  of  the  threat  of  fire  in  this  area.  Note 

the  current  burning  conditions  and  the  number  of  acres  burned  in/around 
Spokane,  Washington  just  this  summer. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  an  analysis  of  the  threat  of  fire  in  the  area 
because  of  current  burning  conditions  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

477  1  ISSUE:  The  EIS  does  not  address  the  psychological  and  social  impacts 

from  making  the  Inland  Empire  a  potential  first-strike  location. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

478  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  strongly  urges  deploying  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

Garrison  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  because  the  mission  contributes 
greatly  to  the  security  of  the  nation,  environmental  impacts  will  be 
minimal,  and  the  economic  impact  will  be  positive. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

479  1  ISSUE:  The  plan  is  fraught  with  dangers  to  residents  near  the  area  where 

the  trains  with  missiles  would  be  moving. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

479  2  ISSUE:  Why  was  there  no  hearing  in  Lubbock,  Texas  through  which  the 

trains  would  move?  Is  one  planned  in  the  future? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

479  3  ISSUE:  Why  has  your  plan  not  been  approved  by  Congress? 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  is  an  element  in  the  decision-making  process.  The 
President  and  Congress  will  make  the  final  decision  (see  EIS  Chapter  1). 

479  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  development  of  the  MX  missiles  and 

strongly  urges  the  plan  to  develop  and  base  them  anywhere  be  abandoned. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  State  Historical  Society  of  North  Dakota  will  give  its  review 
of  the  Draft  EIS  after  the  cultural  resources  surveys  have  been  completed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  424,  Comment  6. 

ISSUE:  The  statement  was  made  by  the  Air  Force  at  a  public  hearing  that 
a  good  deal  of  the  technology  embroiled  in  the  Minuteman  missile  force 
was  20  to  25  years  old.  That  is  not  true;  the  Minuteman  III  has  been 
constantly  upgraded.  I  respectfully  request  that  when  you  discuss  the 
Minuteman  missile  system  with  the  public  in  the  future,  you  not  leave  the 
impression  that  nothing  has  been  done  to  modernize  our  ICBM  forces  for 
two  decades,  or  more.  Such  unfounded  assertions  add  undue  pressure  to 
deploy  the  Peacekeeper. 

RESPONSE:  The  assertion  that  a  good  deal  of  the  technology 

incorporated  with  the  Minuteman  missile  system  is  20  or  25  year  old  is  not 
inconsistent  with  the  fact  that  elements  of  the  system  have  been  upgraded 
and  incorporated  with  very  recent  technology. 

ISSUE:  If  there  are  plans  or  studies  conducted  or  underway  to  "harden" 
the  advanced  train  control  system  (ATCS)  against  electromagnetic  pulse 
effects,  the  economic  and  other  impacts  of  that  program  should  be 
addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Aetion  does  not  include  reliance  on  ATCS  or 
hardening  of  the  system.  If  that  is  proposed  later,  any  significant 
environmental  impacts  will  be  addressed  in  appropriate  impact  analysis 
documents. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  asks  for  information  on  system  "hardness"  tests, 
vulnerability  of  the  system  to  Soviet  nuclear  barrage  attacks,  estimates 
of  Soviet  intelligence  cycle  time,  threat  of  Soviet  blackjack  bomber  to 
the  Rail  Garrison  system,  what  will  constitute  strategic  warning,  and 
other  issues  of  nuclear  weapon  strategy. 

RESPONSE:  The  issues  of  defense  strategy  and  capabilities  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Are  the  costs  of  producing  the  warheads  for  the  Peacekeeper 
included  in  the  stated  cost  of  the  program?  If  not,  what  will  the  cost  be? 

RESPONSE:  The  costs  of  production  of  warheads  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  assertions  in  the  EIS  that  estimates  of  the  consequences  of 
radiation  exposure  are  less  precise  because  the  health  effects  of  radiation 
cannot  be  measured  accurately  and  one  humans  health  effect  of  low  doses 
of  ionizing  radiation  is  the  very  small  possibility  that  an  exposed  person 
may  develop  cancer  are  inconsistent.  How  can  the  risk  be  known  to  be 
low  if  the  effects  cannot  be  measured  accurately?  What  is  the  basis  for 
the  prediction  of  human  health  effects? 

RESPONSE:  The  end  of  the  first  sentence  quoted  above  should  read  "... 
health  effects  of  radiation  cannot  be  measured  as  accurately."  The  source 


of  the  estimate  of  human  health  effects  is  Recommendations  of  the 
International  Commission  on  Radiological  Protection,  Annuals  of  the 
International  Commission  on  Radiological  Protection,  ICRP  -  26  Volume  1, 
Oxford,  England,  1977. 

482  2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  states  that  in  the  event  of  dispersal  of  radioactive 

material,  the  public  would  be  kept  at  a  safe  distance.  How  is  that  safe 
distance  determined? 

RESPONSE:  Radiation  monitoring  would  begin  as  soon  as  possible.  A  safe 
distance  would  be  determined  by  the  Department  of  Defense,  Department 
of  Energy,  and  Environmental  Protection  Agency  experts  and  would  be  at 
least  the  minimum  distance  required  to  ensure  that  no  one  was 
accidentally  contaminated.  Factors  such  as  nature  of  the  contamination 
risks  and  meteorological  condition  would  be  taken  into  account. 

482  3  ISSUE:  What  about  dispersal  of  radioactive  materials  in  an  area  not 

readily  accessible  to  Department  of  Defense  and  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  "contingency  plans?" 

RESPONSE:  The  ease,  speed  and  cost  of  cleanup  would  be  dependent  on 
the  accessibility  of  the  site  of  the  dispersal.  The  first  priority  will  be 
minimizing  adverse  effects. 

482  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  the  number  of  personnel  treated  for 

drug  and  alcohol-related  causes  under  Air  Force  personnel  reliability 
programs  be  provided. 

RESPONSE:  The  requested  statistics  were  not  used  in  preparation  of  this 
EIS  and  are  not  available  from  this  office.  The  request  may  be  made  to 
Headquarters,  Strategic  Air  Command,  Offutt  AFB,  Nebraska. 

482  5  ISSUE:  Nowhere  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  there  a  statement  that  radioactive 

materials  could  not  be  released  as  a  result  of  sabotage  or  terrorist 
activity. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  17. 

482  6  ISSUE:  Given  the  amount  of  weapons  grade  nuclear  material  unaccounted 

for  at  Hanford  and  other  production  facilities,  the  trains  could  be 
attacked  by  a  nuclear  weapon,  fired  or  launched  outside  the  area  of 
electronic  surveillance. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

482  7  ISSUE:  Would  a  successful  terrorist  attack  or  sabotage  at  the  point  the 

train  leaves  the  garrison  prevent  use  of  the  system? 

RESPONSE:  No.  The  system  is  designed  to  allow  launch  of  the  missiles 
from  the  garrison,  so  there  could  be  a  delay  in  dispersal,  but  not  a 
disabling  of  the  missile  system. 

482  8  ISSUE:  Every  document  referenced  in  the  Draft  EIS  should  be  distributed 

to  all  persons  who  testified,  all  who  have  requested  a  copy  of  the  Draft 
EIS  or  Final  EIS,  and  all  organizations  similarly  situated  and  that  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  process  be  suspended  to  allow  each 
person  at  least  60  days  to  review,  digest,  and  comment  on  these 
documents. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

482  9  ISSUE:  EIS  Table  4.6-1,  Page  4.6-3  does  not  state  whether  the  number  of 

direct  jobs  is  for  the  Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  of  Fairchild  AFB, 
Washington. 

RESPONSE:  The  number  of  direct  jobs  listed  in  EIS  Table  4.6-1  is  for  the 
ROI.  These  numbers  correspond  to  the  direct  employment  numbers  listed 
in  EIS  Table  4.6-1. 

482  10  ISSUE:  EIS  Table  4.6. 1-1  does  give  Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  employment 

for  the  Proposed  Action  but  not  for  the  alternative.  There  are  no  data  to 
substantiate  figures  or  prove  these  are  new,  not  existing  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Tables  4. 6. 1-1  and  4.6. 1-2,  give  ROI  employment  for  the 
Proposed  Action,  and  Alternative  Action,  respectively.  Direct  jobs  were 
estimated  from  the  Corps  of  Engineer  estimates  of  the  number  of  man 
years  needed  for  program  construction,  and  from  Ballistic  Missile  Office 
and  Strategic  Air  Command  manpower  estimates  for  system  staffing. 
Secondary  jobs  were  developed  using  employment  output  ratios  in 
conjunction  with  regional  demand  changes  estimated  from  an  Input-Output 
model.  All  direct  and  secondary  jobs  would  be  new  jobs. 

482  11  ISSUE:  EIS  Table  4.6. 1-1  shows  the  total  of  the  column  at  the  top,  but  not 

all  figures  are  to  be  added,  unlike  EIS  Table  4.6.1.  Why  change  the 
methodology  in  consecutive  tables? 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Table  4.6. 1-1  gives  total  program-related  jobs,  which  are 
comprised  of  direct  and  secondary  jobs.  Direct  jobs  are  further  broken 
down  into  civilian  and  military  categories.  Local  hires  were  put  in  the 
table  to  show  the  estimated  number  of  jobs  that  would  be  filled  by  the 
local  labor  supply,  and  should  not  be  added  to  direct  and  secondary  jobs  to 
arrive  at  total  program  employment.  EIS  Table  4.6.1  presents  only  direct 
program  employment. 

482  12  ISSUE:  EIS  Table  4.6. 1-1  shows  155  secondary  jobs,  offering  no 

explanation  as  to  what  type  of  jobs,  union  jobs,  minimum  wage  jobs  or  part 
time  jobs.  Without  clarifying  information,  these  figures  are  meaningless 
and  uninformative  to  the  public  trying  to  analyze  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Indirect  jobs  would  be  created  by  regional  demand  changes 
brought  on  by  direct  program-related  outlays  for  expenditures  and 
payrolls.  Indirect  jobs  would  be  created  in  most  major  sectors  of  the 
economy,  though  the  majority  would  be  in  the  construction, 
manufacturing,  trade,  and  service  sectors.  It  is  expected  that  these  jobs 
would  receive  the  prevailing  wage  rate  for  each  job  category,  some  of 
which  may  be  at  the  minimum  wage. 

482  13  ISSUE:  Would  the  personal  income  of  $23,000,000  shown  in  EIS  Table 

4.6. 1-1  for  1991  and  in  the  text  be  a  direct  result  of  the  Proposed  Action 
or  the  'rollover'  effect  on  the  economy? 

RESPONSE:  Regional  personal  income  includes  wages  occurring  from 
both  direct  and  secondary  jobs. 
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482  14  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  give  figures  estimating  construction  and 

labor  costs  during  the  construction  period,  with  a  breakdown  of  civilian 
and  military  labor  costs.  Without  these  figures,  the  socioeconomic 
impacts  are  difficult  to  predict. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  costs  (material  and  labor)  at  Fairchild  AFB, 
Washington  are  estimated  at  approximately  $80.3  million  in  constant  1986 
dollars  (see  EIS  Section  4.6).  During  the  year  of  peak  construction 
activity  (1991),  approximately  70  percent  of  the  labor  cost  would  be 
civilian-related. 

482  15  ISSUE:  No  explanation  is  offered  as  to  the  proportional  and  actual 

decreases  in  secondary  jobs  in  '92  and  '93  in  EIS  Table  4.6. 1-1. 

RESPONSE:  The  reduction  in  secondary  jobs  between  1992  and  1993  is 
attributable  to  the  phasing  down  of  program-related  construction  material 
procurement.  The  reduction  in  the  number  of  direct  construction  jobs  and 
program-related  expenditures  would  lead  to  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
secondary  jobs. 

482  16  ISSUE:  The  impact  of  the  fall  in  average  per  capita  income  receives  no 

mention  in  the  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  section  of  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Based  on  current  projections,  baseline  per  capita  personal 
income  is  expected  to  decrease  from  $11,533  in  1990  to  $11,339  in  1995. 
Project  impacts  would  not  affect  these  projections  appreciably. 

482  17  ISSUE:  Little  mention  is  given  to  unemployment  and  there  are  no 

mitigation  measures.  While  the  number  of  persons  unemployed  by  layoffs 
would  be  a  small  percentage  of  the  Region  of  Influence  workforce,  they 
would  constitute  over  60  percent  of  the  peak  time  jobs.  This  would  create 
a  "boom-bust"  cycle. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

482  18  ISSUE:  There  is  a  serious  possibility  of  hazardous  plutonium 

contamination  if  the  nuclear  material  were  involved  in  an  explosion  or 
fire. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chap  er  5. 

482  19  ISSUE:  Persons  in  the  vicinity  of  the  train  cars  would  be  placed  at  risk 

from  low-level  radiation.  The  health  effects  of  low  doses  of  radiation 
cannot  be  measured  but  is  recognized  to  be  a  probable  cause  of  cancer, 
congenital  defects,  and  spontaneous  abortions. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  "accident-free  radiological  risk"  is  discussed  in 
detail  in  Sections  5.2  and  5.3  of  the  EIS. 

482  20  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  states  that  radiation  monitoring  of  personnel  will 

continue  for  the  duration  of  the  Rail  Garrison  program.  What  will  be  done 
for  missile  launches,  train  crew  members  and  others  who  had  been  exposed 
after  the  monitoring  period  ends. 

RESPONSE:  The  text  referred  to  in  the  comment  is  misleading  in  the 

Draft  EIS  and  has  been  clarified  in  the  Final  EIS.  It  should  have  and  now 

does  read  "Radiation  monitoring  to  ensure  personnel  protection  will 
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continue  for  the  duration  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program."  The 
monitoring  will  be  to  ensure  that  no  workers  are  exposed  to  radiation  in 
excess  of  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission  exposure  limits. 

482  21  ISSUE:  In  the  event  exposure  to  low  doses  of  radiation  causes  cancer  or 

other  radiation  diseases,  what  assurance  is  there  that  Air  Force  personnel 
will  receive  compensation? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  compensation  to  be  paid  in  the  event  of  an 
accident  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

482  22  ISSUE:  Why  wasn't  current  water  use  data  for  the  Fairchild  AFB, 

Washington  Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  presented  under  existing  conditions 
-  Major  Water  Users? 

RESPONSE:  The  Tacoma  Office  of  the  U.S.  Geological  Survey  has  only 
recently  released  up-to-date  data  on  county-level  water  use  in 
Washington.  This  data  now  appears  in  EIS  Section  4.6. 7. 2.  These  data  are 
for  1985  and  are  consistent  with  data  presented  for  other  ROIs  in  the  EIS. 

482  23  ISSUE:  What  is  the  possibility  of  contamination  of  the  Spokane  Aquifer 

due  to  groundwater  discharges  of  wastewater  resulting  from  the  project? 

RESPONSE:  The  western  boundary  of  the  Spokane  Aquifer  is  eight  miles 
east  of  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington.  Little  or  no  discharge  of  wastewater 
to  the  Spokane  Aquifer  will  result  from  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  and  the  potential  for  contamination  to  the  aquifer  is  negligible. 

482  24  ISSUE:  An  incorrect  factor  was  used  to  convert  acre-ft  into  gallons  in  EIS 

Section  4.6.7.3. 

RESPONSE:  There  are  7.48  gallons  per  cubic  feet  and  43,560  cubic  feet 
per  acre-ft.  The  product  of  these  two  factors  is  325,829  gallons  per 
acre-ft,  not  328,500  hs  stated  by  the  commentor.  For  purposes  of 
analysis,  a  rounded  figure  of  326,000  gallons  per  acre-ft  was  used  for 
conversion.  Also,  the  reader  should  note  that  many  of  the  water  and 
wastewater  numbers  have  been  rounded  but  are  still  within  one  percent  of 
the  actual  number. 

482  25  ISSUE:  Calculations  performed  by  the  commentor  seem  to  indicate  that 

widely  varying  per  capita  wastewater  generation  rates  were  used  in  the 
wastewater  analysis  conducted  for  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  The  30  acre-ft/yr  of  program-induced  wastewater  at 

Fairchild  AFB  was  calculated  from  two  classes  of  program-induced  people 
at  the  base  in  1993  and  onwards:  daytime  workers  and  new  residents.  The 
base  has  no  statistics  suitable  for  calculation  of  true,  per  capita 
wastewater  rates.  Parts  of  its  wastewater  collection  system  are  old  and 
suffer  from  considerable  groundwater  infiltration  into  the  system.  Thus, 
one  cannot  simply  divide  wastewater  flows  by  number  of  users  to  obtain 
realistic  per  capita  rates.  Instead,  a  standard  100  gallons-per-person- 
per-day  (gpcd)  was  applied  to  the  107  new  base  residents  while  40  gallons- 
per-capita-per-day  was  applied  to  the  419  new  workers  at  the  base.  This 
calculates  to  about  34  acre-ft/yr  in  1993,  which,  given  the  uncertainty  of 
the  projections  and  the  per-capita  rates,  was  rounded  to  the  nearest 
ten  acre-ft.  As  stated  in  EIS  Section  4. 6. 7.3,  this  represents  an  increase 
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of  just  three  percent  above  baseline  wastewater  flows  at  the  base. 
Further  refinement  of  the  figures  is  not  necessary  for  purposes  of 
environmental  analysis. 

482  26  ISSUE:  There  appears  to  be  a  discrepancy  between  the  actual  amount  of 

wastewater  discharged  by  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  as  stated  on  two 
successive  pages  of  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Approximately  1,000  aere-ft/yr  (actually  about  1,008 

acre-ft/yr)  of  wastewater  is  projected  for  the  base  under  baseline 
conditions,  alone.  The  additional  30  acre-ft/yr  attributable  to  the 
program  would  bring  the  total  to  approximately  1,040  acre-ft/yr  as  stated 
under  the  impact  analysis  on  the  following  page. 

482  27  ISSUE:  There  is  uncertainty  concerning  the  actual  amount  of  additional 

wastewater  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  which  would  result  from  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  As  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.6. 7. 3,  the  program  would  result  in 
approximately  30  acre-ft/yr  of  additional  wastewater  at  the  base. 

482  28  ISSUE:  What  is  the  justification  for  consideration  of  wastewater  impacts 

under  a  water  resource  discussion? 


RESPONSE:  In  the  Water  Resource  description  section  (EIS  Section  3.8.1), 
program  effects  on  surface  and  groundwater  quality  are  presented  as 
topics  of  discussion.  The  quality  impacts  of  new  or  increased  wastewater 
discharges  are  legitimate  topics  of  a  water  resource  impact  analysis. 

482  29  ISSUE:  What  is  known  about  the  movement  and  potential  for 

contamination  of  treated  effluent  from  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  which 
is  disposed  to  the  groundwater? 

RESPONSE:  The  fate  of  the  infiltrated  effluent  has  not  been  studied. 
The  effluent  is  presumed  to  recharge  the  basalt  formation  which  underlies 
the  disposal  site.  The  Washington  Department  of  Ecology  has  no  water 
quality  concerns  associated  with  the  disposal  system.  There  is  no 
possibility  for  the  infiltrated  effluent  to  affect  the  quality  of  the  Spokane 
Aquifer  which  is  located  eight  miles  east. 

482  30  ISSUE:  At  what  point  does  additional  effluent  discharge  from  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington  render  the  local  groundwater  unfit  for  human 

consumption? 

RESPONSE:  The  existing  information  on  the  local  groundwater  system  is 
not  sufficient  to  accurately  answer  this  question.  The  proposed  program 
would  generate  relatively  little  additional  wastewater  (396  above  existing 
amounts).  Given  the  absence  of  existing,  known  problems  with  the 
disposal  system,  it  is  reasonable  to  conclude  that  the  impact  would  be 
minimal. 


482  31  ISSUE:  Explain  how  the  figure  of  2,940  acre-ft/yr  of  water  use  at 

Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  shown  in  EIS  Figure  4. 6. 7-1  would  remain 
constant,  given  419  new  people  employed  at  the  base. 

RESPONSE:  As  implied  in  the  reference  to  this  figure  in  EIS  Section 
4.6.7. 2,  the  numbers  presented  (including  2,940  acre-ft/yr)  are  for  baseline 
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conditions  only.  EIS  Table  4.6. 7-1,  appearing  on  the  same  page  as  the 
figure,  lists  increased  water  usage  attributable  to  the  project.  Baseline- 
plus-program  water  usage  at  the  base  in  1993  can  be  estimated  to  be 
approximately  2,990  acre-ft/yr  using  the  data  given  in  the  figure  and  the 
table. 

ISSUE:  Positive  control  measures  to  control  and  dispose  of  the  toxic 
substances  generated  by  the  Rail  Garrison  program  should  be  included  in 
the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  In  compliance  with  federal  regulations,  each  base  has  a 
Hazardous  Waste  Management  Plan  and  a  Spill  Prevention  and  Response 
Plan.  These  plans  identify  the  process  of  collecting,  storing,  and  shipping 
hazardous  wastes.  The  plans  also  outline  the  procedures  necessary  to 
respond  to  unplanned  releases  of  hazardous  wastes.  Each  of  these  plans 
will  be  updated  incorporating  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  facilities  and 
the  program -related  wastes. 

ISSUE:  There  was  discussion  of  the  effect  of  present  toxic  waste  sites  of 
Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  on  the  Rail  Garrison  program? 

RESPONSE:  New  facilities  associated  with  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  were  sited  after  evaluating  the  base's  Installation  Restoration 
Program  and  consulting  with  base,  state  and  federal  officials.  Presently, 
no  disturbance  of  any  contaminated  area  onbase  is  anticipated  and 
particular  attention  will  be  given  the  placement  of  the  rail  line  as  it 
passes  the  industrial  waste  lagoons,  which  are  currently  being  evaluated 
for  cleanup  measures. 

ISSUE:  Excluding  discussion  of  the  psychological  effects  of  deploying  the 
system  is  a  violation  of  the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  process. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  During  scoping  and  Draft  EIS  public  hearings,  attendees  were  told 
that  comments  should  be  confined  to  "peacetime  operations,"  but  no 
documenting  basis  for  that  limitation  was  provided.  Request  that 
commentor  and  every  person  who  testified  or  submitted  written  comments 
be  provided  a  copy  of  the  document  or  documents  prohibiting  and 
excluding  testimony  on  potential  environmental  impacts  of  wartime  use  of 
the  MX  missile. 

RESPONSE:  The  basis  for  the  suggestion  that  wartime  use  is  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  EIS  is  the  recently  upheld  "Peacekeeper  in  Minute  man  Silos" 
litigation,  Romer  vs  Carlucci  (Eight  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals,  Docket 
No.  86-1458,  May  18,  1988).  Many  persons  addressed  wartime  use  in  their 
public  comment  and  they  are  included  in  this  document. 

ISSUE:  Was  the  Spokane,  Washington  Chamber  of  Commerce  or  any  of  its 
officers  notified  other  than  through  an  announcement  in  the  paper?  An 
inadequate  amount  of  notice  of  the  hearing  was  given. 

RESPONSE:  All  organizations  who  identified  themselves  at  the  scoping 
meetings,  as  well  as  local  government  officials,  and  state  clearinghouses 
were  notified  of  the  public  hearing  information  by  letter  in  addition  to  any 
media  announcement. 


ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  neglected  its  duty  to  invite  "early  and  open" 
participation  in  the  scoping. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

ISSUE:  Far  from  being  an  "informal  public  hearing,"  the  Draft  EIS  hearing 
on  August  4,  1988  at  Medical  Lake,  Washington  was  conducted  as  a  court- 
martial  might  be. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  39,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Announcements  of  the  Medical  Lake,  Washington  hearing  were  not 
distributed  to  all  interested  persons  and  agencies. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  482,  Comment  36. 

ISSUE:  Two  of  the  three  notices  given  for  the  Medical  Lake,  Washington 
hearing  did  not  include  time  limitations. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Copies  of  the  Draft  EIS  were  generally  not  available,  even  from 
Fairchild  AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  315,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  hearing  location  was  not  readily  accessible  to  the  Spokane, 
Washington  population. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  Neutral  hearing  officers,  rather  than  Air  Force  personnel  subject 
to  orders  and  discipline  of  their  superior  officers,  should  be  used  for 
hearings.  The  hearing  officer  said  to  address  all  remarks  to  him  -  there  is 
no  such  rule  by  law. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  39,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Three  minutes  is  not  a  "reasonable  opportunity  to  speak." 

Speakers  were  cut  off  in  the  mid-sentence.  The  hearing  officer  could 
have  exercised  his  right  to  extend  the  hearing  time  in  order  to  allow  more 
speakers. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

I&3UE:  Hearings  should  have  been  held  along  the  rights-of-way. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  has  made  statements  that  this  EIS  is  being  done  to 
determine  where  the  MX  should  be  based  in  Rail  Garrison  as  opposed  to  if 
the  MX  should  be  deployed  in  Rail  Garrison.  If  that  is  truly  what  the  Air 
Force  is  doing,  it  means  that  this  whole  process  is  in  violation  of  the  law 
and  that  we  might  as  well  not  continue  with  this  process.  Congress  has 
not  determined  if  MX  will  be  deployed  in  Rail  Garrison  and;  therefore,  the 
Air  Force  must  use  the  EIS  as  a  way  to  help  Congress  and  the  Air  Force  to 
determine  if  they  should  proceed  with  the  proposal. 


RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  being  developed  in 
response  to  the  congressional  mandate  to  provide  a  more  survivable  basing 
mode.  This  EIS  was  prepared  to  aid  in  the  following  interrelated 
decisions:  whether  or  not  to  deploy  Peacekeeper  missiles  in  the  Rail 
Garrison  basing  mode,  how  many  Peacekeeper  missiles  to  deploy  in  this 
mode,  the  deployment  locations  facility  sitings  at  deployment  locations 
where  alternative  sitings  are  available,  and  mitigation  actions  to  reduce 
identified  significant  adverse  impacts  associated  with  system  deployment. 

483  2  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  comply  with  the  National  Environmental 

Policy  Act  law  and  include  in  the  EIS  all  of  the  reasonable  alternative 
basing  modes  for  MX  and  compare  what  the  impact  to  the  public  and  the 
environment  would  be  in  deploying  MX  in  each  of  those  different  basing 
modes. 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

483  3  ISSUE:  The  "No  Action  Alternative"  should  be  thoroughly  examined  in 

terms  of  the  impact  on  the  deployment  area  if  the  No  Action  Alternative 
is  adopted.  This  analysis  should  include  the  financial  impact  on  both  the 
national  level  and  on  the  local  deployment  area  of  not  spending  the  money 
on  MX  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

483  4  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  ensure  the  security  of  the  entire  railroad 

system  on  which  the  MX  would  possibly  be  traveling  both  in  times  of 
nonuse  and  in  times  of  actual  use  and  what  the  impact  of  this  action 
(security  of  the  tracks)  will  be  on  the  public  and  their  environment. 

RESPONSE:  There  will  be  no  special  security  of  the  rail  system. 

Peacekeeper  trains  would  comply  with  operational  rules  as  other 
commercial  users. 

483  5  ISSUE:  What  safeguards  will  be  used  in  the  event  there  is  a  derailment  of 

the  train  carrying  the  MX  missile? 

RESPONSE:  Air  Force  missile  handling  experts  and  other  Department  of 
Defense  and  Department  of  Energy  accident  response  teams  could  respond 
to  the  accident  and  direct  retrieval  operation  (see  EIS  Section  5.5). 

483  6  ISSUE:  What  are  the  impacts  of  building  an  anti-ballistic  missile  system 

to  protect  the  MX  rail  garrison? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  6. 

483  7  ISSUE:  How  is  the  Air  Force  planning  to  deal  with  keeping  the  public 

from  panicking  once  the  public  realizes  that  the  trains  have  been  released 
and  we  in  fact  are  in  a  time  of  high  international  crisis  and  what  the 
impact  of  those  measures  will  be  on  the  public. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  does  not  anticipate  a  panic  to  occur. 

483  8  ISSUE:  If  you  are  not  going  to  use  an  anti-ballistic  missile  system  to 

protect  Rail  Garrison,  I  would  like  you  to  address  how  the  system  will  be 
protected  and  what  impact  the  construction  of  that  system  will  have  on 
the  public  and  their  environment. 
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RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  being  developed  in 
response  to  the  congressional  mandate  to  provide  a  more  survivable  basing 
mode.  No  additional  system  is  proposed  for  protection. 

483  9  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  deployment  of  Small  ICBM  in  conjunction 

with  deployment  of  MX  in  Rail  Garrison  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  of  potential  deployment  are  discussed  in  EIS 
Section  4.2  as  part  of  the  cumulative  impacts. 

483  10  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  the  efforts  that  will  be  taken  by  the  Air 

Force  to  protect  the  communication  lines  involved  with  MX  Rail  Garrison 
from  electromagnetic  pulse. 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

483  11  ISSUE:  How  is  the  Air  Force  planning  to  deal  with  civilian  dispatchers 

who  know  the  location  of  the  MX  trains  in  a  time  of  crisis  and  what  the 
impact  will  be  on  dispatchers  in  times  of  high  international  tension.  In 
particular,  what  is  the  impact  on  dispatchers  in  terms  of  their  ability  to 
communicate  with  others  when  off  their  shift  while  in  a  time  of  high 
international  tension. 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impacts  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

483  12  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  impact  (including  economic  impact)  for  the 

commercial  railroad  companies  when  an  extended  period  of  high 
international  tension  exists  (a  2-week  period)?  Normal  train  traffic  will 
be  disrupted  during  times  of  high  international  tension  due  to  deployment 
of  MX  on  the  railroad  and  thus  an  economic  loss  would  be  anticipated 
from  such  a  break  in  the  normal  train  traffic.  How  much  loss  would  you 
estimate  to  occur,  and  how  will  this  be  made  up  to  the  railroad 
corporations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

483  13  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  need  to  buy  land  in  order  to  build  additional 

railroad  spurs  (for  MX  Rail  Garrison)  outside  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming  and  if  so  what  procedures  will  be  used  to  accomplish  this 
purchase,  and  what  will  be  the  impact  in  the  areas  where  new  land  must 
be  acquired? 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  land  acquisition  for  the  siting  of  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  is  provided  in  Section  4.2  of  the  EIS. 

483  14  ISSUE:  How  will  the  current  lawsuit  by  ranchers  in  the  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 

Wyoming  area  against  the  Air  Force  regarding  land  leases  impact  further 
land  acquisition  for  MX  Rail  Garrison? 

RESPONSE:  The  issues  are  only  minimally  related;  no  impact  in  future 
acquisition  is  anticipated. 

483  15  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  need  to  rescind  oil  and  gas  leases  on  land  that 

may  be  purchased  in  order  to  satisfy  the  safety  zone  surrounding  the  Rail 
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Garrison  at  the  base.  What  impact  will  the  action  have  on  those  currently 
holding  the  oil  and  gas  leases. 

RESPONSE:  The  potential  acquisition  of  additional  land  for  base 

expansion  may  affect  mineral  leases.  The  Air  Force  would  compensate 
the  leaseholder  or  landowner  for  losses  as  a  result  of  these  expansions. 
The  negotiations  for  compensation  would  be  handled  on  a  case-by-case 
basis.  Certain  resource  extraction  uses  of  the  land  within  the  explosive 
safety  zone  are  additionally  restricted  (e.g.,  inhabited  structures,  use  of 
explosives  at  certain  distances  from  the  installation,  mining  operations 
[surface  or  underground]  which  involve  workers  within  certain  distances 
from  the  garrison  facilities). 

ISSUE:  How  often  will  the  tracks  be  checked  for  problems  and  what 
impact  will  the  checking  of  the  tracks  have  on  individuals  living  close  to 
the  tracks?  Who  will  check  the  tracks  (military  personnel  or  railroad 
personnel)  and  what  impact  will  this  have  on  the  railroad  corporations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

ISSUE:  How  often  will  dummy  trains  be  used  and  how  will  normal 
commercial  railroad  traffic  be  impacted  by  MX  Rail  Garrison  dummy 
trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  4.1.2. 

ISSUE:  How  large  a  safety  zone  must  be  on  either  side  of  the  tracks  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  safety  zone  for  each  missile  and  what  will  the  impact 
be  in  meeting  that  safety  zone  requirement? 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  prescribed  safety  zone  for  tracks. 

ISSUE:  The  MX  missile  is  a  dangerous,  destabilizing,  offensive  first-strike 
weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Since  trains  inevitably  have  accidents,  passing  trains  with  missiles 
through  population  centers  large  and  small  introduces  major  hazards  to 
the  population  without  its  consent. 

RESPONSE:  The  explanation  of  accident  risks  associated  with  the 

dispersal  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  trains  is  presented  in 
Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  To  propose  increasing  the  number  of  MX  missiles  at  this  point  is 
directly  counter  to  the  current  atmosphere  of  containment  of  the  arms 
race  and  would  negate  the  recent  achievement  of  the  Reagan 
Administration. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  recommends  that  No  Action  is  the  best. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


484  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  recommends  postponement  of  the  August  31  deadline 

for  comments. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

484  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  recommends  holding  hearings  in  every  community 

along  the  route. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

485  1  ISSUE:  More  detail  should  be  included  after  adjustment  to  the  area  of 

public  finance,  to  the  area  of  local  human  service  agencies,  and  the  use  of 
parks  and  recreation  facilities.  The  City  of  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  does  not 
have  the  resiliency  to  provide  additional  services  for  program-related 
demands. 

RESPONSE:  Human  services  and  other  family-related  services  are 

provided  to  military  personnel  by  the  Air  Force  through  their  own  onbase 
agencies.  Monitoring  service  demands  from  community-based  service 
agencies  as  well  as  recreation  services,  for  both  military  and  civilian 
program-related  personnel,  during  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos 
program  indicates  no  significant  increases  in  demand  for  these  services 
would  be  expected. 

485  2  ISSUE:  Mechanisms  must  be  found  to  properly  plan  and  monitor  the 

program  at  a  local  level  for  the  duration  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

485  3  ISSUE:  Preparers  of  the  Draft  EIS  must  verify  with  Cheyenne,  Wyoming 

officials  their  interpretation  of  information  and  data  collected. 

RESPONSE:  Meetings  between  Air  Force  representatives  and  officials 
from  the  State  of  Wyoming  and  the  City  of  Cheyenne  were  held  prior  to 
the  publication  of  the  Final  EIS  to  review  data  and  analyses. 

485  4  ISSUE:  There  is  no  "state  standard"  pupil-to-teacher  ratio  in  Wyoming, 

the  standard  was  established  by  local  planning  criteria,  in  Cheyenne's 
case,  the  Laramie  County  School  District  No.  1.  The  District's  planning 
objectives  should  be  used  to  determine  project  related  costs. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4.2. 1.2  has  been  revised,  omitting  the  phase 
"state  standard"  and  incorporating  local  planning  criteria. 

485  5  ISSUE:  The  majority  of  funds  stated  as  being  available  for  Laramie  and 

Cheyenne  County  in  Wyoming  and  the  school  district  are  already 
dedicated  for  specific  purposes  and  could  not  be  redirected  to  recover 
operating  costs  as  suggested. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4.2. 1.2.  and  4.2. 1.3  have  been  revised  to  reflect 
updated  information. 

485  6  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  contain  any  information  on  material 

purchases,  estimated  sales  tax  payments,  or  impact  assistance  payments. 
Without  such  information,  Cheyenne  and  other  local  officials  cannot 
compare  benefits  and  costs  of  the  project. 
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RESPONSE:  Material  purchases  are  estimated  at  approximately 

$4.4  million  in  constant  1986  dollars  over  the  construction  phase.  Along 
with  taxable  retail  sales  purchases  associated  with  program-related 
income  gains,  sales  and  use  tax  collections  by  the  City  of  Cheyenne  and 
Laramie  County  would  total  approximately  $550,000  over  the  3-year 
construction  period.  Impact  aid  would  generate  an  additional  $540,000  in 
constant  1986  dollars.  Over  the  operations  phase,  these  contributions 
would  decline  to  approximately  $65,000  annually.  Although  property  taxes 
and  state-shared  revenue  from  mineral  royalties  and  severance  taxes 
would  not  be  affected  by  program  activities,  the  increased  population  is 
projected  to  generate  approximately  $250,000  annually  in  other  revenues 
such  as  service  charges,  fines,  fees,  and  vehicle  license  taxes,  as 
examples.  These  program-related  increases  in  revenues  would  be 
sufficient  to  meet  expected  expenditures  over  both  the  construction  and 
operations  phases  of  the  program. 

485  7  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  monitoring  program  should  continue  to  be  funded 

to  continue  into  the  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  Monitoring  has  been  identified  as  a  possible  mitigative 

measure  in  the  Final  EIS,  and  would  be  implemented,  if  necessary,  to 
assist  in  the  mitigation  of  potential  significant  impacts.  Appropriate 
mitigation  measures  will  be  identified  in  the  official  record  of  decision  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

485  8  ISSUE:  Additional  program -related  demands  on  elementary  school 

facilities  cannot  be  accommodated. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4.2.1.2  and  4.2. 1.3  have  been  revised  to  reflect 
current  district  plans  to  increase  facilities.  Under  the  summary  of 
impacts  section  it  is  noted  that  if  new  facilities  are  not  forthcoming, 
education  impacts  may  become  significant. 

485  9  ISSUE:  The  location  of  available  housing  or  proposed  housing  needs  to  be 

established  to  determine  specific  school  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  The  number  of  available  housing  units  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming 
substantially  exceeds  program  requirements.  Since  the  Air  Force  cannot 
tell  civilian  or  even  military  personnel  where  to  live  off  base,  the 
determination  of  program-related  school  enrollments  was  assumed  to 
follow  existing  distributions  within  the  city. 

485  10  ISSUE:  The  State  of  Wyoming  and  school  district  will  be  unable  to  absorb 

additional  educational  operating  costs  during  peak  year  construction. 

RESPONSE:  Estimated  contributions  from  the  State  Foundation  Program 
(approximately  $1.0  million  in  the  peak  year  and  $800,00  during 
operations)  would  represent  less  than  a  1-percent  increase  in  the  State 
Foundation  Program  budget.  Because  Foundation  Program  contributions 
represent  a  major  part  of  local  school  district  revenues  and  are  funded 
principally  through  mineral  royalty,  severance  taxes,  and  property  taxes 
(revenue  sources  which  would  not  be  affected  by  program  activities),  local 
school  district  impacts  may  become  significant  unless  funding  for 
Foundation  Program  expenditures  are  changed  to  capture  benefits 
associated  with  program  activities.  EIS  Section  4.2.13  has  been  revised  to 
reflect  this  information. 
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485  11  ISSUE:  The  Department  of  Defense  should  commit  to  implementing 

mitigation  measures  as  agreed  to  in  the  "Initial  Year  Mitigation 
Agreement"  between  the  Intergovernmental  Executive  Impact  Council  and 
the  Department  of  the  Defense,  such  as  payment  of  sales  and  use  tax  and 
recruitment  of  local  labor  force. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Air  Force  to  make  every  effort 
practicable  to  avoid  environmental  impacts  through  careful  design,  siting, 
and  construction  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system,  as  well  as  in 
activating  the  system  for  operation.  Specific  procedures  and  guidelines 
(referred  to  as  Recommended  Mitigation  Measures)  have  been  committed 
to  by  the  Air  Force  to  protect  and  restore  environmental  resources 
disturbed  by  program  activity.  Additional  mitigations  (referred  to  as 
Other  Possible  Mitigation  Measures)  are  also  available.  Decisions  on 
which  mitigation  actions  will  be  implemented  by  the  Air  Force  will  be 
made  after  the  Final  EIS  is  fileo  and  will  be  documented  in  one  or  more 
Records  of  Decision. 

485  12  ISSUE:  It  is  not  true  that  impacts  to  local  governments  are  not  significant 

because  "reserve  funding  levels"  and  "increased  revenues"  should  be  able 
to  meet  expected  costs. 

RESPONSE:  References  to  reserve  funding  levels  have  been  revised  to 
reflect  current  information.  Also  see  response  to  Document  485, 
Comment  6. 


485  13  ISSUE:  The  program-related  population  increase  is  underestimated  and 

the  local  hire  rate  is  too-  high,  unless  the  Air  Force  implements  a  local 
hire  encouragement  program  as  for  the  original  Peacekeeper  deployment. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  plans  to  maximize  participation  of  the  local 
workforce  in  the  construction  of  this  project  as  it  has  previously  done. 

485  14  ISSUE:  The  service  sector  response  shown  in  the  Draft  EIS  is  significantly 

lower  than  expected  based  on  both  the  original  Laramie  County  Economic 
Base  Study  and  its  recent  update. 

RESPONSE:  Service  sector  responses  are  based  on  projected  levels  of 
program-related  population  inmigration.  Inmigration  estimates  presented 
in  the  Draft  EIS  reflect  the  most  recent  information  available  with 
respect  to  local  labor  hiring  practices,  as  presented  in  the  Peacekeeper  in 
Minuteman  Silos  monitoring  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

485  15  ISSUE:  Information  distinguishing  between  rental  units  and  owner 

occupied  units  is  necessary  to  ensure  that  adequate  housing  is  available  to 
meet  program-related  demands. 

RESPONSE:  It  has  been  agreed  with  local  officials  that  adequate  housing 
in  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  will  exist  to  house  program-related 
inmigrants. 


485  16  ISSUE:  Program-related  transportation  programs  on  already  congested 

Randall  Avenue/Interstate  25  interchange  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  should 
be  mitigated  along  with  current  and  projected  north  gate  traffic. 


RESPONSE:  Potential  mitigation  measures  are  listed  in  the  document 
including  the  possible  opening  of  the  north  gate  as  additional  access  to 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  (see  EIS  Section  4. 2. 3. 5). 
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485  17  ISSUE:  Only  one  percent  of  project  expenditures  are  proposed  for  F.E. 

Warren  AFB,  Wyoming.  Significant  efforts  should  be  made  to  transfer 
project  expenditures  to  areas  impacted  by  deployment  to  increase 
economic  benefits  of  the  project  to  impacted  communities. 

RESPONSE:  The  amount  of  expenditures  occurring  within  a  region  is 
dependent  upon  the  types  of  labor  and  materials  available  in  the  area  and 
the  contractors  who  successfully  bid  and  are  awarded  the  program 
contracts.  These  factors  cannot  be  easily  or  fairly  changed.  Several  of 
the  mitigations  presented  in  the  Final  E1S  would  result  in  greater  local 
economic  benefits. 

485  18  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  analyze  the  impacts  of  the  Rail 

Garrison  program  on  Wyoming.  The  shortcomings  may  be  corrected 
through  the  implementation  of  an  intergovernmental  planning  process. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  working  with  the  State  of  Wyoming  to 
ensure  valid  and  accurate  environmental  analyses  of  potential  program 
impacts. 

486  1  ISSUE:  West  Central  Texas  Municipal  Water  District  salutes  the  Air 

Force  for  the  accomplishment  of  a  significant  effort  to  evaluate  an 
extremely  complex  proposal  within  the  guidelines  of  current 
environmental  and  defense  security  law,  policy,  and  supporting 
regulations. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

486  2  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  address  concerns  of  appropriate  pesticide  and 

herbicide  use  on  rights-of-way. 

RESPONSE:  The  application  of  chemical  pesticides  and  herbicides  will 
not  cause  significant  adverse  environmental  impacts.  These  chemicals  are 
regulated  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  and  when  applied  in 
the  prescribed  concentration  for  their  intended  use,  will  not  present 
unreasonable  risks  to  the  environment  or  human  health  affects. 

487  1  ISSUE:  The  use  of  RADTRAN,  HAZTRAN  and  the  unidentified  computer 

code  used  for  air  quality  impact  assessment  should  be  justified. 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  the  justification  for  their  use  is  included  in 
EIS  Chapter  5. 

487  2  ISSUE:  EIS  Table  5. 4. 6-1  should  be  expanded  to  include  numerical  risk 

quantification  associated  with  each  mishap  along  with  the  narrative 
statement  of  environmental  effects. 

RESPONSE:  The  quantification  of  risk  is  presented  in  Section  5.3  of  the 
EIS. 

488  1  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  is  unclear  on  Peacekeeper  specific  training  which 

would  be  provided  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  In  addition  to  the  general  training  activities  (e.g.,  train 
simulators  and  training  trains)  descrih~d  in  Section  1.4.6  of  the  EIS,  F.E. 
Warren  AFB  will  be  the  location  for  t.  specific  training  facilities.  The 
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Trainer  and  Instruction  Facility  will  be  used  for  the  initial  training  of 
maintenance  and  operations  personnel.  The  Missile  Rail  Trainer  Facility 
will  be  used  for  training  personnel  in  the  removal  and  replacement  of  the 
reentry  system  and  the  missile  guidance  and  control  system.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  15,  Comment  5. 

488  2  ISSUE:  Train  deployment  per  garrison  site  was  confusing  in  the  Draft 

EIS.  Clarification  in  the  Final  EIS  would  be  helpful. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4.1.2  has  been  revised  to  clarify  train 

deployment. 

488  3  ISSUE:  Design  of  lighting  systems  should  seek  to  reduce  lighting  impacts 

on  residential  areas.  The  EIS  should  address  this. 

RESPONSE:  Lighting  systems  are  still  under  preliminary  design,  and 
therefore  can  not  be  described  at  this  time.  It  is  expected  that  the 

system  would  present  a  nighttime  glow  in  the  sky  similar  to  that  now 

found  at  the  Weapons  Storage  Area  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

488  4  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  will  identify  the  preferred  alternative.  The  effect 

of  the  cultural  sites  on  the  alternative  selection  should  be  identified  in  the 
Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  evaluates  effects  of  the  alternatives  on  the 

environment  (e.g.,  cultural  sites),  not  the  reverse.  Impacts  relating  to  all 
alternatives  and  options  are  identified  in  EIS  Section  4.2.5. 

488  5  ISSUE:  The  Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  has  different  significance  if  it  is 

used  to  assess  economics,  labor  market,  transportation,  and  other  issues. 
Remaining  questions  on  this  issue  should  be  resolved  before  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  ROIs  were  defined  separately  for  each  environmental 

resource  in  order  to  assess  project  impacts  for  the  most  appropriate 
area.  These  areas  range  from  multistate  and  multicounty  regions  to  site- 
specific  locations  within  a  community. 

488  6  ISSUE:  Any  differences  in  the  significance  criteria  to  address 

transportation  issues  between  the  previous  Peacekeeper  EIS  and  this  Draft 
EIS  should  be  resolved  before  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  Region  of  Influence  and  significance  criteria  used  for 
both  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minute  man  Silos  and  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
are  the  same.  Impacts  would  be  rated  significant  if  the  level  of  service  is 
reduced  to  a  substandard  level  lower  than  C  (see  EIS  Section  3.4.7). 

488  7  ISSUE:  Further  clarification  regarding  water  quality  standards  and 

impacts  should  be  provided  in  the  Final  EIS.  The  project  mitigation  should 
identify  that  construction  standards  will  be  established  to  meet  water 
quality  standards. 


RESPONSE:  The  significance  criteria  in  EIS  Section  3.8.7  have  been  1 

modified  to  state  that  the  potential  for  violation  of  state  water  quality  ^ 

standards  is  grounds  for  a  significant  impact.  No  federal  surface  water  „ 

quality  standards  exist  in  the  F.E.  Warren  AFB  Region  of  Influence.  The 
environmental  analysis  does  address  project  water  quality  impacts.  As  1 

stated  in  EIS  Chapter  4,  standard  construction  methods,  including  soil  ^ 

« 
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stabilization  measures  and  revegetation,  plus  best  management  practices 
have  been  assumed  as  basic  mitigations  to  minimize  construction  water 
quality  impacts.  Specific  construction  standards  to  mitigate  water  quality 
impacts  will  be  identified  for  each  project  component  in  the 
environmental  plan  developed  by  the  specific  contractors  selected  to 
construct  the  project.  In  addition,  the  plan  will  be  reviewed  by  the 
program  construction  agent,  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers. 

488  8  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  include  new  housing  information. 

RESPONSE:  Additional  housing  information,  has  been  included  in 

Section  4.2. 1.2  of  the  EIS. 

488  9  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  needs  to  be  modified  to  reflect  enrollment,  pupil- 

to-teacher  ratios,  and  revenue  and  reserve  data  from  School  District 
No.  1.  The  Final  EIS  should  reflect  the  new  data  and  the  resulting  changes 
in  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  New  data  have  been  incorporated  in  EIS  Sections  4.2. 1.2 
and  4.2. 1.3. 

488  10  ISSUE:  Employment,  revenue,  and  reserve  data  for  Cheyenne  and  Laramie 

County,  Wyoming  need  to  be  updated  and  impacts  reassessed. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Sections  4.2. 1.2  ,  4.2.1. 3,  and  4.2. 1.4  for  revised 
text. 

488  11  ISSUE:  Impacts  on  the  education  system  do  not  reflect' cost  impacts  felt 

by  the  State  School  Foundation  program.  Enrollment  Table  4.2. 1-1  will 
generate  demands  and  these  impacts  need  to  be  discussed. 

RESPONSE:  Section  4.2. 1.3  of  the  EIS  has  been  revised  to  reflect  this 
new  information. 

488  12  ISSUE:  There  is  a  program  for  expansion  of  wastewater  service  at  the  Dry 

Creek  Plant.  Other  public  utility  coordination  issues  need  to  be 
coordinated  with  the  City  of  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  This  information  has  been  incorporated  in  EIS 

Section  4.2. 2. 2.  Coordination  of  local  utility  issues  will  continue  as 
necessary. 

488  13  ISSUE:  Public  Service  Commission  of  Wyoming  feels  that  the  actual 

impacts  on  gas  and  electric  utilities  will  be  less  than  that  identified  in  the 
Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  The  information  was  provided  on  gas  and  electric  utilities  by 
the  local  utilities  and  are  presented  in  EIS  Sections  4. 2.2. 3,  4.2.2.4 
and  4.2. 2. 5. 

488  14  ISSUE:  Transportation  issues  are  difficult  to  assess  in  the  Draft  EIS.  The 

EIS  should  provide  additional  information  such  as:  a)  onbase  projects 
currently  being  considered;  b)  current  traffic  use  at  the  north  gate  and 
related  level  of  service  (LOS)  on  Central  Avenue  and  Yellowstone 
Highway;  and  c)  would  LOS  on  Central  Avenue  be  affected  by  north  gate 
operations?  Mitigation  should  include  coordination  with  the  City  and  the 
Wyoming  Highway  Department. 
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RESPONSE:  LOS  on  Central  Avenue  will  not  be  affected  by  north  gate 
operations  (see  EIS  Section  4. 2. 3. 2).  The  Air  Force  will  coordinate  with 
the  City  and  the  Wyoming  Highway  Department  on  any  traffic  problems 
that  may  arise  because  of  the  program. 

488  15  ISSUE:  Is  there  any  need  to  work  with  local  land  use  planners  to  identify 

areas  at  risk  (in  the  event  of  an  accident)  for  future  planning  and  zoning? 

RESPONSE:  For  the  north  site  option,  adjoining  land  use  plans  are 
compatible  with  proposed  project  facilities.  At  the  south  site,  proposed 

project  facilities  would  be  incompatible  with  the  variety  of  proposed  land 

uses  indicated  in  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  development  plan.  The 
proposed  restrictive  easements  would,  however,  preclude  safety  risks  to 
residents  (see  EIS  Section  4.2. 4. 3). 

488  16  ISSUE:  Is  a  second  road  access  necessary  at  the  south  site  option?  If  so, 

site  impacts  should  address  it. 

RESPONSE:  A  second  road  access  for  the  south  site  is  not  necessary. 

488  17  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  impact  on  irrigated  land  due  to 

possible  abandonment  of  Swan  Reservoir  if  the  south  site  garrison  option 
at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  is  chosen. 

RESPONSE:  The  main  portion  of  Swan  Reservoir  would  be  unaffected  by 
the  south  site  garrison  option.  However,  a  shallow,  6-acre,  southern 
extension  of  the  reservoir  would  probably  be  filled  to  accommodate  the 
garrison  site.  The  resulting  loss  in  reservoir  storage  and  possible  effects 
on  downstream  irrigated  land  are  now  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.2. 7. 3. 

488  18  ISSUE:  The  lower  wind  speed  used  in  the  accident  modeling  assumption 

reflects  worst-case  condition. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

488  19  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  work  with  state  and  local  (safety)  response 

coordinators  to  evaluate  existing  programs  and  identify  needed  program 
modifications? 

RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  does  not  include 
training  for  state  and  local  personnel.  Also  See  response  to  Document  33, 
Comment  55. 

488  20  ISSUE:  Will  joint  training  exercises  be  considered  for  state  and  local 

personnel? 

RE8PONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

488  21  ISSUE:  Health  and  human  service  program  impacts  were  not  addressed  in 

the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  424,  Comment  2. 

488  22  I8SUE:  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish  Department  has  made  recommendations 

of  mitigations  for  impacts  on  wildlife  such  as  antelope. 
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RESPONSE:  The  recommendations  of  the  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish 

Department  are  addressed  specifically  in  Document  488,  Comments  25 
through  29. 

488  23  ISSUE:  Mitigation  plan  for  the  Rail  Garrison  program  must  address  issues 

such  as  payment  of  local  sale  and  use  taxes  and  methods  of  contracting. 
The  mitigation  plan  should  also  address  a  monitoring  plan. 

RESPONSE:  No  significant  impacts  of  this  type  from  the  Rail  Garrison 
program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  have  been  identified.  Therefore  no 
mitigation  measures  are  proposed. 

488  24  ISSUE:  Cumulative  impacts  from  Small  ICBM  deployment  have  not  been 

evaluated  by  the  Governor  of  Wyoming's  Office,  since  a  separate  EIS 
would  be  completed  for  that  program. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

488  25  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  the  EIS  does  not  completely  analyze 

environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action.  Significant  adverse 
impacts  on  wildlife  could  result  from  secondary  impacts  of  the  project. 
The  construction  work  force  and  Air  Force  personnel  could  have  an  impact 
on  local  territorial  wildlife  and  habitat  because  of  residential  and  road 
construction  and  increased  demands  on  utilities  and  recreation  resources. 
Disagrees  with  the  assessment  of  low  and  not  significant  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Locating  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  would 
cause  a  maximum  increase  of  approximately  1,443  people  in  1992,  which 
represents  a  2.6  percent  increase  in  the  existing  population.  Increasing 
the  population  will  cause  increased  demand  for  various  services  (housing, 
water,  and  utilities);  however,  existing  services  would  be  able  to 
accommodate  the  program-induced  demand  because  of  the  small 
population  increase  expected.  Therefore,  habitat  loss  due  to  program- 
induced  construction  would  be  minimal.  The  increased  demand  for 
recreational  resources  may  indirectly  affect  wildlife  in  the  Region  of 
Influence;  however,  it  is  unlikely  that  a  2.6  percent  increase  in  the 
baseline  population  will  have  an  adverse  impact  because  many  activities 
(e.g.,  hunting  and  fishing)  are  regulated  and  would  be  dispersed  over  a 
large  area.  Concurrent  development  of  the  Small  ICBM  program  and  the 
Peacekeeper  program  would  not  cause  significant  housing  impacts  because 
the  Air  Force  would  provide  adequate  housing  for  its  personnel  to  offset 
potential  shortages.  It  is  not  known  at  this  time  where  the  new  housing 
units  would  be  constructed. 

488  26  ISSUE:  North  site  -  Commentor  states  that  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming 

provides  year-long  habitat  for  mule  deer,  white-tailed  deer,  and 
antelope.  Security  fences  will  increase  amount  of  habitat  lost  and 
increase  mortality  as  a  result  of  collisions,  entrapment,  etc.  The 

Proposed  Action  will  reduce  available  habitat. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  for  the  program  at  the  north  site  would  affect 
approximately  296  acres  of  which  83.9  acres  have  been  developed  for 
other  Air  Force  uses  and  175  acres  have  been  disturbed  by  explosive 
ordnance  disposal  area  clearance  activities.  Pronghorn  and  mule  deer 
would  be  affected  by  construction  and  operation  activities  including 
disruption  of  daily/seasonal  behavior,  displacement  to  adjacent  habitats, 
and  loss  of  habitat.  These  impacts  would  be  low  because  of  the  small 
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amount  of  undisturbed  habitat  that  would  be  affected  and  the  existing 
level  of  disturbance  on  the  north  site.  Displacement  of  animals  may 
increase  competition  and  mortality  because  adjacent  habitats  may  be  at 
carrying  capacity;  however,  the  degree  of  competition  and  mortality 
would  be  dependent  on  the  amount  of  habitat  lost  and  whether  the 
disturbance  is  temporary  or  permanent.  Entrapment  of  pronghorn  and 
deer  during  construction  of  security  fences  may  occur,  but  is  expected  to 
be  an  infrequent  occurrence.  In  addition,  collisions  between 
deer/pronghorn  and  vehicles  are  also  expected  to  be  infrequent.  White¬ 
tailed  deer  do  occur  onbase,  but  are  confined  primarily  to  riparian 
habitats  along  Crow  and  Diamond  Creeks,  which  will  not  be  affected  by 
the  program.  No  white-tailed  deer  habitat  occurs  in  the  direct  impact 
area  of  the  north  site.  It  is  noted  that  mule  deer,  white-tailed  deer  and 
antelope  are  not  threatened  or  endangered  species. 

488  27  ISSUE:  South  Site  -  Com  mentor  states  that  mule  deer,  antelope  and 

white-tailed  deer  herds  will  be  affected  by  the  project  on  the  south  site  of 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming.  The  project  will  affect  grassland,  wetland, 
and  intermittent  stream  habitat.  Security  fences  may  deny  wildlife 
access  to  water  and  result  in  additional  loss  of  big  game  habitat. 
Increased  losses  of  big  game  may  occur  due  to  collisions  with  vehicles, 
fence  entrapment,  etc.  Fencing  may  funnel  antelope  between  site  and 
freeway  and  result  in  increased  winter  mortality. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  of  the  program  at  the  south  site  would  disturb 
approximately  167  acres  of  grassland  habitat,  which  is  used  by 
pronghorn.  Mule  deer  may  also  occasionally  occur  in  the  area.  White¬ 
tailed  deer  occur  primarily  in  woodland  and  riparian  habitats.  These 
latter  habitat  types  do  not  occur  on  the  south  site;  consequently,  white¬ 
tailed  deer  are  not  likely  to  be  affected  by  the  program.  Impacts  on  the 
pronghorn  and  mule  deer  would  include  disruption  of  daily/seasonal 
behavior,  displacement  to  adjacent  habitats,  and  loss  of  habitat. 
Displacement  of  animals  may  increase  competition  and  mortality  because 
adjacent  habitats  may  be  at  carrying  capacity;  however,  the  degree  of 
competition  and  mortality  would  be  dependent  on  the  amount  of  habitat 
lost  and  whether  it  is  temporary  or  permanent.  Increased  mortality  may 
also  occur  due  to  animal/vehicle  collisions  and  from  entrapment  during 
construction;  however,  these  occurrences  are  expected  to  be  infrequent. 
Big  game  animals  trapped  within  security  fences  would  be  removed  from 
the  enclosures.  Pronghorn  winter  mortality  resulting  from  entrapment 
would  be  minimal.  Locating  the  program  at  the  south  site  would  disturb 
6  acres  of  reservoirs.  Elimination  of  these  water  sources  would  affect 
wildlife  in  the  immediate  area;  however,  several  other  reservoirs  and 
ponds  occur  in  the  vicinity  of  the  south  site  (see  EIS  Figure  4.2. 6-1)  and 
would  be  adequate  to  support  wildlife.  Construction  of  security  fences 
around  the  garrison  area  would  not  deny  wildlife  access  to  vital  water 
sources,  nor  would  it  restrict  access  to  their  former  ranges. 

488  28  ISSUE:  Impacts  on  threatened  and  endangered  species  -  Com  mentor 

stated  that  construction  could  destroy  nesting  habitat  for  burrowing  owls, 
nest  trees  or  sites  for  Swainson's  and  ferruginous  hawks,  and  dens  of 
northern  swift  fox.  These  species  may  occur  on  one  or  both  sites.  EIS 
Table  4. 2. 6-1  lists  the  northern  swift  fox  incorrectly  as  a  federally  listed 
species.  It  is  a  candidate  species.  A  swift  fox  den  has  been  documented 
in  the  area  adjacent  to  the  south  site  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 
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RESPONSE:  Construction  activities  at  either  site  may  affect  the 

burrowing  owl  (state-sensitive)  and  swift  fox  (federal  candidate)  including 
destruction  of  nests/dens,  disruption  of  daily  and  seasonal  behavior, 
displacement  to  adjacent  habitats,  loss  of  habitat,  and  increased 
mortality.  A  documented  swift  fox  den  is  located  approximately  three 
miles  west  of  the  south  site  (Section  12,  T12N,  R68W).  This  den  would  not 
be  affected  by  construction  or  operational  activities.  The  Swainson's  and 
ferruginous  hawks  may  be  affected  by  construction  and  operation 
activities  (disruption  of  feeding  and  displacement);  however,  impacts  on 
nesting  sites  would  not  occur  because  no  trees  will  be  removed  at  either 
site.  In  addition,  no  nest  sites  are  known  to  occur  immediately  adjacent 
to  either  site. 

488  29  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  suggests  that  all  wetlands,  ponds,  and  reservoirs  be 

replaced  in  kind  on  or  adjacent  to  the  project  site  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  develop  a  site  specific  mitigation  plan  to 
mitigate  the  loss  of  any  wetlands  and  aquatic  habitats  resulting  from 
deployment  of  the  proposed  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB.  This  plan  would 
be  prepared  as  per  the  requirements  in  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water 
Act  and  in  cooperation  with  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  the  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  and  other  interested  local,  state,  and 
federal  agencies.  Mitigation  of  these  lost  habitats  would  be  on  or 
adjacent  to  the  project  area  where  possible  (see  EIS  Section  4.2.6). 

488  30  ISSUE:  Commentor  suggests  that  the  Air  Force  mitigate  the  loss  of 

200  acres  of  wildlife  habitat  in-kind  with  an  objective  of  no  net  loss  of 
noncritical  habitat.  Commentor  also  suggests  that  additional  mitigative 
measures  might  be  needed  if  daily  and  seasonal  movements  of  big  game 
are  affected  by  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Locating  the  proposed  program  at  the  north  site  option  of 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  would  affect  295.6  acres  of  land  of  which 
261.7  acres  have  been  disturbed  by  previous  activities.  Only  33.9  acres  of 
habitat  (i.e.,  grassland  and  nonforested  wetlands)  are  relatively 
undisturbed  at  the  north  site.  Locating  the  proposed  program  at  the  south 
site  option  would  affect  287.7  acres  of  land  of  which  117  acres  have  been 
previously  disturbed.  About  170.7  acres  of  habitat  (i.e.,  grassland, 
nonforested  wetlands,  and  reservoirs)  are  relatively  undisturbed  at  the 
south  site.  Loss  of  wildlife  habitats  at  either  site  would  not  adversely 
affect  wildlife  populations  in  the  area,  consequently,  the  Air  Force  does 
not  anticipate  mitigating  for  the  loss  of  these  habitats,  except  for 
wetlands  as  required  by  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act.  Additionally, 
locating  the  proposed  program  at  either  site  would  not  adversely  affect 
the  distributional  patterns  of  any  big  game  species;  therefore,  the  Air 
Force  does  not  anticipate  mitigations  for  this  type  of  potential  impacts  to 
big  game  species  (see  EIS  Section  4. 2. 6. 3  and  Table  4.2. 6-2). 

488  31  ISSUE:  Commentor  suggests  that  the  Air  Force  mitigate  the  loss  of 

raptor  nests  or  nest  trees,  water  resources,  and  wetlands  by  replacing 
these  habitat  features  on  nearby  sites. 

RESPONSE:  Field  surveys  on  the  north  and  south  sites  of  F.E.  Warren 
AFB,  Wyoming  in  1988  indicated  that  there  are  no  trees  on  either  site  that 
would  be  lost  due  to  program  activities.  Additionally,  no  known  nest  sites 
occur  adjacent  to  either  site;  therefore,  the  program  would  not  affect 
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raptor  nesting  activities.  The  Air  Force  would  prepare  a  site  specific 
mitigation  plan  to  mitigate  the  loss  of  any  wetlands  and  aquatic  habitats 
due  to  program  activities.  This  plan  would  be  prepared  as  per 
requirements  in  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  and  in  cooperation 
with  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
and  other  interested  local,  state,  and  federal  agencies.  Mitigation  of 
these  habitats  would  be  on  or  adjacent  to  the  project  area  where  possible 
(see  EIS  Section  4.2. 6. 3). 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  suggests  that  range  fences  constructed  due  to  the 
program  be  three-strand  fences,  45  inches  high.  If  four-strand  fences  are 
built,  the  bottom  wire  should  be  smooth  and  16  inches  above  the  ground. 
Four-strand  fences  should  also  be  45  inches  high. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  does  not  anticipate  constructing  any  range 
fences;  however,  a  double  chain  link  security  fence  would  be  constructed 
around  the  proposed  garrison  for  security  purposes.  If  range  fences  are 
conrtructed,  the  Air  Force  would  adhere  to  the  requirements  outlined  in 
the  above  issue. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  suggests  that  the  Air  Force  inventory  the  proposed 
sites  for  raptor  nests  and  swift  fox  dens.  Mitigation  plans  should  also  be 
prepared  if  any  nests  or  dens  are  located. 

RESPONSE:  Field  surveys  in  1988,  on  the  north  and  south  sites  of  F.E. 
Warren  AFB,  Wyoming,  indicated  that  there  were  no  trees  on  either  site; 
therefore,  the  program  would  not  affect  raptors  which  require  trees  for 
nesting  activities.  The  nearest  known  swift  fox  den  is  located 
approximately  three  miles  west  of  the  south  site  (Section  12,  T13N,  R68W) 
and  would  not  be  affected  by  construction  activities  (see  EIS 
Section  4.2. 6. 3).  Field  surveys  for  presence  of  nests  of  ground-nesting 
raptors  and  surveys  for  swift  fox  dens  will  be  conducted  and  coordinated 
with  state  and  federal  agencies  prior  to  construction. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  suggests  that  the  Air  Force  provide  additional  access 
to  land  for  recreational  activities  (e.g.,  hunting,  fishing,  and 
nonconsumptive  uses  of  wildlife).  About  50  square  miles  should  be  made 
available  if  only  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program  is  developed,  or 
150-200  square  miles  if  the  Small  ICBM  program  is  developed 
concurrently. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  does  not  anticipate  providing  additional  public 
access  to  land  for  recreational  purposes. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  suggests  that  the  Air  Force  reimburse  the  Wyoming 
Game  and  Fish  Department  for  the  cost  of  removing  any  big  game  animals 
trapped  within  security  fences  constructed  for  the  proposed  program. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  would  reimburse  the  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish 
Department  for  the  cost  of  removing  any  big  game  animals  that  become 
trapped  within  security  fences  constructed  for  the  proposed  program. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  provided  explanation  of  School  Foundation  Program 
and  stated  concern  that  Impact  Assistance  Tax  payments  are  not  an 
appropriate  revenue  source  to  mitigate  increased  school  attendance. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 


ISSUE:  Water  resources  were  fairly  well  covered  in  the  Draft  EIS.  Water 
supply  for  the  irrigated  lands  supplied  from  Swan  Reservoir  was  not 
addressed  for  south  site  of  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  488,  Comment  17. 

ISSUE:  It  does  not  appear  that  the  Proposed  Action  will  produce  a 
significant  impact  on  the  water  resources  of  the  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  The  Regional  Recreation  Monitoring  Program  report  completed  in 
March  1987  (University  of  Wyoming)  concluded  that  the  Peacekeeper 
population  has  little  impact  on  the  recreation  resources  of  the  area  of 
influence.  The  Rail  Garrison  will  also  have  little  impact  on  recreation 
resources. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Additional  staff  and  resources  will  be  needed  in  the  Division  of 
Public  Assistance  and  Social  Services  due  to  program-related  inmigration. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  424,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  questions  whether  accident  scenarios  have  been 

properly  addressed.  For  example,  a  collision  of  a  Peacekeeper  train  and  a 
commercial  train  carrying  dangerous  materials. 

RESPONSE:  The  possibility  of  secondary  impacts  such  as  hazardous 
material  spills  that  might  result  from  a  collision  with  a  commercial  train 
were  assessed  in  the  safety  analysis.  Those  secondary  impacts  were 
difficult  to  quantify,  but  were  estimated  to  be  small  compared  to  the 
primary  impacts.  Though  they  were  not  specifically  included  in  the  risk 
figures  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS,  they  are  small  enough  that  their  omission 
from  those  figures  does  not  alter  the  conservative  quality  of  the  analysis. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  that  housing  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  will  be 
filled  up  before  the  program  begins. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  is  committed  to  providing  suitable  housing  for 
its  personnel.  Should  the  local  housing  market  be  unable  to  meet  military 
needs,  the  Air  Force  would  provide  these  units  through  one  of  the  options 
available  to  it  (see  EIS  Chapter  4).  The  Air  Force  will  continue  to  monitor 
the  local  housing  market  to  determine  if  additional  units  should  be  built. 

ISSUE:  The  population  increases  of  7.5  percent  and  13  percent  would 
occur  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  due  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  The 
demands  for  services  would  increase  by  a  like  amount. 

RESPONSE:  The  referenced  increases  refer  to  the  cumulative  effects  of 
concurrent  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  the  Small 
ICBM  programs.  See  EIS  Section  4.2. 1.3  for  the  impacts  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  and  EIS  Section  4.2. 1.5  for  cumulative 
effects  of  the  two  programs. 


488  44  ISSUE:  The  Wyoming  Department  of  Health  and  Human  Service  does  not 

feel  the  program  will  provide  or  cause  any  degradation  of  health  in 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

488  45  ISSUE:  Permits  to  construct  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  must  be 

obtained  for  certain  types  of  sediment  control  structures,  and  for  sewer 
line  extensions  to  serve  facilities,  impacts  due  to  soil  erosion  have  not 
been  adequately  addressed.  Erosion  and  water  quality  statements  in  the 
Draft  EIS  are  confusing,  if  not  contradictory. 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  held  with  personnel  from  the  Wyoming 

Department  of  Environmental  Quality  determined  that  no  special 
construction  permit  was  required  with  respect  to  water  quality.  If 
constructed,  water  and  sewer  line  permits  would  be  obtained.  Estimates 
of  construction-induced  sedimentation  from  the  proposed  Rail  Garrison 
sites  are  provided  in  Section  4.2  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  422,  Comment  4. 

488  46  ISSUE:  Regulations  of  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act  and 

Advisory  Council  (36  CFR  §  800)  call  for  survey,  evaluation  and  protection 
of  significant  historic  and  archeological  sites  prior  to  any  disturbance. 
There  are  no  objections  to  the  project  if  procedures  established  in 
regulations  are  followed.  Specific  comments  will  be  provided  to  the  Air 
Force  after  review  of  the  cultural  resource  report. 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  been  coordinating  data  acquisition  efforts 
with  the  Wyoming  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  since  the  program 
was  announced  early  this  year.  The  Air  Force  will  continue  to  consult 
with  your  staff  throughout  the  report  preparation  phase  of  work.  The 
results  of  the  recent  field  investigations  in  impact  areas  identified  in  the 
EIS  are  in  completed  draft  form.  However,  as  requested,  additional 
archival  research  relating  to  previous  years'  studies  is  presently 
underway.  As  requested,  the  results  of  the  archival  work  are  being 
combined  with  the  recent  field  studies  into  a  single  report.  The  estimated 
completion  date  for  the  final  combined  report  is  January  1989. 

488  47  ISSUE:  State  and  localities  will  not  realize  "the  normal  benefits" 

associated  with  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  the  absence  of  a  mitigation 
agreement. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  488,  Comment  23. 

488  48  ISSUE:  The  socioeconomic  Region  of  Influence  (ROI)  should  be  limited  to 

Laramie  County  in  Wyoming.  The  inclusion  of  Larimer  and  Wold  counties 
skews  the  baseline  analysis. 

RESPONSE:  Larimer  and  Weld  counties  were  included  in  the  ROI  because 
they  would  likely  supply  an  appreciable  amount  of  labor  and  materials  to 
the  program. 

488  49  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  disagrees  with  baseline  population  projections  as 

supplied  by  Wyoming  Department  of  Fiscal  Control. 

RESPONSE:  Discussion  with  local  officials  have  yielded  a  more 

conservative  population  projection  which  was  incorporated  into  the 
baseline  analysis.  Also  see  Section  4.2. 1.2  of  the  EIS. 
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ISSUE:  The  EIS  baseline  underestimates  secondary  job  creation. 

RESPONSE:  Estimating  procedures  have  been  calculated  with  historic 
data  to  assure  forecasts  that  are  as  accurate  as  possible. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  assumes  a  baseline  population  that  apparently  does 
not  vary  with  employment  opportunities  locally  available.  What  is  needed 
is  an  analysis  of  labor  force,  employment  demand,  employment  supply, 
unemployment,  population,  etc.,  with  and  without  the  proposed  project  in 
Laramie  County,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  Baseline  population  estimates  have  been  revised  based  on 
discussions  with  local  officials  (see  EIS  Section  4. 2. 1.3).  Labor  force  and 
employment  analyses  are  presented  in  EIS  Sections  4. 2. 1.3  and  4,2. 1.4. 

ISSUE:  A  linear  relationship  between  population  and  housing  needs,  school 
enrollments,  public  services  and  local  government  services  and 
expenditures  is  inappropriate. 

RESPONSE:  The  linear  relationship  was  only  used  to  determine  an  overall 
level  of  impact,  not  significance.  To  determine  significance,  estimates  of 
household  sizes,  accompaniment  rates,  pupil/worker  ratios,  public  service 
demand  rates,  and  public  expenditure  and  revenues  per  worker  were 
evaluated  by  worker  type.  These  demands  were  then  compared  to 
projected  supplies  and  shortages/shortfalls  were  identified.  These 
shortages/shortfalls  determine  significance  (see  EIS  Sections  4.2. 1.3, 
4.2. 1.4,  and  4.2. 1-.5). 

ISSUE:  A  more  rigorous  approach  and  analysis  of  economic  effects  are 
needed  before  legitimate  conclusions  can  be  drawn. 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  analysis  uses  detailed  information  regarding  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  labor  and  material  requirements  and 
regional  input  -  output  models  developed  for  each  of  the  proposed  garrison 
locations.  The  models  were  developed  using  the  most  recent  economic 
data  available  for  each  region. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  or  Minot 
AFBs,  North  Dakota  because  of  the  likelihood  of  derailment  and  the 
danger  presented  by  ignition  of  missile  fuels. 

RESPONSE:  The  likelihood  and  consequences  of  such  an  accident  are 
described  in  Sections  5.3  and  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  Rail  Garrison  MX-bearing  train  at  Grand 
Forks  and  Minot  AFBs,  North  Dakota  for  its  inherent  dangers  as 
derailment,  possible  fuel  explosion,  and  toxic  gas  clouds. 

RESPONSE:  The  likelihood  and  consequence  of  such  an  accident  are 
described  in  Sections  5.3  and  5.4  of  the  EIS.  Also  see  response  to 
Document  24,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  more  fully  address  rail  safety  because  of  heavier 
loads  on  the  tracks  which  increase  the  chance  of  accidents. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 


491  2  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  more  fully  address  decommissioning  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

492  1  ISSUE:  A  Congressional  Budget  Office  report  in  November  1987  said  that 

in  any  credible  attack  scenario,  even  with  no  warning,  the  United  States 
would  have  remaining  about  3,700  warheads  capable  of  returning  the 
attack.  With  warning,  the  figure  jumped  to  8,200  warheads.  Given  these 
figures,  what  is  the  need  for  an  additional  500  counterforce  (first-strike) 
warheads  in  maintaining  our  deterrence? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

492  2  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  define  adequately  the  criteria  under  which 

the  trains  would  be  deployed.  "National  need"  is  hardly  adequate  for  the 
public  or  Congress  to  evaluate  how  often  the  system  would  leave  the 
garrison,  therefore,  please  address  if  there  can  be  an  effective  analysis  of 
the  risk  measurements  that  are  based  on  the  numbers  of  rail  miles 
traveled. 

RESPONSE:  To  estimate  the  total  risk  over  the  life  of  the  system 
requires  making  an  assumption  about  how  long  the  trains  will  be  dispersed 
because  of  crises  like  the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis  and  the  1973  Middle-East 
War  and  compare  that  to  the  one-month  dispersal  risk  figures  in  the  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

492  -3  ISSUE:  The  Department  of  Defense  briefing  implied  that  MX  Rail 

Garrison  could  be  later  turned  into  a  continuously  mobile  system.  Is  this  a 
possibility?  Do  Air  Force  contingency  plans  include  such  a  plan?  What 
would  such  a  plan  do  to  the  risk  assessment  section  of  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  23. 

492  4  ISSUE:  Will  this  document  serve  as  the  EIS  on  the  Midgetman  missile 

system  which  this  Draft  EIS  (June  1988)  said  "up  to  150  single  warhead 
missiles  will  be  based  with  the  Rail  Garrison  from  1992-97."  Address 
completely  the  possible  double  impact  for  Cheyenne,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  In  December  1986,  President  Reagan  selected  Malmstrom 
AFB,  Montana  and  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  as  potential  main  operating 
bases  for  the  Small  ICBM  program.  In  this  EIS,  the  cumulative  impacts  of 
the  two  programs  are  evaluated  assuming  concurrent  deployment  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  Small  ICBM  programs  (see  EIS  Sections  4.2 
and  4.9).  This  document  will  not  serve  as  the  EIS  for  the  Small  ICBM 
program.  Another  EIS  will  be  prepared  if  the  Small  ICBM  program  is 
implemented  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB. 

493  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota  as  the  site  for  Rail 

Garrison  because  of  the  need  for  defense  and  recognizes  the  importance 
of  the  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

494  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  nuclear  weapons  and  feels  the  Rail 

Garrison  plan  is  poorly  conceived. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

495  1  ISSUE:  The  Burlington  Northern  railroad  tracks  in  Montana  are 

susceptible  to  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

495  2  ISSVE:  The  risks  of  aerosolization  of  plutonium  are  not  adequately 

addiessed.  What  would  happen  to  the  individual  on  the  train  or  in  the 
immediate  area?  The  half-life  of  plutonium  and  risks  of  long-term 
exposure  are  not  addressed.  How  many  Curies  are  in  each  missile? 

RESPONSE:  The  risks  to  human  health  are  addressed  in  Chapter  5  in  the 
EIS.  Revisions  and  editing  for  the  Final  EIS  have  made  the  discussion 
clearer.  Because  the  half-life  of  plutonium  is  very  long  (24,390  years), 
contamination  would  be  considered  a  serious  problem  and  cleanup  would 
be  required.  The  number  of  Curies  per  missile  is  not  discussed  for 
security  reasons.  However,  the  quantity  that  can  be  expected  to  be 
dispersed,  is  presented  in  EIS  Figures  5. 4. 4.1  and  5. 4. 4. 2. 

495  3  ISSUE:  This  project  is  too  expensive  to  be  funded  in  an  era  when  our 

government  must  consider  a  variety  of  other  priorities. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

495  4  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposes  the  Rail  Garrison  program  but  believes  in  a 

strong  defense  system  including  the  ICBM  system  and  supports  the 
military  colleagues  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

496  1  ISSUE:  Notice  of  the  hearing  was  inadequate  to  reasonably  reach  the 

general  and  interested  public.  Chester,  Montana  is  downwind  of  the  silos 
and  is  on  the  main  line  of  the  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  and  better 
notice  should  have  been  given  in  our  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

496  2  ISSUE:  There  should  have  been  more  hearings  in  Montana.  All  of  the 

areas  and  towns  on  the  Burlington  Northern  lines  and  rail  link  lines  that 
would  be  used  should  have  been  notified  and  received  a  hearing. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

496  3  ISSUE:  It  was  not  reasonable  to  have  one  EIS  for  all  of  the  areas  involved 

since  to  do  so  meant  that  the  EIS  could  not  reasonably  and  fairly  cover  the 
subjects  required  by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act. 

RESPONSE:  The  large  geographical  area  coverage  caused  the  EIS  to  be 
extraordinarily  long,  but  there  has  not  been  any  identification  of 
inadequate  coverage  of  any  particular  areas. 

496  4  ISSUE:  Adequate  time  was  not  given  to  the  public  to  present  their 

testimony.  Some  groups  were  not  allowed  to  complete  their  statement 
denying  fair  presentation  to  present  their  views.  The  Air  Force  presented 
their  views. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

496  5  ISSUE:  The  document  does  not  properly  inform  the  involved  public  of  the 

nature  of  the  project  and  of  the  environmental  effects  as  required  by 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  There  was  no  description  of  the 
tracks  that  would  be  used  in  an  emergency.  We  have  no  idea  what  areas 
are  involved. 

RESPONSE:  In  the  event  of  a  dispersal  of  the  trains  in  a  time  of  national 
need,  virtually  all  railroad  track  would  be  considered  available  to 
dispersing  trains.  There  is  nothing  in  the  Proposed  Action  or  EIS  which 
specifies  track  to  be  used  in  an  emergency.  The  impacts  of  potential 
accidents  are  described  in  EIS  Section  5.5. 

496  6  ISSUE:  No  mention  was  made  of  the  half-life  of  plutonium  which  I  believe 

is  about  40,000  years. 

RESPONSE:  The  half-life  of  plutonium  239  is  24,390  years,  which  means 
that  it  would  not  degrade  appreciably  in  a  human  lifetime.  Accordingly, 
plutonium  contamination  is  considered  a  very  serious  consequence.  The 
response  and  cleanup  procedure  which  recognize  the  seriousness  of  a 
release  are  described  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

496  7  ISSUE:  The  computer  studies  of  the  spreading  of  the  contaminants  should 

there  be  an  accident  were  inaccurate  in  that  the  basic  assumptions  were 
not  accurate.  This  includes  wind  velocity  and  elevation. 

RESPONSE:  The  meteorological  conditions  used  in  the  safety  analyses  are 
hypothetical.  They  were  selected  to  provide  a  "worst  case"  situation,  that 
is,  one  which  would  pose  the  worst  risk  to  the  largest  area.  They  are  not 
"accurate"  for  any  particular  area.  If  the  conditions  vary  from  those  used 
in  the  analyses,  the  consequences  would  generally  be  less  serious. 

496  8  ISSUE:  The  EIS  did  not  consider  the  scenario  of  an  attack  by  submarine 

located  off  the  coast  of  Washington  in  which  case  there  would  be  only 
about  15  minutes  warning.  What  would  happen?  Would  the  general  public 
be  in  more  danger  in  such  a  case  if  the  missiles  were  located  in  Great 
Falls,  Montana? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  wartime  use  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

497  1  ISSUE:  The  U.S.  Forest  Service  concurs  with  the  Draft  EIS  assessment  of 

impacts  on  threatened  and  endangered  species  in  the  Wurtsmith  AFB, 
Michigan  vicinity. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

497  2  ISSUE:  The  U.S.  Forest  Service  concurs  with  further  study  of  loss  of 

wetlands  but  feels  the  loss  is  negligible  because  there  are  several  thousand 
acres  of  wetland  along  the  entire  Au  Sable  River  under  their  management. 

RESPONSE:  The  Au  Sable  River  Floodplain  in  the  vicinity  of  the  proposed 
rail  route  (immediately  south  of  the  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  flightline) 
was  surveyed  and  evaluated  according  to  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
(USFWS)  wetland  delineation  methodology.  The  area  met  the  USFWS 
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criteria  for  wetlands,  and  was  judged  to  have  high  habitat  value  by  field 
personnel.  In  addition,  concern  for  the  potential  fill  of  this  area  was 
expressed  by  the  Michigan  Department  of  National  Resources  (DNR)  in 
Lansing  and  the  Lansing  District  USFWS  during  consultations  with  these 
agencies.  If  the  Rail  Garrison  program  is  implemented  at  Wurtsmith  AFB, 
the  Michigan  DNR  will  be  the  primary  reviewer  of  the  permit  application 
for  wetland  fill.  Because  of  the  legal  protection  given  to  wetland  by  three 
Michigan  state  laws,  the  concern  this  issue  has  elicited  from  key  state  and 
federal  agencies,  and  the  quality  of  the  habitat  in  question,  it  was 
determined  that  disturbance  of  3.2  acres  in  this  area  would  be  a  moderate 
and  significant  impact. 

ISSUE:  The  U.S.  Forest  Service  is  unaware  of  any  bald  eagles  occupying 
the  area  0.5  mile  west  of  Allen  Lake  on  the  southbank  of  the  Au  Sable 
River  at  this  time. 

RESPONSE:  The  source  of  the  information  presented  in  EIS 

Table  4.12.6-1  (pertaining  to  the  distribution  of  the  bald  eagle)  is  the 
Michigan  Natural  Features  Inventory.  The  Rail  Garrison  program  is  not 
expected  to  have  any  direct  impact  on  bald  eagles;  however,  it  is 
considered  important  to  include,  as  baseline  information,  the  historical 
locations  of  federally  listed  threatened  and  endangered  species  in  the 
general  region,  even  though  there  is  only  a  remote  possibility  that  they 
may  be  sighted  in  the  area  tooay. 

ISSUE:  The  mitigation  measures  identified  for  the  program  in  Michigan 
appear  to  satisfactorily  address  the  projected  impacts  on  the  biological 
resources  of  this  project. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 


1.2.2  Oral  Comments 

For  individuals  who  provided  oral  testimony  which  addressed  issues  contained  in  written 
comments  or  testimony  submitted,  the  reader  is  referred  to  the  written  documents  in 
Section  2  and  the  issues  and  responses  in  Section  1.2. 

500  1  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  the  Honorable  Don  Erickson. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  485. 

500  2  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Alan  Edwards. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  422. 

500  3  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Janet  Whitehead. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  419. 

500  4  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ed  Warsaw. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  418. 

500  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming 

because  the  benefits  derived  from  the  program  far  exceed  any  minimal 
environmental  impact. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

500  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  further  delays  in  procuring  missiles.  The 

military  should  have  the  best  weapons  available  to  protect  the  United 
States. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  7  ISSUE:  The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  has  reviewed  the  proposed  project  at 

F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  from  a  railroad  operations  standpoint  and  can 
not  see  any  adverse  environmental  impacts  whatsoever. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

500  8  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Sharon  Breitweiser. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  453. 

500  9  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Air  Force  mitigate  the  effects  on  the  national 

historic  sites  on  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  In  1984,  a  Programmatic  Agreement  was  signed  by  the 
Wyoming  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO),  the  Advisory 
Council  on  Historic  Preservation  (ACHP),  and  the  Air  Force  for  the 
preservation  and  mitigation  of  cultural  resources  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB.  A 
Cultural  Resources  Management  Plan  was  finalized  in  1984  and  provides 
detailed  guidelines  on  the  treatment  of  cultural  resources.  Avoidance  is 
the  preferred  treatment  for  all  cultural  resources;  however,  if  avoidance 
is  not  possible,  data-recovery  plans  and  various  architectural  treatments 
would  be  implemented.  Program  alteration  or  modification  of  any  historic 
structure  within  the  National  Register  District  or  National  Historic 
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Landmark  would  be  mitigated  by  following  the  guidelines  for  maintaining 
architectural  integrity  established  in  the  Cultural  Resources  Management 
Plan.  Additional  standing  structures  may  require  archival  research  and 
documentation  according  to  the  Historic  American  Building  Survey  or  the 
Historic  American  Engineering  Record  standards  for  historic  structures. 
Appropriate  site  treatments  are  determined  in  consultation  with  the 
SHPO,  ACHP,  and  the  base  Historic  Preservation  Coordination 
Committee. 

500  10  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 

Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  11  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  feels  rails  are  structurally  unreliable  during  extreme 

temperatures  so  entire  program  is  absolutely  idiotic. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

500  12  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  impact  of  not  building  any  more  MX  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

500  13  ISSUE:  What  will  be  the  impact  on  the  global  environment  of  removing 

and  disassembling  all  ground  based  ICBMs? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  14  ISSUE:  Impacts  of  reduced  funding  for  competing  nonmilitary  programs 

should  be  discussed. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

500  15  ISSUE:  Commentor  questioned  survivability  and  first-strike  capability  of 

the  MX. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  16  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 

Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  17  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Sister  Rosella  Hehn. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  301. 

500  18  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  the  people  of  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  be 

kept  posted  in  regard  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  Decisions  on  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program  will  be  made  by  the  President  and  Congress.  Appropriate  public 
notification  will  be  made  at  that  time. 

500  19  ISSUE:  Who  is  going  to  supervise  track  maintenance? 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

20  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

21  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  more  missiles  we  have,  the  more 
problems  we  have  with  being  attacked  by  our  enemies. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

22  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  an  accident  resulting  in  spilling  and 
possible  ignition  of  fuel. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Sections  5.3  and  5.4. 

23  ISSUE:  If  3,000  feet  of  clearance  is  needed  for  safety  reasons,  what  about 
the  homes  in  Laramie,  Wyoming  that  are  less  than  3,000  feet  from  the 
railroad? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  28. 

24  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  mental  stress  caused  by  becoming  a 
greater  target. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

25  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  this  program  is  more  vulnerable  than 
placing  missiles  in  silos  and  makes  us  more  prone  to  first  strike  from  the 
Soviet  Union. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

26  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Darryl  Miller. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  417. 

27  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Richard  Moore. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  485. 

28  ISSUE:  Community  should  not  tell  their  Commander  in  Chief  what  to  do. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

29  ISSUE:  What  is  the  need  for  an  additional  500  counterforce  or  first-strike 
warheads  in  maintaining  our  deterrence? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

30  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  does  not  adequately  define  the  criteria  under  which 
trains  would  be  deployed.  National  need  is  hardly  adequate  to  evaluate 
how  often  the  system  would  leave  the  garrison. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 
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ISSUE:  There  cannot  be  an  effective  risk  assessment  without  knowledge 
of  number  of  rail  miles  traveled  per  year. 

RESPONSE:  Estimated  rail  travel  distances  are  shown  in  EIS 

Table  5.3. 1-6. 

ISSUE:  Would  the  system  become  continuously  mobile  in  the  future?  How 
would  that  change  the  risk  assessment  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  23. 

ISSUE:  Will  this  document  serve  as  the  Midgetman  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming  because  it  makes  economic  sense. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  government's  record  on  safety  in 
light  of  the  Space  Shuttle,  Three  Mile  Island,  and  the  explosion  in  Utah. 

RESPONSE:  The  safety  of  the  system  is  analyzed  in  Chapter  5  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  wants  scenarios  clarified  as  to  the  number  of  bases 
and  number  of  trains  at  each  base. 

RESPONSE:  The  decision  has  not  yet  been  made  as  to  the  number  of 
installations  at  which  the  system  will  be  deployed  and  the  number  of 
trains  to  be  deployed  at  each  installation. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  address  the  effects  on  the  economy  if  the 

scientists  and  engineers  employed  in  developing  the  missiles  were 
employed  in  the  civilian  economy. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  How  can  security  be  maintained  over  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
miles  of  track? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  7. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming  because  it  is  economically  feasible. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  How  much  did  the  EIS  cost? 

RESPONSE:  The  entire  EIS  process  and  associated  hearings  will  cost 
approximately  $9  million. 

ISSUE:  Was  a  similar  study  done  prior  to  the  Peacekeeper  coming  to 
F.E.  Warren,  AFB,  Wyoming? 


RESPONSE:  An  EIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  program  was 
completed  in  January  1984. 

ISSUE:  The  money  spent  on  the  EIS  could  have  been  better  spent  by 
buying  a  few  more  Peacekeepers. 

RESPONSE:  An  EIS  is  required  by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
for  major  federal  actions  significantly  affecting  the  human  environment. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Sydney  Spiegel. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  421. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  states  that  the  proposed  project  should  not  adversely 
impact  the  greater  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  area  from  the  position  of  undue 
burden  of  the  community's  infrastructure,  facilities,  and  services. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  traffic  on  Randall  Avenue  during  the 
construction  phase  will  create  congestion  and  have  potential  accidents, 
whether  the  north  or  south  alternative  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  is 
selected. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Sections  4.2.3. 2,  4. 2. 3. 3,  and  4. 2. 3. 4  discuss  new  data 
reflecting  the  problem  at  the  Randall  Avenue  Interchange. 

ISSUE:  In  regard  to  housing,  the  Air  Force  should  take  a  more  affirmative 
role  in  ensuring  that  the  private  sector  at  the  local  level  be  induced  in 
meeting  the  identified  housing  demand  both  on  and  offbase  of  F.E.  Warren 
AFB,  Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  The  housing  analysis  concludes  that  housing  demands 

generated  by  the  Proposed  or  Alternative  Actions  can  be  met  by  existing 
vacancies  within  the  local  housing  stock.  Only  under  cumulative  impacts 
is  there  the  need  for  increases  in  the  housing  supply  to  meet  program 
related  demand.  The  Air  Force  is  committed  to  letting  the  local  market 
supply  these  units.  Only  if  these  excess  demands  would  disrupt  the  market 
will  the  Air  Force  step  in  to  ensure  available  housing  through  Military 
Construction  Program  funding  or  other  housing  programs  (i.e.,  801 
housing). 

ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  ensure  that  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  is  provided 
w‘th  the  means  to  mitigate  identified  impacts  which  might  occur  in  the 
local  education  system. 

RESPONSE:  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Air  Force  to  make  every  effort 
practicable  to  avoid  environmental  impacts  through  careful  design,  siting, 
and  construction  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system,  as  well  as  in 
activating  the  system  for  operation.  Specific  procedures  and  guidelines 
(referred  to  as  Recommended  Mitigation  Measures)  have  been  committed 
to  by  the  Air  Force  to  protect  and  restore  environmental  resources 
disturbed  by  program  activity.  Additional  mitigations  (referred  to  as 
Other  Possible  Mitigation  Measures)  are  also  available.  The  appendix  to 
the  EIS  summarizes  both  types  of  mitigation  measures.  Decisions  on 
which  mitigation  actions  will  be  implemented  by  the  Air  Force  will  be 
made  after  the  Final  EIS  is  filed  and  will  be  documented  in  one  or  more 
Records  of  Decision. 


500  48  ISSUE:  To  ensure  long-term  economic  benefits  to  Cheyenne,  Wyoming, 

the  Air  Force  should  consider  mechanisms  whereby  business  development 
which  occurs  from  this  program  generates  localized  opportunities. 

RESPONSE:  Program-related  outlays  for  materials  and  payrolls  will  have 
a  positive  economic  effect  on  the  local  economy.  The  Air  Force, 
operating  within  the  procurement  guidelines,  supports  the  effort  of  local 
businesses  to  bid  for  contracts  let  out  for  this  program. 

500  49  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Eileen  Starr. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  415. 

500  50  ISSUE:  Would  Wyoming  become  a  prime  target?  What  provisions  will  the 

Air  Force  make  to  inform  the  public  and  provide  for  their  safety? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  enemy  threat  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Warnings  and  provisions  for  safety  are  the  responsibility  of  existing  civil 
defense  agencies.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  55. 

500  51  ISSUE:  What  can  be  done  for  the  elderly  or  children  in  Cheyenne, 

Wyoming  who  may  not  have  radios?  Can  they  be  protected  in  time  from 
incoming  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  500,  Comment  50. 

500  52  ISSUE:  Will  roads  leading  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  be  given  priority 

over  other  roads  for  snow  removal ? 

RESPONSE:  Roads  leading  to  the  base  would  not  be  given  priority  in 
maintenance  and  snow  removal  activity  of  the  city. 

500  53  ISSUE:  If  a  missile  is  launched,  will  these  railroad  tracks  be  destroyed, 

preventing  future  use  of  the  rail  system  and  will  there  be  ensuing  fires? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  54  ISSUE:  With  a  30-minute  launch  time  for  Russian  missiles  and  the 

2-3  hours  to  get  trains  underway,  missiles  have  to  be  fired  from  the  base. 
Can  you  explain  the  logic  of  this? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  55  ISSUE:  Will  workers  on  trains  be  tested  for  alcohol  and  drug  abuse? 

RESPONSE:  With  respect  to  nonmilitary  civilian  personnel,  this  concern 
is  still  to  be  determined  between  the  Air  Force  and  the  railroads.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

500  56  ISSUE:  Will  workers  anl  members  of  the  military  crew  on  trains  be  given 

hazardous  duty  pay  and  be  under  the  Human  Reliability  Program? 

RESPONSE:  Air  Force  personnel  will  be  compensated  according  to 

existing  grade/rank  and  length  of  service  schedules  and  will  be  subject  to 
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a  Personnel  Reliability  Program  (see  response  to  Document  15, 
Comment  4  and  Section  5.1.2  of  the  EIS)  with  respect  to  nonmilitary 
civilian  personnel,  these  concerns  are  still  to  be  determined  between  the 
Air  Force  and  the  railroads. 

ISSUE:  Who  has  authority  when  trains  are  going  through  towns? 

RESPONSE:  Unless  martial  law  is  declared,  the  military  has  no  authority 
outside  of  any  military  installations.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33, 
Comments  8  and  12. 

ISSUE:  How  will  the  Missile  Assembly  Building  be  camouflaged  at 

F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming? 

RESPONSE:  Its  proposed  location  has  been  moved  from  the  eastern  edge 
of  the  base  to  the  extreme  western  portion  of  the  base  so  it  will  blend  into 
the  mountain  backdrop  better.  It  will  also  be  painted  a  pale  blue  to  make 
it  less  visually  obtrusive.  Also  see  response  to  Document  475, 
Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Scottsbluff  County,  Nebraska  was  not  informed  of  the  program  or 
the  public  hearing. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  The  definition  of  national  need  should  be  explained  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

ISSUE:  How  does  a  person  acquire  supplementary  documents  referred  to 
in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  transportation  analysis  does  not  discuss  railroads.  This  should 
be  included. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  railroads  around  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  are 
discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.1.2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Alvin  Aldrich. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  373. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

500  67  ISSUE:  The  south  site  option  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  should  be 

fully  explored. 

RESPONSE:  The  south  site  option  is  fully  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.2  for 
each  of  the  affected  resource  areas. 

501  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  project  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana 

because  it  enhances  national  defense  and  has  no  long-term  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  basing  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 

Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  coming  to  Shreveport, 

Louisiana  because  benefits  outweigh  any  adverse  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  5  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ginny  Homza. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  83. 

501  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system  and  its 

implementation  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  7  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  8  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program 

at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  because  Louisiana  is  committed  to  the 
national  defense  effort. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  9  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana. 

RE8PONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  10  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  program  because  of 

belief  in  strong  defensive  posture  and  the  long  and  mutually  beneficial 
relationship  between  Shreveport  and  Bossier  City,  Louisiana  and  the  Air 
Force. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  11  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  due  to  past  conservation 

efforts  by  the  government  showing  concern  of  environmental  impacts  and 
importance  of  continued  strategic  importance  that  Barksdale  AFB, 
Louisiana  provides. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  12  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  American  alligator  is  not  endangered  in 

the  State  of  Louisiana.  There  are  no  alligators  in  the  impact  area,  and  no 
alligator  habitat  in  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Table  4. 3. 6-1  indicates  that  the  American  alligator  is 
federally  listed  as  "threatened  by  similarity  of  appearance  to  the 
American  crocodile."  High  quality  alligator  habitats  lie  immediately 
south  and  east  of  the  proposed  garrison  site,  and  there  are  few  barriers  to 
passage  from  these  areas  to  the  proposed  construction  area.  Food  sources 
(e.g.,  small  mammals  and  crustaceans)  are  also  plentiful  on  the  site. 
Therefore,  it  is  possible  that  a  few  alligators  could  occur  on  the  site 
during  the  wet  periods  of  the  year.  EIS  Section  4. 3. 6. 3  has  been  revised  to 
further  emphasize  that  alligator  populations  on  Barksdale  AFB  are  not 
likely  to  be  seriously  affected  by  the  proposed  program. 

501  13  ISSUE:  The  program  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  would  not  impact  the 

bald  eagle.  The  heavy  brush  growth  within  the  impacted  area  precludes 
eagle  use. 

RESPONSE:  The  information  regarding  the  distribution  of  bald  eagles  on 
Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  has  been  incorporated  into  EIS  Table  4. 3. 6-1  and 
Section  4.3. 6. 2  of  the  EIS. 

501  14  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  would  have  no  effect  on  the  red-cockaded  woodpecker.  The 
woodpecker  inhabits  pine  forest  and  the  nearest  pine  forest  is  two  miles  to 
the  east. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4. 3. 6. 3  states  that  "No  impacts  on  red-cockaded 
woodpeckers  or  potential  habitat  are  expected  to  occur  from  the  Proposed 
Action."  The  distribution  of  this  species  has  been  revised  in  EIS 
Table  4.3.6-1. 

501  15  ISSUE:  The  Flathead  snake  is  not  endangered  or  threatened  in  the 

impacted  area  of  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  The  Flathead  snake  does  not  occur  in  the  proposed  direct 
impact  area  on  Barksdale  AFB.  Agreed,  this  species  is  not  listed  as 
threatened  or  endangered  by  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Wildlife  and 
Fisheries,  or  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service;  however  the  snake  is 
listed  by  the  Louisiana  Department  of  Wildlife  and  Fisheries  as  a  S4 
species  (i.e.,  apparently  secure  in  Louisiana).  See  Section  4. 3. 6. 3  and 
Table  4.3.6-1  of  the  EIS. 

501  16  ISSUE:  The  western  sand  darter  is  not  endangered  by  the  program  at 

Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  because  it  does  not  occur  in  the  streams  near 
the  impacted  area. 
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RESPONSE:  EIS  Table  4. 3. 6-1  indicates  that  the  western  sand  darter  has 
a  state  ranking  of  S2  and  occurs  in  the  Red  River. 

501  17  ISSUE:  The  Proposed  Action  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  will  have  no 

effect  on  trout  lilies. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Table  4. 3. 6-1  indicates  that  trout  lilies  occur  on  a 
hillside  on  the  eastern  side  of  Flag  Lake  on  Barksdale  AFB.  This  area  will 
not  be  impacted  by  program  activities. 

501  18  ISSUE:  The  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  would  not 

impact  wild  turkey  habitat. 

RESPONSE:  The  high  level  of  security  in  the  garrison  area  could 

potentially  reduce  poaching  of  wild  turkeys  in  adjacent  habitats,  but  this 
benefit  would  be  greatly  offset  by  the  potential  loss  of  habitat.  Wild 
turkeys  require  large  forested  areas  with  interspersed  old  fields,  openings, 
and  mixed  timber  stands.  Protection  from  man  is  critical.  Some  of  the 
land  which  would  be  cleared  for  the  proposed  program  would  have 
facilities  built  upon  it  and  would  no  longer  serve  any  habitat  function. 
Additional  clearings  in  the  bottomland  forest  would  be  created,  but  these 
would  be  areas  with  considerable  human  presence  and  activity,  and  only  a 
low  vegetative  cover. 

501  19  ISSUE:  The  Proposed  Action  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  will  not  affect 

prime  hardwood  stands  on  the  base. 

RESPONSE:  No  impacts  are  expected  to  occur. 

501  20  ISSUE:  The  tract  of  land  in  question  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  was 

agricultural  prior  to  its  acquisition  by  the  Air  Force.  This  (and  other 
evidence)  indicates  that  the  land  is  not  a  wetland. 

RESPONSE:  Whether  the  tract  of  land  in  question  was  agricultural  prior 
to  its  acquisition  by  the  Air  Force  is  not  evidence  of  its  original 
physiographic  type  (i.e.,  wetland  or  upland).  The  land  appears  to  be 
reverting  back  to  a  habitat  similar  to  its  original  type,  as  evidenced  by 
establishment  of  many  wetland  indicator  plant  species.  Clearing  of 
bottomland  forested  wetlands  for  crop  production  was  a  common  practice 
in  Louisiana  in  the  past,  and  has  been  a  major  factor  leading  to  the  decline 
of  these  highly  productive  habitats.  The  Region  6  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA)  off’>'',  which  has  jurisdiction  over  permitting  for 
wetland  fill  on  the  base,  was  consulted  prior  to  conducting  field  surveys  to 
identify  and  delineate  wetlands  in  the  proposed  construction  areas 
onbase.  EPA  advised  that  wetlands  on  the  base  should  be  identified  and 
delineated  using  the  procedures  and  criteria  described  in  "Corps  of 
Engineers  Wetland  Delineation  Manual,"  Technical  Report  Y-87-1  (U.S. 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  1987),  which  requires  positive  evidence  of 
hydrophytio  vegetation,  hydric  soils,  and  wetland  hydrology.  The 
prevalence  of  hydrophytic  vegetation  was  established  by  determining  the 
wetland  indicator  status  of  all  woody  and  herbaceous  plants  identified  in 
the  proposed  construction  areas,  using  the  "National  List  of  Plant  Species 
That  Occur  in  Wetlands,  Region  2"  (U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  1987). 
The  wetland  indicator  status  of  species  in  the  garrison  area  supports  the 
findings  of  positive  evidence  of  hydrophytic  vegetation.  The  presence  of 
hydric  soils  was  determine  from  the  "Soil  Survey  of  Bossier  Parish"  (U.S. 
Soil  Conservation  Service  1962)  and  from  the  manual  "Hydric  Soils  of  the 


1-281 


United  States”  (U.S.  Soil  Conservation  Serviee  1987).  The  soils  at  the 
proposed  construction  sites  were  also  field  checked  by  a  soil  scientist. 
The  hydrologic  characteristics  of  areas  on  the  base  were  determined  from 
aerial  photographs,  National  Wetland  Inventory  and  U.S.  Geological  Survey 
topographic  quadrangle  maps,  and  various  Barksdale  AFB  environmental 
base  documents.  In  addition,  evidence  of  periodic  inundation 
(e.g.,  ponding,  soil  saturation,  and  water  marks  on  trees)  was  observed 
during  field  surveys  of  the  sites. 

501  21  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  because  there  are  no  negative  impacts, 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  22  ISSUE:  Commentor  pledged  support  of  the  Caddo-Bossier  Port 

Commission  to  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  23  ISSUE:  Bossier  Parish  Levee  Board  unanimously  approves  resolution 

supporting  location  of  the  garrison  system  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  24  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  due  to  the  importance  of  national  defense. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  25  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  because  it  makes  economic  sense. 

J  SPONSE:  Noted. 

501  26  ISSUE:  Steps  have  been  taken  to  ease  Bossier  City,  Louisiana  traffic 

conditions. 

RESPONSE:  The  baseline  conditions  reported  in  EIS  Section  4.3. 3. 2  have 
been  revised  to  reflect  these  recent  changes. 

501  27  ISSUE:  The  American  alligator  will  pose  no  problem  if  Rail  Garrison  is 

located  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  4. 3. 6. 3  regarding  biological  impacts  of  the 
proposed  program  and  the  response  to  Document  501,  Comment  12 
regarding  the  current  federal  listing  of  the  American  alligator.  Because 
of  the  ecological  importance  of  wetland  habitats  and  the  legal  protection 
afforded  them  by  Executive  Order  11990  (1977)  and  Section  404  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act,  it  was  determined  that  permanent  disturbance  of  over 
188  acres  of  forested  wetlands  would  be  a  high  and  significant  impact  on 
biological  resources  at  Barksdale  AFB. 

501  28  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Thomas  Neale. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  410. 

501  29  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Eileen  Oldag. 
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RESPONSE:  See  Document  37. 

30  ISSUE:  The  Peacekeeper  is  a  first-strike  weapon  that  should  not  be 
accepted  as  a  deterrent. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

31  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  any  system  which  unleashes  this  kind  of 
death  to  God’s  children. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

32  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  because  God  tells  us  that 
Jesus  had  righteous  indignation  at  times  and  this  is  a  defensive  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

33  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 
Louisiana  due  to  wanting  defense  of  our  nation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana 
due  to  the  destructiveness  of  the  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

35  ISSUE:  Railcars  would  have  to  be  made  wider  and  this  would  make  them 
unbalanced,  causing  a  safety  hazard. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

36  ISSUE:  There  will  have  to  be  an  alert  signal  to  other  railroad  trains  to 
warn  of  this  train's  coming,  because  of  its  width. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

37  ISSUE:  How  will  we  keep  the  Russians  from  knowing  about  it  when  we 
have  got  to  alert  other  trains  about  its  movements? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

38  ISSUE:  What  is  the  preparation  for  sabotage  and  terrorist  attacks? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  threat  assessment  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

39  ISSUE:  This  money  would  be  better  spent  to  help  the  economy  of  our 
country. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

40  ISSUE:  Commentor  offended  by  the  name  "Peacekeeper.’’ 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

501  41  ISSUE:  How  can  you  say  these  trains  would  not  be  vulnerable  to  collision 

or  derailments? 

RESPONSE:  This  claim  is  not  made  in  the  EIS.  See  Chapter  5. 

501  42  ISSUE:  Commentor  strongly  opposes  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  43  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  there  is  no  satisfactory  basing  mode  and  the 

military  need  is  not  evident. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  44  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  monies  being  spent  on  this  project. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

501  45  ISSUE:  The  Rail  Garrison  poses  no  significant  environmental  problems  to 

endangered  species  or  wildlife  habitat  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana. 

RESPONSE:  As  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.3. 6. 3,  the  Rail  Garrison  program  is 
not  expected  to  substantially  affect  any  federally  listed  threatened  or 
endangered  species  on  Barksdale  AFB.  However,  the  program  would  result 
in  disturbance  of  extensive  areas  of  bottomland  forest  and  wetland 
habitats  onbase,  which  support  a  large  and  diverse  group  of  wildlife 
species.  Disturbance  of  the  wetlands,  in  particular,  constitutes  a  high  and 
significant  impact  to  biological  resources  on  Barksdale  AFB. 

501  46  ISSUE:  Wetland  impacts  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  should  be  mitigated 

as  proposed. 

RESPONSE:  If  the  decision  to  deploy  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  made 
for  a  candidate  installation,  applications  for  Section  404  permits  will  be 
submitted.  Mitigation  procedures  will  be  discussed  in  the  process  of  this 
application. 

501  47  ISSUE:  Adverse  effects  are  minimized  and  favorable  impacts  are  as  good 

for  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana  as  anywhere  else. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  48  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  nuclear  war  is  not 

survivable. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1 

501  49  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  survival  of  the  missile  is  being  given  priority 

to  the  survival  of  the  people. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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501  50  ISSUE:  If  technology  and  consultants  exist  that  can  assure  the  safety  of 

movement  of  the  missile  on  our  rail  system,  why  do  we  continue  to  have 
railway  accidents  that  are  killing  civilians? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  3. 

501  51  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  because  we  need  good  jobs  and  this  program  will  help  minorities. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  52  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  of  the  potential  to 

destroy  the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  53  ISSUE:  The  money  would  be  better  spent  on  human  services  and  meeting 

human  needs. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

501  54  ISSUE:  Commentor  strongly  opposed  to  the  program  because  national 

security  is  beyond  mere  sophisticated  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

501  55  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Barksdale  AFB, 

Louisiana  because  there  should  be  no  adverse  hydrological  effects  from 
relocation  of  improvements  near  the  Flat  River. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

501  56  ISSUE:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  enhances  the  missile  force  and 

therefore  national  defense,  which  outweighs  adverse  environmental 
impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

502  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

502  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

502  3  ISSUE:  Ground  squirrels  in  west  Texas  are  very  resourceful  and  will  move 

and  set  up  another  colony  elsewhere. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

502  4  ISSUE:  The  EIS  does  not  note  the  presence  of  wild  turkeys  on  the 

reservation. 

RESPONSE:  The  turkeys  that  occur  on  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  are  primarily 
confined  to  the  eastern  portion  of  the  base  and  do  not  present  any  hazards 
to  aircraft  activities. 
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5  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  warned  about  disturbing  the  west  Texas  bumblebee  in 
the  Dyess  AFB  area. 

RESPONSE:  No  impacts  are  expected  on  the  west  Texas  bumblebee. 

Workers  will  be  notified  of  their  possible  presence. 

6  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  favor  of  the  system  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  since 
adverse  impacts  are  minimal. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

7  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  system  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

8  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  favor  of  the  system  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  because 
there  is  no  greater  honor  than  patriotism. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

9  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

10  ISSUE:  The  City  of  Tye  Council  is  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess 
AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

11  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  favor  of  the  system  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas  and  the 
defense  efforts. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

12  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

13  ISSUE:  Commentor  states  that  Abilene,  Texas  is  willing  to  take  a  chance 
on  deploying  such  a  weapon  to  deter  our  enemy. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

14  ISSUE:  Statement  made  that  the  State  Senator  from  District  5  supports 
selection  of  Abilene,  Texas  for  the  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

15  ISSUE:  State  Senator  from  District  12  supports  the  Rail  Garrison  program 
in  Abilene,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

< 

16  ISSUE:  State  Representative  of  District  79  supports  the  program  at  Dyess 

AFB,  Texas.  1 

4 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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17  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

18  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

19  ISSUE:  Abilene  Hotel/Motel  Association  is  in  favor  of  the  system  at 
Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

20  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

21  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  with  the  weapon  system  being  defective 
through  defense  contractors'  negligence. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

22  ISSUE:  Concerned  with  pesticides/biocides  used  in  construction  and 
maintenance  by  contractors  and  railroad  companies. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  486,  Comment  2. 

23  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

24  ISSUE:  Governor  of  Texas  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at 
Dyess  AFB. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

25  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

26  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

27  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  MX  is  a  political  weapon  and  comes  at  too 
high  a  cost. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

28  ISSUE:  Statement  by  Abilene  Reporter  News  in  support  of  the  program  at 
Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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29  ISSUE:  Statement  from  the  Chairman  of  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission 
in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

30  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

31  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

32  ISSUE:  Commentor  would  like  the  north  site  option  explored  at  Dyess 
AFB,  Texas  as  opposed  to  the  south  site. 

RESPONSE:  Environmental  analyses  for  all  affected  resource  areas  have 
been  conducted  for  the  north  site  option  at  Dyess  AFB  (see  EIS 
Section  4.4). 

33  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

34  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

35  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

36  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

37  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

38  ISSUE:  Commentor  does  not  have  a  problem  with  archaeological  sites 
because  the  Air  Force  has  the  means  to  mitigate  impacts  to  them. 

RESPONSE:  As  noted  by  Dr.  Malouf,  archaeologists  are  capable  of 
mitigating  impacts  to  archaeological  resources.  Avoidance  of 
archaeological  sites  is  not  meant  to  imply  that  data  recovery  cannot  be 
successfully  carried  out  at  present.  It  is  simply  a  sound  conservation 
practice  when  dealing  with  finite,  nonrenewable  resources.  EIS 
Section  4. 4. 5. 2  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the  results  of  surveys 
conducted  in  proposed  impact  areas  by  the  University  of  Texas  at  Austin. 

39  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

40  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

502  41  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  Dyess  AFB,  Texas 

would  be  higher  up  on  the  target  list. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

502  42  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  decommissioning  of  system  which 

includes  disposal  of  missile  fuel/nuclear  material. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

502  43  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  Air  Force  is  passing  responsibility 

of  hazardous  wastes  disposal  to  the  Department  of  Energy. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  30. 

502  44  ISSUE:  The  national  economic  impact  analysis  needs  more  discussion  in 

the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Because  of  the  very  small  effects  projected  on  a  national 
level,  the  more  detailed  discussions  were  prepared  for  effects  at  the  local 
level. 

502  45  ISSUE:  Minor  technical  statistical  discrepancies  that  occur  in  the  report 

should  be  cleared  up. 

RESPONSE:  These  discrepancies  have  been  corrected. 

502  46  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  if  obvious  mistakes  were  found  in  the 

Draft  EIS,  how  can  the  citizens  of  Texas  be  assured  that  the  safety 
section  is  correct? 

RESPONSE:  The  Draft  EIS  was  distributed  to  solicit  public  and  agency 
comments  on  the  adequacy  and  accuracy  of  the  environmental  and  safety 
analyses.  Many  issues  addressed  during  the  public  comment  period  led  to 
further  analysis,  reanalysis,  or  verification  of  environmental  and  safety 
data,  and  have  resulted  in  revision  or  modification  of  the  EIS  text.  In 
addition,  changes  have  been  made  to  improve  the  quality  and  readability 
of  the  document. 

502  47  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  failed  at  addressing  pesticide/chemical  use. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  486,  Comment  2. 

502  48  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  program  should  not  be  accepted  at  Dyess 

AFB,  Texas  because  it  is  not  economically  useful,  cost  effective,  or 
environmentally  sound. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

502  49  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas 

because  there  would  be  no  adverse  effects  on  public  services. 


RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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50  ISSUE:  City  of  Abilene,  Texas  is  spending  $8  million  to  improve  its 
wastewater  system  and  study  the  feasibility  of  wastewater  reuse. 

RESPONSE:  This  information  has  been  incorporated  into  the  baseline 
analysis  for  Dyess  AFB. 

51  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  agreement  with  findings  in  the  Draft  EIS  that  there 
are  no  significant  impacts  of  this  program  on  the  City  of  Abilene,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

52  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

53  ISSUE:  Commentor  agrees  with  the  Draft  EIS  and  supports  the  program  at 
Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

54  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

55  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

56  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

57  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

58  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Dyess  AFB,  Texas. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  and  the  community  of 
Blytheville,  Arkansas  supports  it  too. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3',  Comment  1. 

2  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  because  of  the  location  of 
Eaker  AFB,  sufficient  undeveloped  land  available,  climate,  and  the 
support  of  the  people  of  Blytheville,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

3  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  and 
noted  that  some  impacts  to  archaeology,  roads,  and  schools  can  be 
satisfactorily  remedied.  Also  noted  support  of  the  people  to  the  base. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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503  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  pledged  support  to  the  program  and  noted  the 

importance  of  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  to  the  City  of  Gosnell. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  because  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas 

provides  an  excellent  site,  is  a  vital  strategic  base  in  our  national  defense 
system,  and  Mississippi  County  strongly  supports  the  Air  Force  mission. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  6  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program.  Noted  that  he  has  not  received 

any  correspondence  with  negative  feedback  and  that  people  of  Gosnell  and 
District  23  are  very  proud  of  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  7  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  8  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program.  Noted  that  of  those 

expressing  their  opinions  in  support  of  basing  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB, 
Arkansas  far  outweighs  opposition  to  it.  City  and  the  base  have  good 
relationship. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  9  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  10  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  11  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  and  noted  that  Eaker  AFB, 

Arkansas  has  contributed  to  the  growth  of  Osceola.  He  sees  no  danger 
with  the  Peacekeeper  trains  using  the  rail  lines  in  their  community. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  12  ISSUE:  Commentor  endorsed  the  program  and  read  resolution  passed  by 

the  City  Council  of  Wilson,  Arkansas  to  encourage  Congress  to  approve 
program  and  urge  the  Air  Force  to  install  the  system  at  Eaker  AFB, 
Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  13  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  14  ISSUE:  The  mitigation  of  archaeological  sites  may  result  in  beneficial 

impacts.  What  is  the  possibility  that  four  sites  may  be  eligible  for  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  (NRHP)? 
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RESPONSE:  Impacts  to  site  3MS105  are  not  completely  eliminated  by  the 
revised  onbase  garrison  design.  However,  most  of  the  site  would  be 
protected,  resulting  in  a  benefit  to  the  regional  resource  base  (see  EIS 
Section  4. 5. 5. 3).  The  potential  for  presenting  the  results  of  the 
arciw  ological  investigations  as  part  of  a  public  awareness  program  is  also 
identified  (see  EIS  Section  4. 5. 5. 3).  The  relative  importance  of  historical 
properties  is  evaluated  in  relation  to  a  set  of  criteria  established  by  the 
Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation  regulations  (36  CFR  §  60.4).  If 
a  site  qualifies  for  the  NRHP,  it  is,  by  definition,  historically  important. 
The  four  sites  are  considered  very  likely  to  be  eligible  for  the  NRHP. 
However,  preliminary  assessments  of  the  field  archaeologists  are 
tentative  until  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  concurs  with  their 
findings.  In  some  cases,  more  data  recovery  may  be  necessary  to  fully 
evaluate  site  importance. 

ISSUE:  Why  are  we  spending  all  this  money  for  the  Peacekeeper  program 
when  the  MX  is  not  even  in  good  shape? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  473,  Comment  15. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  Blytheville,  Arkansas  is  on  the  New 
Madrid  fault.  What  would  be  the  effect  of  this  on  the  site? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  7,  Comment  6. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  is  located  in 
tornado  alley,  what  is  its  effect? 

RESPONSE:  This  has  been  considered  in  EIS  Section  5.2.3. 

ISSUE:  After  the  Draft  EIS,  what  is  the  next  step  to  be  taken  in  the 
selection  process  and  when  will  the  actual  selection  of  garrison  sites  be 
made? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  500,  Comment  18. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 
Noted  that  public  schools  could  easily  accommodate  any  increase  in 
students,  and  that  they  are  in  the  process  of  upgrading  facilities  and 
adding  new  facilities. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  tries  to  limit  statements  that  do  not  consider  the 
psychological,  national  security,  or  morality  factors. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  5,  Comment  14  and 

Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  we  should  be  trying  to  reduce  our  nuclear 
arsenal  and  moving  towards  a  more  peaceful  world. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


503  23  ISSUE:  The  money  would  be  better  spent  in  other  areas  of  Blytheville, 

Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  24  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  seems  to  imply  that  deterrence  is  somehow 

enhanced  by  this  system  when  this  is  adding  about  50  warheads  to  our 
arsenal. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  25  ISSUE:  The  statement  is  weak  in  terms  of  looking  at  what  happens  when 

trains  get  out  on  the  rail  and  the  safety  factors  involved.  They  do  not  talk 
about  weapons  and  trains  being  sabotaged. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

503  26  ISSUE:  Will  the  new  onbase  option  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas  avoid  the 

Sawba  Cemetery. 

RESPONSE:  The  new  onbase  option  avoids  most  of  the  large  prehistoric 
site  (3MS105),  but  the  Sawba  Cemetery  would  be  affected.  The  Proposed 
Action  would  disturb  about  half  the  cemetery  and  most  of  it  would  be 
affected  by  the  Alternative  Action.  It  is  assumed  that  the  graves  would 
be  relocated  in  accordance  with  established  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers 
policy  (see  EIS  Section  4.5. 5.3). 

503  27  ISSUE:  Would  the  Stage  4  liquid  propellant  be  carried  along  with  all  four 

stages  at  once  on  the  maintenance  train? 

RESPONSE:  The  Stage  4  component  will  be  with  the  missile  when  it  is 
taken  back  to  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming  for  maintenance. 

503  28  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  29  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  30  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  James  Deal. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  431. 

503  31  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas.  Noted 

the  commendable  manner  with  which  Colonel  Walsh  conducted  the  scoping 
meeting  and  requested  that  community  support  for  the  program  be 
included  in  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

503  32  ISSUE:  What  methods  of  investigation  were  used  to  verify  rn 

archaeological  site  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas? 
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RESPONSE:  A  series  of  preliminary  archaeological  surveys  and  test 
excavations  were  conducted  on  and  adjacent  to  Eaker  AFB.  As  a  standard 
procedure,  existing  state  site  files  were  consulted  prior  to  initiating  field 
studies.  Sites  were  then  identified  in  the  field  by  systematically  walking 
over  the  proposed  program  area  with  a  maximum  crew  spacing  of 
20  meters  and  mapping  the  surface  extent  of  artifacts.  At  Site  3MS105, 
controlled  surface  collection  of  0.5  percent  of  the  site  was  undertaken  to 
map  artifact  density  and  distribution.  The  resulting  collection,  containing 
thousands  of  artifacts,  indicated  clusters  probably  representing  groups  of 
houses.  A  proton  magnetometer  was  then  used  to  search  for  intact  buried 
deposits  in  the  vicinity  of  surface  artifact  concentrations.  The  device 
measures  residual  soil  magnetism,  enabling  the  archaeologist  to  identify 
buried  houses  and  other  disturbances  without  digging  through  them  in  the 
process.  Small-scale  test  excavations  were  then  carried  out  in  a  few 
places  identified  by  the  magnetometer  as  containing  possible  cultural 
features.  In  almost  every  test  case,  the  presence  of  houses,  wall  trenches, 
middens,  or  other  features  was  verified.  Finally,  soil  cores  were  taken 
along  the  south  and  east  sides  of  the  site  to  verify  the  boundary  for 
planning  purposes. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  and  wants  mission  based  at 
Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas. 
Noted  good  relationship  between  the  community  and  the  base. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Douglas  Mason. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  409. 

ISSUE:  The  City  of  Medical  Lake,  Washington  would  like  to  be  consulted 
if  there  are  any  alterations  made  to  State  Highway  902. 

RESPONSE:  No  alteration,  to  Washington  State  Highway  902  are 

expected. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Fairchild  AFB, 
Washington  because  there  are  no  significant  impacts  on  the  City  of 
Medical  Lake. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  failed  to  provide  information  which  was 
requested.  This  has  seriously  impaired  the  ability  to  assess  the  Proposed 
Action. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  protests  that  we  are  asked  to  comment  on  this 
proposal  when  we  do  not  have  any  assurance  that  the  final  program  will 
not  be  substantially  different. 


RESPONSE:  If  there  is  a  substantial  change  in  the  design  of  the  system, 
the  Air  Force  will  prepare  appropriate  environmental  analyses. 

504  5  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  requests  that  the  classified  annex  be  made  publicly 

available  before  the  end  of  the  Draft  EIS  comment  period. 

RESPONSE:  There  is  no  requirement  for  the  public  to  review  and 
comment  on  classified  material. 

504  6  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  has  failed  to  include  in  its  analysis  any  mention  of 

how  many  more  people  will  be  hungry  or  homeless  or  unemployed  because 
of  the  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  7  ISSUE:  Draft  EIS  Page  4.6-1  lists  Spokane,  Washington  as  host 

community.  Why  not  a  public  hearing  in  Spokane? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

504  8  ISSUE:  For  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  the  Draft  EIS  addresses  measures 

which  would  mitigate  the  harmful  impacts  on  the  habitat  of  the 
endangered  species.  These  measures  lack  adequate  detail  and  do  not 
represent  a  sufficient  commitment  on  the  part  of  the  Air  Force  to  protect 
the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  No  federally  listed  endangered  species  are  known  to  occur  on 
Fairchild  AFB;  however,  two  federal  candidate  species  and  four  state 
sensitive  species  may  occur  in  habitats  onbase  that  would  be  directly 
affected  by  the  proposed  program.  Impacts  to  these  six  species  may 
include  loss  of  habitat,  increased  mortality,  disruption  of  daily/seasonal 
activities,  and  displacement  to  adjacent  habitats.  Consideration  will  be 
given  to  mitigating  impacts  to  these  species  where  feasible  (see  EIS 
Section  4.6.6. 3). 

504  9  ISSUE:  The  safety  considerations  are  not  specific  to  each  of  the  proposed 

bases  and  do  not  provide  enough  information  for  an  intelligent  assessment, 
e.g.,  where  is  the  nearest  emergency  response  crew  which  would  handle  an 
accident  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  involving  a  nuclear  warhead  and/or 
missile  motor? 

RESPONSE:  There  are  many  levels  of  response  available  depending  on  the 
nature  of  the  emergency.  Firefighting  units  onbase  would  handle  minor 
events.  The  nearest  Department  of  Energy  Radiological  Assistance 
Region  Office  is  in  Richland,  Washington. 

504  10  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  No  Action  Alternative  at  Fairchild  AFB, 

Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  11  ISSUE:  Concerned  about  the  destruction  of  wetlands  in  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  If  Fairchild  AFB  is  chosen  for  deployment  of  the  program,  a 
site  specific  mitigation  plan  would  be  developed  to  mitigate  the  26.6  acres 
of  wetlands  that  would  be  affected.  This  plan  would  be  prepared  in 
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compliance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act 
and  in  cooperation  with  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  other 
interested  agencies. 

ISSUE:  Is  the  program  need  great  enough  to  remove  about  290  acres  of 
prime  farmland  from  Washington? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Adequacy  of  Spokane,  Washington's  solid  waste  disposal  facilities 
is  questioned. 

RESPONSE:  Spokane  proposes  to  build  an  incinerator  to  burn  much  of  the 
solid  waste  generated  in  the  region.  Currently,  its  availability  is 
projected  for  1990  or  1991.  If  the  incinerator  is  not  constructed  then 
Spokane  will  have  to  develop  another  alternative  to  dispose  of  the  1,146 
tons  per  day  generated  in  1992.  Program-related  wastes  are  estimated  to 
be  4.3  tons  per  day  or  less  than  one  percent  of  the  waste  generated  in  the 
Spokane  region  in  1992  and  will  not  affect  the  operation  of  the  incinerator 
or  any  other  facility. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  about  the  potential  shortage  of  low  and 
moderate  income  housing  in  Medical  Lake,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  Program-related  housing  demand  in  Medical  Lake  could 
cause  a  shortage  of  low  and  moderately  priced  housing  in  Medical  Lake. 
However,  excess  demand  can  be  readily  absorbed  by  excess  vacancies  in 
Spokane  (see  EIS  Section  4.6. 1.3). 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  Spokane/Colville,  Washington  tribes 
concerns  were  not  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Based  on  their  past  involvement  with  cultural  resources 
issues  in  the  region,  the  Spokane  and  Colville  groups  were  identified  as 
likely  to  have  an  interest  in  projects  in  the  region.  Subsequently,  in 
accordance  with  Air  Force  Regulation  126-7,  the  American  Indian 
Religious  Freedom  Act,  and  other  applicable  regulations,  the  groups  were 
contacted  about  the  proposed  program.  They  were  provided  with  project 
maps  and  invited  to  express  concerns  about  potential  effects  on  areas 
important  for  sacred  or  heritage  reasons.  Although  concerns  were 
expressed  about  some  areas  in  the  general  region,  no  specific  problems 
(either  sacred  or  ecological)  were  identified  for  the  areas  to  be  affected 
by  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  against  the  program  being  based  in  Spokane, 
Washington  because  nuclear  weapons  are  obsolete  and  pose  environmental 
and  health  hazards. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  facility  at  Fairchild  AFB, 

Washington  as  it  is  reported  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  wetland  mitigation  measures  at 
Fairchild  AFB,  Washington. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  504,  Comment  11. 

504  19  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  mitigation  of  impacts  from  Rail 

Garrison  accidents  and  requests  a  greater  analysis  of  the  threat  to  the 
safety  of  the  entire  region. 

RESPONSE:  Measures  that  will  be  taken  to  prevent  accidents  are 
discussed  in  Section  5.1  of  the  E1S.  The  analysis  of  the  risk  posed  by  the 
system  is  addressed  in  EIS  Sections  5.2  and  5.3,  and  response  and  cleanup 
measures  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  5.5.  These  sections  have  been 
revised  for  the  Final  EIS  to  make  those  discussions  clearer  and  more 
complete. 

504  20  ISSUE:  Commentor  requested  greater  consideration  of  other  alternatives 

and  more  specific  mitigation  measures. 

RESPONSE:  All  appropriate  program  alternatives  are  presented  in  the 
EIS.  Potential  mitigation  are  presented  in  Appendix  A  of  the  EIS. 

504  21  ISSUE:  Sociopsychological  issues  were  not  addressed  in  the  Draft  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

504  22  ISSUE:  Any  significant  exchange  of  nuclear  weapons  would  lead  to  a 

nuclear  winter  and  the  destruction  of  all  humans.  Why  was  not  this 
discussed  in  the  Draft  EIS? 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  23  ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  the  City  Council  of  Spokane, 

Washington's  support  for  the  program.  Feels  there  was  no  citizen  input. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  24  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  26  acres  of  wetland  habitat  will  be 

disturbed  in  Washington  because  of  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  504,  Comment  11. 

504  25  ISSUE:  Continued  human  presence  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  is  bound 

to  have  an  impact  in  the  presence  of  the  burrowing  owl,  rabbits,  and  the 
bluebird. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  activities  may  affect  the  burrowing  owl  and  the 
western  bluebird,  including  loss  of  habitat,  increased  mortality,  disruption 
of  daily/seasonal  activities,  and  displacement  to  adjacent  habitats. 
However,  the  program  will  not  adversely  affect  the  overall  regional 
populations  of  these  two  species  (see  EIS  Section  4.6. 6. 3). 

504  26  ISSUE:  Commentor  recommends  the  No  Action  Alternative  at  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  27  ISSUE:  Commentor  worried  about  a  dollar  for  environment  trade-off. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  28  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  concerned  that  the  bluebird  is  being  pushed  away 

from  its  natural,  predestined  environment  in  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  504,  Comment  25. 

504  29  ISSUE:  The  accident  fatality  risk  calculations  in  the  EIS  are  deficient 

because  it  is  based  on  accident  figures  for  the  entire  nation.  It  is  no 
secret  that  the  rail  system  in  the  western  United  States  is  far  worse  than 
in  the  east.  In  support  of  that  I'd  like  to  point  out  that  at  a  hearing  last 
month,  the  Department  of  Energy  rejected  the  option  of  rail  transport  of 
transuranic  waste  from  the  Hanford  Reservation  to  New  Mexico  on  the 
grounds  that  the  nation's  rail  system  is  unsafe. 

RESPONSE:  Regional  differences  in  rail  accidents  were  investigated  and 
determined  not  to  be  significant  compared  to  other  considerations,  such  as 
the  population  density  differences  between  regions.  For  rail  accident  risk 
calculations,  the  use  of  nationwide  rail  accident  rates  is  reasonable.  The 
hearing  referred  to  was  an  Oregon  Hanford  Advisory  Committee  briefing 
and  information  workshop.  The  "Questions,  Answers,  and  Comments" 
pamphlet  distributed  after  those  workshops  states  that  rail  transport  has 
not  been  ruled  out,  though  truck  transport  is  preferred.  Truck  basing  is 
not  an  option  for  the  Peacekeeper,  so  no  comparison  of  the  relation  of 
truck  transport  versus  rail  has  been  conducted  for  this  EIS. 

504  30  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  include  the  sociopsychological  effects  of  the 

program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

504  31  ISSUE:  Commentor  recommends  the  No  Action  Alternative  at  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  32  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Keith  Aubrey. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  104. 

504  33  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  temporary  nature  of  jobs  created  in 

Washington. 

RESPONSE:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  employment  represents  only  one 
phase  of  ongoing  Department  of  Defense  programs.  The  national 
employment  estimates  should  not  necessarily  be  construed  as  new 
temporary  positions  but  rather  positions  which  would  generally  maintain 
existing  employment  levels  in  the  potentially  affected  industries.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

504  34  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  traffic  on  Interstate  90  in 

Washington  which  would  double  by  the  next  ten  years. 

RESPONSE:  Traffic  along  Interstate  90,  without  the  program,  is  not 
expected  to  double  in  the  next  ten  years.  Impacts  on  transportation  at 
Fairchild  AFB  are  described  in  EIS  Section  4. 6. 3. 3. 
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504  35  ISSUE:  What  is  an  explosive  safety  zone  and  why  is  it  needed?  What  is 

the  chance  of  explosion  and  what  damage  will  be  caused  inside  and  outside 
of  the  zone? 

RESPONSE:  As  a  general  precaution  at  all  Air  Force  bases,  explosive 
safety  zones  provide  safe  distance  between  places  where  explosives 
(including  rocket  propellants)  are  stored  or  processed  and  other  specified 
locations,  such  as  inhabited  buildings,  public  traffic  routes,  recreational 
areas,  utilities,  petroleum  storage  facilities,  and  storage  or  processing 
facilities  for  other  explosives.  Also  see  EIS  Sections  5.1. 1.1,  5.3  and  5.4. 

504  36  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  MX  test  firing  (two  of  three  did 

not  work)  shows  that  the  program  would  be  a  waste  of  taxpayer's  money. 

RESPONSE:  There  have  been  17  successful  launches  of  the  Peacekeeper 
missile  and  all  17  have  performed  beyond  expectations. 

504  37  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Fairchild  AFB, 

Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  38  ISSUE:  The  public  hearing  should  have  been  held  in  Spokane,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

504  39  ISSUE:  Commentor  thinks  more  alternatives  than  the  given  ones  should 

have  been  studied  (i.e.,  less  missiles,  fewer  sites). 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  of  these  alternatives  would  not  be  greater  than  the 
Proposed  or  Alternative  Actions. 

504  40  ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  the  positive  economic  effects  at 

Fairchild  AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

504  41  ISSUE:  By  placing  these  missiles  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  you  are 

inviting  Spokane  as  a  targeted  area  in  the  rail  system. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  42  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  efforts  to  prevent  sabotage  of  Highbridge  preventing 

deployment? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

504  43  ISSUE:  Commentor  favors  the  No  Action  Alternative  at  Fairchild  AFB, 

Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  44  ISSUE:  What  means  will  be  taken  to  provide  protection  for  the  MX 

missiles  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington? 
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RESPONSE:  The  protection  will  be  very  similar  to  that  now  afforded  to 
strategic  weapons  stored  in  the  weapons  storage  area  onbase,  specifically, 
the  dual  fence  line  will  be  extended  to  encompass  the  Rail  Garrison  and 
the  security  force  that  is  on  duty.  This  would  not  only  provide  coverage 
to  the  existing  strategic  weapons  but  also  to  the  Rail  Garrison. 

ISSUE:  How  does  the  Air  Force  plan  on  protecting  the  miles  and  miles  of 
rails  that  the  trains  carrying  the  MX  missiles  will  travel  on? 

RESPONSE:  No  extraordinary  action  would  take  place.  Random 

movement  would  make  exact  location  very  difficult  to  predict. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  questions  the  psychological  harm  in  knowing 

Washington  state  is  a  number  one  target. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  Will  there  be  another  document  discussing  the  psychological  harm 
of  the  Peacekeeper  missiles? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

ISSUE:  Will  the  program  scare  away  future  private  investment  in 

Spokane,  Washington? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  91. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  placement  of  MX  missiles  at  Fairchild 
AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  for  every  million  dollars  that  goes  into 
a  military  program  there  is  a  loss  of  jobs. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Which  counties  in  Washington  will  people  evacuate  to  in  the  event 
of  a  nuclear  attack? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  sabotage  on  the  rail  lines,  especially 
during  a  national  crisis. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  number  one  fear  of  children  in  adolescence  is  a  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  A  nuclear  attack  upon  Spokane,  Washington  could  disrupt  the 
Spokane  Aquifer  which  is  the  city's  sole  source  of  water  supply. 


RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  55  ISSUE:  Would  civilians  or  military  be  driving  the  trains? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comments  4  and  5. 

504  56  ISSUE:  Periodic  drug  testing  has  failed  in  the  past.  What  exactly  do  you 

mean  by  periodic  drug  testing? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

504  57  ISSUE:  How  will  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  affect  toxic 

waste  cleanup  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  482,  Comment  3. 

504  58  ISSUE:  In  com  mentor's  opinion,  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington  is  already  a 

disarmed  target. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  enemy  targeting  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  59  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  drugs  and  alcohol  in  our 

environment.  Requests  that  there  be  mandatory  testing. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  15,  Comment  4. 

504  60  ISSUE:  What  is  the  impact  of  having  these  missiles  in  our  community 

right  in  our  midst?  It  puts  Washington  as  a  target. 

RESPONSE:  Environmental  impacts  to  the  region  around  Fairchild  AFB 
are  described  in  Section  4.6  of  the  EIS.  The  issue  of  being  a  target  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

504  61  ISSUE:  What  evidence  do  we  have  that  somebody  is  getting  ready  to 

attack  us  and  that  we  need  to  have  these  things  here  so  that  we  can 
attack  back  or  attack  first? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  and  enemy  threat  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  62  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  A1  Mangan. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  482. 

504  63  ISSUE:  Additional  and  precise  information  on  the  amount  and  type  of 

toxic  waste  that  would  be  brought  into  our  area  by  having  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  based  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington 
should  be  provided. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  68  and 

Document  50,  Comment  30. 

504  64  ISSUE:  Money  spent  on  other  than  the  military  would  produce  more  jobs. 
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RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyo«._  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

504  65  ISSUE:  Commentor  offended  by  the  name  "Peacekeeper.” 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

504  66  ISSUE:  The  EIS  has  not  addressed  the  environmental  concerns  if  these 

weapons  are  ever  used. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  67  ISSUE:  Concerned  that  Washington  will  become  a  police  state  because  of 

the  increased  civil  strife  and  the  large  number  of  security  personnel 
employed  to  protect  the  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  7. 

504  68  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  favor  of  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  69  ISSUE:  The  MX  is  a  first-strike  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  70  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  a  decision  on  location  of  the  MX  should  not  be 

influenced  by  job  creation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  71  ISSUE:  The  same  amount  of  money  will  produce  many  more  jobs  in  the 

private  sector.  This  needs  to  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

504  72  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  address  the  negative  impacts  on  the  poor. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  the  poor  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

504  73  ISSUE:  All  movement  of  the  trains,  whether  training,  maintenance,  or 

operational  could  make  Spokane,  Washington  subject  to  massive  attack. 
Populated  or  agricultural  areas  should  be  avoided. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  74  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

504  75  IS8UE:  Commentor  recommends  the  No  Action  Alternative  at  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  rail  lines  in  Colville,  Washington 
are  not  in  very  good  shape  and  that  train  derailments  do  and  will  occur. 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  the  likelihood  of  a  rail  accident  is  discussed 
in  EIS  Chapter  5.  Also  see  responses  to  Document  15,  Comment  3  and 
Document  24,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  does  not  believe  that  military  spending  is  good  for  the 
economics  of  the  community  or  country.  Thinks  that  missiles  for  money 
and  jobs  are  not  a  good  reason  for  them  to  be  deployed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  An  alternative  investment  of  money  scenario  should  be  discussed 
along  with  a  cumulative  discussion  of  all  military  programs  in  the 
community  rather  than  incremental  for  each  new  system. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  It  is  a  financial  burden  to  the  cities  and  counties  where  arrests  to 
protestors  are  made. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  10. 

ISSUE:  -Commentor  upset  that  one  third  of  the  time  at  the  public  hearing 
was  used  for  Air  Force  presentation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  39,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  address  the  vulnerability  of  track  damage  and 
derailment  using  information  currently  available  concerning  derailments 
in  the  United  States. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  discuss  the  disruption  and  expense  caused  by 
"people  of  conscience"  occupying  the  tracks. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  10. 

ISSUE:  How  many  weapons  do  we  need  for  deterrence? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  address  the  impact  of  missile  propellant  explosions 
in  rural  areas  as  well  as  urban  areas. 

RESPONSE:  The  impact  of  missile  propellant  explosions  is  addressed  in 
Sections  5.3. 1.4  and  5.4  of  the  EIS. 

IS8UE:  What  is  the  probability  of  an  action  or  accident  between  armed 
security  personnel  and  civilians? 


RESPONSE:  Minimal.  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  19. 

504  86  ISSUE:  Wartime  effects  and  impacts  on  arms  control  should  be  discussed 

in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  87  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  the  No  Action  Alternative  at  Fairchild 

AFB,  Washington  be  taken. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  88  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Fairchild  AFB, 

Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  rejponse  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  89  ISSUE:  How  many  of  the  26.5  acres  of  wetlands  in  Washington  will  be 

disturbed  by  the  nonprogram-related  relocation  of  the  Survival  School? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Training  Command  Survival  School  will  be  relocated 
to  an  area  south  of  the  Fairchild  AFB  flightline  (see  EIS  Figure  4.6-1). 
The  area  that  would  be  affected  consists  of  agricultural  land  and  mixed 
grass-shrub.  No  wetland  areas  will  be  affected  by  this  relocation  (see  EIS 
Section  4.6.6. 2,  Figure  4.6. 6-1  and  Section  4.6. 6.3). 

504  90  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Honorable  A1  Ogdon. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  62. 

504  91  ISSUE:  The  EIS  is  not  complete  because  it  does  not  follow  the  definition 

of  environment. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.2. 

504  92  ISSUE:  Commentor  is  offended  that  the  Peacekeeper  is  looked  at  as  a 

deterrent  when  it  really  comes  down  to  a  show  of  force. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  93  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  the  missile  is 

vulnerable. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  94  ISSUE:  Money  spent  on  the  program  is  a  waste  and  makes  Spokane, 

Washington  a  number  one  target. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  95  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  effects  of  the  program  on  the 

aquifer  in  Spokane,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  The  City  of  Spokane  relies  on  the  Spokane  Aquifer  for  its 
entire  water  supply  and  the  aquifer  has  been  designated  as  a  sole  source 
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aquifer  by  the  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  is  projected  to  have  minimal  effects  upon  this  aquifer  (see  EIS 
Sections  4. 6. 7. 2  and  4. 6. 7. 3). 

504  96  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  the  air  quality  of  Spokane,  Washington 

has  never  been  able  to  meet  its  standards. 

RESPONSE:  Although  the  City  of  Spokane  is  designated  as  a 

nonattainment  area  for  carbon  monoxide  (CO)  and  particulates,  Fairchild 
AFB  is  classified  as  attainment  for  these  pollutants  as  well  as  for  all  the 
other  criteria  pollutants.  The  emissions  emitted  from  the  Proposed 
Action,  both  during  the  construction  and  operations  phases,  will  cause 
negligible  impacts  on  the  air  quality  in  the  City  of  Spokane  and  in  Spokane 
County.  The  total  particulate  burden  in  Spokane  County  would 
temporarily  increase  only  two  percent  during  the  construction  phase  while 
CO  burden  increase  would  be  about  0.1  percent.  During  the  operations 
phase,  the  particulate  burden  would  return  to  near  the  same  level  that 
existed  prior  to  the  construction  phase,  and  the  CO  burden  increase  would 
remain  near  the  0.1-percent  level  (see  EIS  Section  4.6.9). 

504  97  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  at  Fairchild  AFB,  Washington. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  98  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  environmental  impact  upon 

fields,  wetlands,  and  all  that  dwells  there,  especially  the  humans. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

504  99  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  Spokane,  Washington  will  be  a  first-strike 

target.  We  are  being  held  hostage  by  our  enemies. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

504  100  ISSUE:  A  psychological  and  spiritual  study  of  effects  on  parents  and 

children  should  be  done. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

504  101  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  David  Carroll. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  364. 

505  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  3  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  beneficial  effects  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  might  be  greater  than  the  Draft  EIS  indicates. 
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RESPONSE:  Noted. 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


505 


4  ISSUE:  Resolution  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

5  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  James  Earl. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  96. 

6  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

7  ISSUE:  Resolution  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

8  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  the  Honorable  Raymond  Trosen. 
RESPONSE:  See  Document  314. 

9  ISSUE:  How  many  accidents  have  occurred  in  the  last  15  years  concerning 
missiles  that  use  liquid  fuel?  What  can  be  done  to  contain  such  a  fire  and 
what  is  the  effect  of  the  toxic  fumes  generated  by  the  fire? 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Chapter  5. 

10  ISSUE:  What  effects  do  hydrogen-chloride  and  hydrogen-oxide  have  on  the 
human  body? 

RESPONSE:  A  discussion  of  the  human  health  effects  of  hydrogen- 
chloride  and  nitrogen-oxide  can  be  found  in  EIS  Section  5.4. 

11  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Frank  Coe. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  225. 

12  ISSUE:  Resolution  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

13  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

14  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

15  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  MX  missile. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  16  ISSUE:  The  jobs  created  by  the  program  in  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota  are 

not  permanent.  The  program  expected  lifetime  is  20  years.  At  the  end  of 
20  years,  the  program  could  be  abandoned. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

505  17  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  disagrees  with  population  projections  and  subsequent 

housing  analysis. 

RESPONSE:  Population  projections  are  from  the  North  Dakota  Census 
Data  Center,  Department  of  Agricultural  Economics,  North  Dakota 
Agricultural  Experiment  Station,  North  Dakota  State  University,  Fargo, 
North  Dakota.  They  were  deemed  the  best  available  and  were  updated  to 
reflect  recent  information.  Based  upon  these  projections,  no  shortages  in 
the  general  housing  market  were  projected.  EIS  Section  4.7. 1.3  indicates, 
however,  that  increases  in  competition  for  low-cost  housing  are  expected 
and  might  result  in  the  use  of  substandard  units. 

505  18  ISSUE:  The  costs  of  the  modified  or  eliminated  program  at  Grand  Forks, 

North  Dakota  should  be  discussed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

505  19  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  the  economic  benefits  are  not  worth  it. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

505  20  ISSUE:  Resolution  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  21  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  22  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  23  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Lonny  Winrich. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  316. 

505  24  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  adequately  discusses  impacts  and  Grand  Forks, 

North  Dakota  can  accommodate  any  program-related  growth. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

505  25  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  26  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  27  ISSUE:  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota  is  an  ideal  location  for  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  28  ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  the  conclusion  of  negligible  cultural 

impacts  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota  particularly  with  regard  to 
railroad  spurs  being  located  near  or  in  the  very  area  where  some  burial 
sites  have  been  discovered. 

RESPONSE:  Construction  of  a  possible  second  rail  egress  is  not  a  part  of 
the  Proposed  or  Alternative  Actions,  and  was  not  analyzed  in  detail.  EIS 
Section  4.7.14  is  intended  simply  to  identify  major  concerns  requiring 
further  analysis  should  a  second  rail  line  be  considered  in  the  future.  In 
that  event,  detailed  archaeological  studies  would  be  conducted  and 
important  sites  avoided  to  the  extent  possible  through  program  redesign. 
Because  this  is  a  site-specific  EIS,  impact  assessments  refer  to  those 
particular  locations  that  would  be  affected  by  Rail  Garrison  facilities. 
Arc  meologists  from  the  University  of  North  Dakota  conducted  survey  and 
testing  in  the  proposed  impact  areas  at  the  base.  Only  two  sites  were 
identified  and  neither  qualify  as  historically  important  according  to 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria.  Site  importance  is 
evaluated  in  relation  to  this  specific  set  of  criteria  established  by  law,  and 
in  consultation  with  the  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer. 

505  29  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  30  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Martin  Zeilig. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  317. 

505  31  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  32  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ronnie  Diane  Rosenberg. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  315. 

505  33  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  34  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


505  35  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  36  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  because  it  is  not  morally 

justified,  is  vulnerable  to  attack,  is  a  first-strike  weapon,  and  affects  the 
psychological  well-being  of  the  young. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

505  37  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  38  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Curtis  Stofferahn. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  318. 

505  39  ISSUE:  Commentor  disagrees  with  the  current  United  States  military 

policy. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  40  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  the  economic  advantages  are  not  worth  it. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

505  41  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  quality  of  life  in  Grand  Forks,  North 

Dakota  because  of  increased  importance  as  a  target  for  nuclear  attack. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  42  ISSUE:  Human  resources  could  be  used  to  better  the  community  instead 

of  increasing  the  nuclear  arms  race. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  43  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  44  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Richard  Frank. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  319. 

505  45  IS8UE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


505  46  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  47  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  48  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ronnie  Rosenberg. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  315. 

505  49  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  weapons  system  because  of  morality, 

feasibility,  and  what  will  happen  strategically  if  it  is  deployed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  50  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  possible  detonation  or  explosion  of 

nuclear  weapons  during  the  time  of  dispersal  on  the  rail  lines  of  the  MX 
missiles. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

505  51  ISSUE:  Are  there  test  data  available  to  show  that  a  nuclear  detonation 

cannot  occur  in  an  accident  scenario? 

RESPONSE:  The  nuclear  system  certification  process  described  in  EIS 
Section  5.1.1  provides  the  data  that  demonstrates  that  a  nuclear 
detonation  is  virtually  impossible.  In  addition,  see  the  Department  of 
Energy  EISs  referred  to  in  EIS  Section  5. 

505  52  ISSUE:  If  one  warhead  is  detonated,  would  the  other  19  on  the  train  be 

detonated? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  45. 

505  53  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  54  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  55  ISSUE:  By  putting  these  missiles  on  rails,  you  are  escalating  the  chance  of 

a  first  strike. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  56  ISSUE:  Who  is  going  to  pay  for  the  impact  of  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota 
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when  the  Air  Force  moves  the  people  out  and  those  jobs  evaporate? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

505  57  ISSUE:  The  money  would  be  better  spent  on  other  services. 

RESPONSE:  The  issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

505  58  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  A1  Hermondson. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  337. 

505  59  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Virginia  Miller. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  311. 

505  60  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  safety  section  conclusions. 

RESPONSE:  The  com  mentor's  concern  is  noted.  The  conclusions  in  the 
Safety  section  were  based  on  the  most  current  information  available, 
years  of  experience  in  weapon  development  and  deployment,  and  an 
exhaustive  study  by  highly  qualified  researchers.  Barring  specific 
comments  on  any  of  these  areas,  a  more  specific  reply  cannot  be  provided. 

505  61  ISSUE:  Military  spending  would  be  better  used  on  community  services. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

505  62  ISSUE:  Canadians  need  to  have  a  say  in  what  happens  near  their  border. 

Also  need  a  discussion  of  the  environmental  impact  of  a  Soviet  nuclear 
strike  on  the  MX  missiles  and  how  Canada  would  be  impacted. 

RESPONSE:  The  President  and  Congress  will  make  the  final  decision  on 
deployment  of  the  system.  Issues  of  environmental  impact  of  a  nuclear 
strike  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3, 
Comment  1. 

505  63  ISSUE:  Storing  several  nuclear  warheads  in  the  railroad  garrison  all  in  one 

place  seems  a  very  unsafe  and  destabilizing  proposal.  Does  not  this 
grouping  of  missiles  in  trains  make  us  an  easy,  first-rate  target? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

505  64  ISSUE:  More  research  should  be  done  for  another  system  that  will  not 

cause  any  community  to  become  such  a  primary  target. 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  1  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  the  Honorable  Doug  Wood. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  219. 

506  2  ISSUE:  The  people  of  north  Pulaski  County  give  unqualified  support  of 
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RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  14  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Jerry  Halsell. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  397. 

506  15  ISSUE:  Will  any  security  commander  or  subordinate  have  the  power  to 

automatically  detain  or  search  persons  found  on  the  railroad  rights-of-way 
as  may  be  done  on  military  reservations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  12. 

506  16  ISSUE:  Will  homes  and  properties  immediately  adjacent  to  the  rights-of- 

way  be  subject  to  unannounced  searches  and/or  systematic  observation? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

506  17  ISSUE:  Will  plainclothes  or  secret  agents  be  stationed  in  towns,  villages, 

or  at  other  intervals  along  MX  rail  lines  for  security  purposes? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

506  18  ISSUE:  Will  persons  living  near  the  MX  routes  be  advised  that  their 

activities  are  subject  to  systematic  monitoring? 

RESPONSE:  They  will  not  be  subjected  to  systematic  monitoring. 

506  19  ISSUE:  Will  deployment  of  the  MX  result  in  the  establishment  of  a 

network  of  secret  police  across  the  dispersal  area? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  established 

506  20  ISSUE:  Will  there  be  Congressional  oversight  of  this  security  network? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  established. 

506  21  ISSUE:  Is  it  reasonable  to  ask  citizens  to  allow  the  formation  and 

widespread  deployment  of  another  secret  security  organization? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  established. 

506  22  ISSUE:  To  what  uses,  other  than  the  MX  railway  security,  will  the 

security  network  be  utilized? 

RESPONSE:  No  network  of  secret  police  will  be  established. 

506  23  ISSUE:  What  additional  security  measures  will  be  taken  to  prevent 

sabotage  or  acts  of  terrorism?  What  is  the  environmental  impact  of  the 
above  safeguards? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  7  and  21. 

506  24  ISSUE:  The  No  Action  Alternative  has  not  been  properly  considered  in 

terms  of  economic  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  31. 
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506  25  ISSUE:  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  $10  to  $15  billion  were  spent 

on  education  instead  of  the  military? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  366,  Comment  7. 

506  26  ISSUE:  Why  haven't  other  MX  basing  modes  been  considered? 

RESPONSE:  Comparison  of  basing  modes  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  E1S. 

506  27  ISSUE:  Why  hasn't  a  discussion  of  MX  deletion  been  considered? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  28  ISSUE:  Descriptions  in  the  Proposed  Action  fail  to  specify  whether 

missiles  are  the  ones  currently  in  silos. 

RESPONSE:  The  Proposed  Action  assumes  50  new  missiles. 

506  29  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  any  kind  of  nuclear  weapon. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  30  ISSUE:  What  would  be  the  effect  on  groundwater  if  an  accident  in 

northern  Arkansas  caused  seepage  of  propellants? 

RESPONSE:  The  missile  solid  propellants  are  relatively  insoluble  in  water 
and  do  not  pose  any  threat  to  the  water  supplies.  The  liquid  propellants 
are  quite  volatile  and  reactive  so  they  would  evaporate  or  react  with 
plants,  soil  and  other  substances  rather  than  seep  into  the  water  supply. 
The  consequences  of  propellant  releases  are  described  in  Section  5.4  of 
the  EIS. 

506  31  ISSUE:  Would  missiles  used  be  those  currently  in  silos  at  F.E.  Warren 

AFB,  Wyoming?  If  new  missiles  are  involved,  why  aren't  costs  included 
for  their  manufacture?  If  missiles  are  taken  from  silos,  why  is  loss  of  silo 
jobs  not  taken  into  consideration? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  390,  Comment  1. 

506  32  ISSUE:  The  railroad  system  should  be  preserved  for  transportation,  not  a 

toy  for  the  military. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  33  ISSUE:  The  Proposed  Action  fails  to  specify  whether  missiles  are  to  be 

removed  from  silos  and  what  impact  the  removal  would  have  on  the 
Alternative  Action. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  21. 

506  34  ISSUE:  Since  current  weapons  would  endure  a  Soviet  surprise  attack  with 

enough  weaponry  to  retaliate,  doesn't  this  constitute  "sufficient  military 
strength?" 

RE8PONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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506  35  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  36  ISSUE:  What  dangers  are  posed  to  civilians  living  or  traveling  near  tracks 

who  might  be  misidentified  as  a  threat  to  trains?  Will  personnel  be 
authorized  to  use  force?  Will  trains  be  authorized  to  run  over  protestors? 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  12  and 

Document  366,  Comment  21. 

506  37  ISSUE:  What  is  the  purpose  of  the  400-foot-long  attached  shelter  and  the 

attached  supplemental  railcars?  Is  their  cost  included  in  the  discussion? 

RESPONSE:  The  attached  shelter  will  be  used  to  house  any  supplemental 
rail  cars  which  may  be  used.  The  cost  is  included  in  the  cost  estimates  of 
the  program  described  in  EIS  Section  4.1.1. 

506  38  ISSUE:  Is  the  purchase  price  of  the  supplemental  rail  cars  included  in  the 

overall  cost  estimates  of  the  program? 

RESPONSE:  Yes. 

506  39  ISSUE:  How  many  cars  will  fit  into  the  shelter?  Will  supplemental  cars 

be  too  great  in  number? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  473,  Comment  23. 

506  40  ISSUE:  The  dollars  to  be  spent  in  the  Draft  EIS  are  in  1986  dollars.  Will 

this  be  updated? 

RESPONSE:  The  most  recent  economic  series  data  available  are  for  the 
year  1986,  therefore,  all  estimates  are  presented  in  constant  1986  dollars. 

506  41  ISSUE:  Why  should  the  public  believe  this  MX  program  is  conducted  more 

safely  than  prior  MX  programs?  Why  are  trains  tested  but  missiles  are 
not? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  473,  Comment  15. 

506  42  ISSUE:  Homebuilders  Association  of  greater  Little  Rock,  Arkansas 

supports  missile  deployment  in  Arkansas. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  43  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Bill  Gwatney. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  396. 

506  44  ISSUE:  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  Jacksonville,  Arkansas  supports 

deployment  of  the  MX  at  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas  because  it  is  needed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  45  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Fred  Deveau. 
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RESPONSE:  See  Document  50. 


506 


506 
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506 
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506 


506 


506 


506 
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46  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  John  Ball. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  481. 

47  ISSUE:  How  much  destruction  can  ten  warheads  cause? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  See  response  to 
Document  3,  Comment  1. 

48  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Elizabeth  DeVeau. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  50. 

49  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

50  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ralph  Desmarais. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  87. 

51  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Trusten  Holden. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  400. 

52  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ruth  Bell. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  401. 

53  ISSUE:  Commentor  requests  that  surface  water  quality  in  Arkansas  be 
addressed  in  case  of  an  accident. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  401,  Comment  4. 

54  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  MX  missile  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

55  ISSUE:  Will  civil  dispatchers  be  required  to  submit  to  security  clearance, 
random  drug  testing,  and  medical  and  psychological  screening?  Would 
measures  be  taken  to  make  sure  dispatchers  show  up  in  a  crisis  situation? 

RESPONSE:  This  is  still  to  be  determined  between  the  Air  Force  and  the 
railroads.  Operational  procedures  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

56  ISSUE:  What  indicators  were  used  to  generate  employment  figures?  EIS 
Table  4. 1.1-1  figures  are  in  error  because  of  lack  of  fluctuation  in  the 
jobs/billion  ratio  obtained  by  dividing  employment  by  actual  dollars  spent. 

RESPONSE:  National  employment  effects  were  estimated  using  a 

national  input-output  model  developed  by  the  U.S.  Bureau  of  Economic 
Analysis.  The  minor  fluctuations  in  jobs/billion  ratio  stems  from  the  fact 
that  only  a  few  industry  sectors  would  receive  the  majority  of  the 
economic  stimulus. 
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506  57  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  nuclear  weapons  and  money  being  used  to 

support  a  military/industrial  complex. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  58  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  MX  missile  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  59  ISSUE:  Commentor  not  opposed  to  national  security  but  is  opposed  to  the 

MX  missile. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

506  60  ISSUE:  What  is  peacetime?  What  sort  of  threat  will  no  longer  be 

peacetime?  How  many  miles  away  will  it  be  before  there  is  a  direct 
threat? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  454,  Comment  3. 

506  61  ISSUE:  What  is  national  need? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

506  62  ISSUE:  What  were  the  chances  of  explosion  for  the  Titan? 

RESPONSE:  Chances  of  explosion  on  Titan  missiles  is  not  in  the  scope  of 
this  document.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  34. 

506  63  ISSUE:  What  will  the  net  positive  effect  of  short-term  jobs  be  on 

Jacksonville,  Arkansas  or  the  nation  as  a  whole? 

RESPONSE:  Some  of  the  program-related  jobs  (especially  direct 

construction  jobs)  will  be  of  short  duration.  The  economic  effects  of  this 
program  would  be  to  employ  workers  and  material  that  may  have 
otherwise  been  unused  or  underutilized.  This  would  create  jobs,  income, 
and  spending  in  the  affected  area. 

506  64  ISSUE:  How  extensive  will  the  "off  limits”  perimeter  be? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  22 

506  65  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  be  required  to  fire  on  anyone  near  the  tracks  as 

the  MX  railcars  pass? 

RESPONSE:  No. 

506  66  ISSUE:  Will  landowners  adjacent  to  the  tracks  be  required  to  remove 

trees  and  other  things  that  might  provide  cover  for  attackers? 

RESPONSE:  No.  Railway  rights-of-way  are  the  responsibility  of 

individual  railroad  companies.  The  security  provisions  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  will  not  cause  disruption  of  the  lives  of 
those  living  near  the  garrisons  or  the  rail  lines  that  the  system  might  use. 

506  67  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Gerry  Getty. 
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RESPONSE:  See  Document  89. 
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68  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Catherine  Markey. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  232. 

69  ISSUE:  How  do  you  know  the  trains  leaving  sheds  will  not  provoke  a  first 
strike  by  the  Soviet  Union? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

70  ISSUE:  How  will  weight  and  length  of  the  car  affect  rail  or  tire  failure, 
excessive  rocking,  too  high  center  of  gravity,  tipping  and  weight 
distribution,  or  flexing  and  turning  radius? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

71  ISSUE:  How  easy  is  it  for  terrorists  or  attackers  to  identify  these  trains? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

72  ISSUE:  Once  the  trains  get  rolling  around,  how  do  you  call  them  back? 

RESPONSE:  During  dispersal,  the  Peacekeeper  trains  would  continue  to 
operate  on  the  national  rail  network  until  directed  by  a  higher  authority  to 
return  to  the  garrisons  (see  EIS  Section  1.4.4). 

73  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  requests  that  the  Air  Force  clean  up  the  Vertac  site 
and  Agent  Orange  storage  before  another  mess  is  made. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  mitigation  of  prior  incidents  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

74  ISSUE:  The  Final  EIS  should  address  the  problem  of  passing  this  train 
through  the  Vertac  site. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  506,  Comment  73. 

75  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  MX  missile  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

76  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Emma  Knight. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  382. 

77  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  morals  of  the  country. 
RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

78  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  MX  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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507  1  ISSUE:  The  missile  will  not  change  much  in  the  Great  Falls,  Montana 

area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  2  ISSUE:  Will  the  Air  Force  pay  for  the  extra  demands  placed  on  our 

schools  in  Great  Falls,  Montana,  our  streets,  and  our  county  services? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  47. 

507  3  ISSUE:  If  the  President,  Congress,  and  the  Pentagon  support  this  system 

deployment,  so  do  I. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  4  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB, 

Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  5  ISSUE:  Is  the  quality  of  security  force  adequate  at  Malmstrom  AFB, 

Montana? 

RESPONSE:  Yes. 

507  6  ISSUE:  Would  construction  resources  such  as  gravel  be  adequate  to 

withstand  added  demand? 

RESPONSE:  Studies  have  been  conducted  to  identify  aggregate  resources 
and  production  rates  for  the  area.  It  has  been  concluded  that  aggregate 
resources  for  the  area  exceed  the  demand  of  the  proposed  program  and  do 
not  present  any  concern  for  local  producers  or  anticipated  demands. 

507  7  ISSUE:  This  missile's  very  nature  could  be  considered  threatening  to  the 

Soviet  Union  which  would  initiate  a  first  strike.  Do  we  really  need  it  at 
present?  Do  we  need  to  spend  money  on  this  system  that  is  already 
outdated  and  not  needed? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

507  8  ISSUE:  Are  the  people  going  to  be  made  aware  of  expected  train  routes? 

RESPONSE:  No.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  29. 

507  9  ISSUE:  By  "credible  track"  do  you  mean  the  rail  is  workable  and  operable? 

RESPONSE:  No  reference  to  credible  track  could  be  found.  A  study  made 
by  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration  and  the  Association  of  American 
Railroads  found  most  of  the  track  in  the  national  rail  network  suitable  for 
our  trains.  Credible  track  is  track  with  the  physical  characteristics 
necessary  to  permit  unlimited  movement  of  the  Peacekeeper  train  during 
dispersed  operations.  Also  see  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

507  10  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  national  defense  policy. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Paul  Stephens. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  234. 

ISSUE:  Has  removal  of  gravel  been  looked  at  in  relation  to  what  it  will  do 
to  future  generations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  507,  Comment  6. 

ISSUE:  Will  public  hearings  be  held  in  other  areas  besides  Great  Falls, 
Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ray  Jergeson. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  270. 

ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  is  not  an  objective  analysis  of  impacts  but  an 
elaborate  rationalization  of  decisions  already  made. 

RESPONSE:  The  Draft  EIS  was  prepared  using  the  most  recent  data  and 
appropriate  scientific  methodologies  available,  and  was  subject  to 
vigorous  review  by  experts  in  all  environmental  fields.  The  purpose  of  the 
document  is  to  present  an  unbiased  evaluation  capable  of  withstanding 
close  scrutiny  and  challenge. 

ISSUE:  Why  was  only  one  hearing  held  in  Montana? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  Why  is  construction  underway  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana  for 
the  Midgetman  launcher  storage  building  and  offices? 

RESPONSE:  Research  and  development  is  continuing  on  the  ICBM.  The 
facilities  being  constructed  at  Malmstrom  AFB  are  for  storage  of  the 
engineering  test  unit  of  the  Small  ICBM  Hard  Mobile  Launcher. 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  tends  to  gloss  over  harmful  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  of  deploying  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  are 
discussed  in  Chapter  4  of  the  EIS. 

ISSUE:  Economic  activity  brought  on  by  the  project  will  increase  national 
inflation.  Diversion  of  program  funds  from  private  to  governmental 
factors  will  weaken  our  economy  and  add  to  the  national  debt.  Attracting 
new  businesses  and  tourists  will  become  harder  for  Great  Falls,  Montana 
as  they  become  more  dependent  on  the  military  economy  and  get  a 
reputation  of  being  in  the  missile  business. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  An  upgraded  missile  program  would  assist  United  States  deterrent 
effort  in  maintaining  a  peaceful  status. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  21  ISSUE:  Have  bases  been  prioritized  as  to  which  one  gets  the  missiles  first 

if  the  program  is  implemented? 

RESPONSE:  The  bases  have  not  been  prioritized  at  this  time. 

507  22  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  will  support  the  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana 

if  our  elected  officials  decide  to  implement  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  23  ISSUE:  What  is  a  credible  accident? 

RESPONSE:  That  term  refers  to  accidents  that  have  some  chance, 
however  remote,  of  occurring. 

507  24  ISSUE:  When  there  is  land  acquisition,  does  the  "fair-market  value" 

include  the  future  value  after  the  Air  Force  improves  it  with  housing,  for 
example? 

RESPONSE:  Local  appraisers  who  are  familiar  with  local  realty 

conditions  will  calculate  the  fair  market  value  of  the  land  at  the  time  of 
acquisition.  The  Air  Force  is  required  by  law  to  offer  the  full  value  that 
the  appraiser  determines  that  property  is  worth.  The  proposed  future  use 
of  the  property  to  be  acquired  does  not  affect  the  fair  market  value  at  the 
time  of  acquisition. 

507  25  ISSUE:  Safety  concerns  during  dismantling  should  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

507  26  ISSUE:  The  League  of  Women  Voters  does  not  support  the  MX  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  27  ISSUE:  Sabotage  of  rail  lines  is  not  adequately  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

507  28  ISSUE:  Who  is  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.? 

RESPONSE:  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  is  a  major  consulting  firm  with  over  two 
decades  of  experience  in  environmental  and  engineering  programs  for  both 
the  United  States  government  and  civilian-sector  clients. 

507  29  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  did  not  consider  comments  made  in  the  scoping 

hearing. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

507  30  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Allan  Hahn. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  294. 

507  31  ISSUE:  What  is  the  average  speed  of  trains  in  the  system?  Is  it  integrated 

into  an  operational  system  of  the  line  it  is  on? 
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RESPONSE:  The  train  is  capable  of  55  to  60  mph,  but  the  average  speed 
during  dispersal  will  be  about  30  mph.  Yes,  it  will  be  integrated  into  the 
commercial  rail  networks. 

507  32  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB, 

Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  33  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  nuclear  weapon  technology. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  34  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  failed  to  include  a  schedule  of  projected  cost 

overruns,  nor  the  cost  of  bombs. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  cost  overruns  and  the  cost  of  warheads  are  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1 

507  35  ISSUE:  How  can  the  Air  Force  assess  the  reliability  of  the  MX  with  no 

planned  testing  on  the  rail? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  118,  Comment  1. 

507  36  ISSUE:  The  existing  Montana  track  is  in  deplorable  condition.  Weathering 

of  the  track  has  not  been  taken  into  consideration,  nor  has  the 
vulnerability  to  sabotage. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comment  3  and 

Document  24,  Comment  2. 

507  37  ISSUE:  Building  a  missile  system  does  not  promote  peace  or  international 

stability. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  38  ISSUE:  Com  mentor's  opinion  is  that  the  MX  missiles  are  bad  business.  It 

will  turn  Great  Falls,  Montana  into  a  garrison  town. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  39  ISSUE:  Are  there  any  provisions  made  to  help  defray  the  costs  of 

transportation  and  jail  problems? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  507,  Comment  2. 

507  40  ISSUE:  In  the  south  site  option  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana,  the  airstrip 

is  located  in  an  explosive  safety  zone.  Is  this  wise? 

RESPONSE:  Explosive  safety  zones  are  established  to  preclude  large 
numbers  of  people  from  gathering  for  long  periods  of  time  in  areas  where 
potential  accidents  could  harm  them.  Short-term  presence  in  the  zones  is 
permitted  and  involves  negligible  risk. 

507  41  ISSUE:  Will  an  internal  power  system  be  sufficient  since  Montana  Power 

lines  are  not  adequate  to  handle  increased  loads? 
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RESPONSE:  At  this  time,  Montana  Power  indicates  that  their  lines  will 
be  adequate  (see  EIS  Section  4.9.2). 

507  42  ISSUE:  Commentor  hopes  we  can  find  a  middleground  of  utilization  of 

these  monies  for  civilian  purposes. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

507  43  ISSUE:  National  need  can  be  redefined  at  any  time  by  the  Department  of 

Defense. 

RESPONSE:  The  President  and  Congress  define  national  need.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  98. 

507  44  ISSUE:  Who  owns  Tetra  Tech? 

RESPONSE:  Tetra  Tech  is  an  employee-owned  company. 

507  45  ISSUE:  The  Great  Falls  Chamber  of  Commerce  supports  the  program  at 

Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  46  ISSUE:  Do  the  command,  communication  and  control  systems 

necessitated  by  Rail  Garrison  pose  any  type  of  threat  to  human  health  of 
Great  Falls,  Montana? 

RESPONSE:  Command  and  control  communication  systems  will  use 

existing  technology.  No  threats  to  human  health  as  a  result  of  their  use 
have  been  identified. 

507  47  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  the  effect  of  the  dispersal  of 

radiation  of  toxic  substances,  and  is  uneasy  about  living  near  a  genuine 
hazard. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  68. 

507  48  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  49  ISSUE:  Were  current  projects  on  Highway  87  taken  into  account  when 

considering  road  congestion  at  Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana?  Is  the  problem 
temporary  or  minimal? 

RESPONSE:  Current  projects  were  taken  into  account  during  the  analysis 
but  temporary  impacts  may  be  felt  during  construction. 

507  50  ISSUE:  Who  will  have  final  review  of  the  EIS?  Will  Congress  and  the 

administration  have  final  say  as  to  the  approval  and  implementation  of  the 
program? 

RESPONSE:  The  EIS  will  be  reviewed  by  the  President,  Congress,  and  the 
Department  of  Defense.  The  purpose  of  this  EIS  is  to  provide  an  objective 
appraisal  of  the  environmental  impacts  associated  with  deployment  of  the 
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Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program.  The  findings  of  this  EIS  and  other 
factors  such  as  operational  aspects,  costs,  and  strategic  posturing  will  be 
considered  by  the  President  and  Congress  in  the  decision-making  process. 

507  51  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB, 

Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  52  ISSUE:  More  hearings  should  have  been  held  in  Montana,  in  particular, 

Havre,  or  Shelby. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

507  53  ISSUE:  Could  the  Soviet  satellites  see  trains  leaving  their  garrison? 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

507  54  ISSUE:  How  many  different  garrisons  are  proposed?  How  many  trains  are 

proposed  for  Great  Falls,  Montana. 

RESPONSE:  Malmstrom  AFB  and  ten  other  locations  are  being 

considered.  Up  to  four  trains  for  the  Proposed  Action  and  up  to  six  trains 
for  the  Alternative  Action  could  be  based  at  Great  Falls. 

507  55  ISSUE:  How  much  time  would  the  United  States  have  to  deploy  the  Rail 

Garrison  if  missiles  were  launched  from  shores  outside  Washington? 

RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  56  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  world  is  not  a  safer  place  because  of  nuclear 

weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

507  57  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB, 

Montana. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  1  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  because  the  City  of  Minot, 

North  Dakota  has  already  negotiated  the  purchase  of  land  necessary  to 
deploy  the  garrison;  the  socioeconomic  value  of  Rail  Garrison  far 
outweighs  the  loss  of  potential  revenue  from  oil  and  gas  leases;  and  the 
region  has  the  necessary  growth  potential  in  land,  housing,  schools,  and 
energy  and  water  resources  to  absorb  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

508  2  ISSUE:  Commentor  stated  that  Minot's  current  water  supply  is  adequate 

to  accommodate  the  proposed  program.  Small  increases  in  water  use 
would  not  interfere  with  existing  major  users. 

RESPONSE:  This  is  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.10.7.3. 
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ISSUE:  Minot,  North  Dakota's  wastewater  treatment  plant  is  approaching 
capacity,  but  added  flows  should  not  overfill. 

RESPONSE:  A  study  prepared  by  the  city  evaluating  potential 

improvements  to  the  wastewater  system  is  currently  under  review  by  the 
Minot  City  Council  and  will  be  reviewed  by  the  state  and  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  during  the  upcoming  months.  Final 
action  by  the  city  should  provide  additional  capacity  to  process  projected 
baseline  flows. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  stated  that  the  added  demand  of  less  than  one-tenth 
of  one  percent  of  the  annual  average  flow  of  the  Souris  River  in  North 
Dakota  would  not  degrade  the  baseline  water  quality. 

RESPONSE:  This  is  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.10.7.3. 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  stated  that  the  erosion  and  associated  sediment 
transport  to  Egg  Creek,  North  Dakota  is  expected  to  be  limited  and  have 
only  minor  and  intermittent  effects  on  the  water  quality  of  the  creek. 

RESPONSE:  This  is  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.10.7.3. 

ISSUE:  The  upgrading  of  14  miles  of  existing  railroad  track  would  cause 
some  sedimentation  during  infrequent  periods  of  storm  water  runoff  but 
when  soil  stabilization  efforts  have  been  in  effect,  the  sedimentation 
would  clear. 

RESPONSE:  This  is  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.10.7.3. 

ISSUE:  Effects  on  groundwater  quantity  and  quality  are  expected  to  be 
minor  because  the  Minot,  North  Dakota  aquifer  has  a  natural  recharge 
which  is  more  than  twice  its  anticipated  baseline  plus  program  pumpage. 

RESPONSE:  This  is  stated  in  EIS  Section  4.10.7.3. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  stated  that  the  program  would  have  positive  economic 
impacts  on  the  Minot,  North  Dakota  area  and  would  do  no  damage  to  the 
environment. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota  due  to  economic  activity  it  would  maintain  and  because  of  strong 
patriotic  population  in  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  stated  that  the  local  utility  deems  that  the  increase 
of  three-tenths  of  one  percent  in  1992  would  be  no  problem. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  stated  that  displacement  of  waterfowl  >nd  shorebirds 
is  not  a  bad  thing  because  it  may  improve  overall  health  of  species  by 
placing  it  in  a  richer,  better  environment. 


RESPONSE:  Approximately  2.5  acres  of  prairie  potholes  would  be 

destroyed  by  the  program.  These  wetlands  provide  important  habitat  for 
waterfowl  and  shorebird.  Loss  of  the  prairie  pothole  would  displace 
wildlife  that  is  dependent  upon  these  areas  (see  EIS  Section  4.10.6.3). 

ISSUE:  Com  mentor  stated  that  the  destruction  of  naturally  occurring 
plants  and  plant  cover  would  be  replaced  after  construction  by  more 
desirable  cover  such  as  grass,  shrubbery,  and  trees. 

RESPONSE:  The  majority  of  the  area  that  would  be  affected  has  been 
previously  disturbed  or  used  for  agricultural  purposes.  Approximately 
46  acres  of  natural  habitat  would  be  disturbed  by  the  program. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  supported  the  program  because  of  the  creation  of  419 
new  jobs  and  increase  in  personal  income.  Also  stated  that  construction 
industry  would  be  able  to  handle  construction  requirements  of  the 
program. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota  because  of  the  socioeconomic  benefits,  increased  employment,  and 
plans  to  award  small  contracts  to  enable  local  firms  to  bid. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Steve  Sydness. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  241. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  stated  that  statistics  quoted  in  the  Draft  EIS  on 
safety  and  railroads  in  regards  to  railroad  collisions  are  probably  not  very 
applicable  to  North  Dakota  because  they  have  not  had  an  accident  since 
he  has  been  working  on  the  railroad. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  supported  the  program  because  of  the  amount  of  jobs 
in  Minot,  North  Dakota  that  are  going  to  be  created. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota  because  the  MX  is  safe  and  environmentally  sound.  The  city  and 
the  base  have  a  good  working  relationship. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Gary  Wickre. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  252. 


508  21  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  opposed  to  nuclear  arms. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  22  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Art  Ekblad. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  257. 

508  23  ISSUE:  Com  mentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  24  ISSUE:  The  notice  for  the  hearing  fails  to  conform  to  Air  Force, 

Department  of  Defense  Regulations,  Section  989.15,  subsection  B(2).  The 
Draft  EIS  is  not  widely  available  in  libraries  of  surrounding  communities; 
public  hearings  are  not  being  held  in  sufficient  number  of  locations;  and 
three-hour  public  hearings  are  not  sufficient. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  34,  Comments  9  and  11  and 
Document  315,  Comments  1  and  2. 

508  25  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  adequately  present  the  alternatives, 

including  the  No  Action  Alternative. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  15. 

508  26  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  must  consider  the  extent  to  which  the  proposal  is 

controversial. 

RESPONSE:  Controversy  involves  disagreement  among  recognized 

professionals  over  environmental  impacts  or  assessment  methods. 
Possible  controversy  over  the  purpose,  need,  or  desirability  of  this 
program  was  not  considered  in  the  evaluation  of  the  significant  impact. 

508  27  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  address  the  degree  to  which  the  action 

establishes  a  precedent  for  future  actions. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  315,  Comment  12. 

508  28  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  for  Minot,  North  Dakota  fails  to  consider  whether 

the  overall  unemployment  rate  for  the  area  would  increase  for  1993  and 
thereafter. 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4.10.1.3  has  been  revised  to  incorporate 

program-induced  changes  in  unemployment  rates. 

508  29  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  the  program  because  money  to  be  used  for  MX 

could  be  used  for  other  better  programs,  the  MX  is  a  "peace  polluter,"  and 
pollutes  the  political  process. 

RESPONSE:  These  issues  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  See  responses 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1  and  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

508  30  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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508  31  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  32  ISSUE:  Commentor  supports  the  program  and  raised  the  question  on 

whether  impacts  to  local  surrounding  towns  such  as  Glenburn  and  Mohall, 
North  Dakota  were  covered  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  In  the  socioeconomic  study,  a  five-county  area  with  the 
primary  county  (Ward)  was  looked  at.  The  other  counties  looked  at 
included  Bottineau,  McHenry,  McLean  and  Renville.  Those  counties  were 
evaluated  individually,  but  no  specific  cities  within  them  were  included  in 
the  evaluation.  Only  those  cities  where  a  majority  of  the  program-related 
inmigration  would  occur  were  considered.  Glenfall  and  Mohall  are  not 
expected  to  receive  an  appreciable  number  of  inmigrants. 

508  33  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Brenda  Mattson. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  242. 

508  34  ISSUE:  The  entire  handling  of  the  section  on  wildlife  (Draft  EIS 

Page  4.10-24)  is  not  very  clear.  The  language  is  unclear  as  to  how  the 
species  would  be  affected,  by  what  means,  and  whether  any  measures  to 
mitigate  were  considered.  < 

RESPONSE:  EIS  Section  4.10.6.3  has  been  revised. 

508  35  ISSUE:  Draft  EIS  Section  4.10.2.2  on  wastewater  is  inadequate. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  508,  Comment  3. 

508  36  ISSUE:  Draft  EIS  Section  4.10.5.2  on  prehistoric  and  historic  resources  is 

inadequate  and  unclear. 

RESPONSE:  The  discussion  of  prehistoric  and  historic  resources  (EIS 
Section  4.10.5.2)  has  been  revised  to  reflect  the  results  of  field  studies  in 
the  specific  areas  which  would  be  affected  by  Rail  Garrison  facilities. 
Archaeologists  from  the  University  of  North  Dakota  conducted  a  survey 
and  testing  in  the  proposed  impact  areas.  No  historically  important  sites 
were  identified.  Site  importance  is  evaluated  according  to  criteria,  set 
out  in  the  Advisory  Council  on  Historic  Preservation 
regulations  (36  CFR  60.4),  and  in  consultation  with  the  North  Dakota 
State  Historic  Preservation  Office. 

508  37  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  consider  the  extent  to  which  military 

personnel  and  dependents  make  the  economy  of  Minot,  North  Dakota 
dependent  on  federal  dollars  and  vulnerable  in  the  event  of  military 
defense  cutbacks. 

RESPONSE:  Economic  dependence  on  the  military  is  beyond  the  scope  of 
this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

508  38  ISSUE:  Why  was  the  Draft  EIS  prepared  by  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.  which  until 

earlier  this  year,  was  a  subsidiary  of  Honeywell,  a  major  defense 
contractor? 
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RESPONSE:  Tetra  Tech  provided  a  disclosure  statement  to  the  Air  Force 
due  to  concern  regarding  its  association  with  Honeywell.  Honeywell  no 
longer  owns  Tetra  Tech  thus  the  statement  verified  the  separation  of 
Honeywell  from  Tetra  Tech  management,  which  satisfied  the  Air  Force. 

508  39  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  must  be  expanded  to  address  concerns  raised  at  the 

hearing.  Additional  public  hearings  must  be  held  after  the  revised  EIS  is 
prepared.  The  public  must  be  given  full  and  fair  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

RESPONSE:  The  issuance  of  a  supplemental  Draft  EIS  is  only  warranted 
when  there  are  substantial  changes  to  the  program  and/or  to  the 
conclusions  of  the  document.  The  Final  EIS  does  address  concerns  raised 
at  the  public  hearings.  Therefore,  a  revised  Draft  EIS  will  not  be  prepared 
and  no  additional  public  hearings  will  be  held. 

508  40  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  the  Rail  Garrison  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  41  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  42  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 

Dakota  because  of  increased  employment,  enhancement  of  an  already 
good  rail  transportation  system,  and  interruptions  to  rail  traffic  would  not 
be -a  problem. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  43  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 

Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  44  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  to  be  deployed  in  Minot 

AFB,  North  Dakota  because  the  city  can  handle  or  meet  program 
requirements. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  45  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Charles  Hoffman. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  306. 

508  46  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  the  Rail  Garrison  system  but  if  the  system  is 

deployed  it  might  as  well  be  in  Minot,  North  Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

508  47  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  findings  of  the  Draft  EIS  for  Minot 

AFB,  North  Dakota  and  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


ISSUE:  Section  4.10.7  of  the  Draft  EIS  which  says  that  829  housing  units 
are  available,  is  short  now.  It  should  be  1,000  because  the  community  lost 
the  5th  Fighter. 

RESPONSE:  Available  housing  unit  estimates  include  effects  of  the  loss 
of  the  5th  Fighter  Squadron. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Neal  Ruedisili. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  391. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Earl  Allen. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  411. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Mike  Fedorchak. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  253. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  A1  Hermondson. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  337. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Minot  AFB,  North 
Dakota  because  it  is  for  the  defense  and  security  of  this  state  and  nation, 
because  impacts  to  the  area  are  within  acceptable  limits,  and  because  the 
area  is  receptive  and  able  to  accommodate  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Have  there  been  any  environmental  restrictions  by  state  and  local 
law  or  regulations  as  per  Draft  EIS  Page  4.0-2  incurred  that  would 
discourage  the  Air  Force  from  coming  to  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  comply  with  legally  applicable 

environmental  restrictions  of  state  and  local  laws  and  regulations  (see  EIS 
Chapter  4). 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  the  Honorable  Edwin  Denman. 
RESPONSE:  See  Document  66. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  the  Honorable  Ben  Mangina. 
RESPONSE:  See  Document  71. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  the  Honorable  Woodrow  Kurth. 
RESPONSE:  See  Document  55. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ray  Maring. 


RESPONSE:  See  Document  70. 

509  5  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  6  ISSUE:  Addition  of  half  a  section  of  land  to  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  for 

the  Rail  Garrison  would  be  an  asset  to  the  area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

509  7  ISSUE:  Kaysinger  Basin  Regional  Planning  Commission  in  Clinton, 

Missouri  feels  statistical  impact  on  Whiteman  AFB  would  not  be  any 
different  except  the  new  rail  spur  might  slightly  affect  a  few  households. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  land  use  at  Whiteman  AFB  are  discussed  in  EIS 
Section  4.4.4.3. 

509  8  ISSUE:  Noise  levels  would  not  increase  normal  levels  at  Whiteman  AFB, 

Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  Impacts  on  noise  associated  with  deployment  of  the  proposed 
program  at  Whiteman  AFB  are  discussed  in  EIS  Section  4.11.10.3. 

509  9  ISSUE:  Since  rail  traffic  on  the  Katy  line  is  decreasing,  added  Rail 

Garrison  traffic  would  not  increase  existing  traffic  at  Whiteman  AFB, 
Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

509  10  ISSUE:  Local  archaeologist  says  there  should  be  no  archaeological  sites  of 

any  significance  near  the  rail  spur. 

RESPONSE:  The  impressions  of  professional  researchers  familiar  with  the 
region  may  be  useful  as  background  information.  However,  reliance  on 
that  sort  of  information  does  not  fulfill  the  Air  Force's  legal  obligation  to 
"identify  and  evaluate"  resources  that  could  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
program.  When  project  areas  are  relatively  small,  or  when  precise 
resource  locations  are  required  for  planning,  field  studies  are  normally  the 
preferred  approach.  Field  surveys  at  Whiteman  AFB  identified  eight 
historic  sites  in  proposed  impact  areas.  As  required  by  law,  the  sites  were 
evaluated  according  to  National  Register  of  Historic  Places  criteria  and 
none  were  found  to  be  historically  important.  These  findings  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Missouri  State  Historic  Preservation  Office  to  obtain  the 
necessary  concurrence. 

509  11  ISSUE:  Black-tail  rabbit  is  found  in  the  vicinity  but  railroad  rights-of-way 

should  provide  excellent  habitat  for  this  Missouri  listed  rare  species. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  4.11.6.2.  The  black-tailed  jackrabbit  is 
known  to  occur  on  Whiteman  AFB.  Railroad  rights-of-way  may 
inadvertently  preserve  native  habitat  for  a  number  of  plants  and  animals, 
including  the  black-tailed  jackrabbit. 

509  12  ISSUE:  The  southeast  corner  of  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  is  presently  not 

being  used  by  prairie  chicken,  however,  railroad  rights-of-way  would  be 
excellent  habitat,  should  they  return. 
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RESPONSE:  Noted. 


3  ISSUE:  Nothing  indicates  any  natural  prairie  plant  remnants  are  in  the 
particular  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  area. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 


ISSUE:  There  may  be  some  incidence  of  summer  gray  bats  in  standing 
dead  timber,  but  there  have  been  no  sightings  in  the  Whiteman  AFB, 
Missouri  area. 


RESPONSE:  Consultation  with  experts  from  local  natural  resource 

agencies  and  results  of  field  surveys  conducted  during  1988  did  not 
indicate  occurrence  of  this  species  in  the  project  area  (see  EIS 
Section  4.11.6.2). 

15  ISSUE:  Was  the  B-2  bomber  coming  to  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  ever 
considered? 


RESPONSE:  Deployment  of  the  B-2  bomber  mission  at  Whiteman  AFB  is 
considered  in  the  baseline  analysis  (see  EIS  Sections  1.8.2  and  4.11). 

ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  cover  impacts  on  a  national  scale. 

RESPONSE:  Nationwide  impacts  on  the  national  economy  and  railroads 
are  discussed  in  Section  4.1  of  the  EIS. 

17  ISSUE:  You  will  be  able  to  tell  the  missile  cars  from  commercial  cars 
because  they  are  so  large. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74  and  EIS 

Section  1.3. 


18 


ISSUE:  Commentor  asks  how  people  will  feel  when  a  train  rolls  out;  if 
they  will  think  its  the  "real  thing.” 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 
19  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Phillip  McNally. 


RESPONSE:  See  Document  65. 


0 


ISSUE:  Commentor  in  favor  of  the  Rail  Garrison  because  it  is  well  worth 
the  small  risk  involved. 


RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

1  ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  whether  figures  given  by  the  Federal 
Railroad  Administration  were  for  the  piece  of  rail  in  question  in  the 
Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri  area. 

RESPONSE:  Data  on  railroad  capabilities,  conditions,  utilization,  and 
safety  were  provided  for  all  railways  in  the  United  States.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  24,  Comment  2. 
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22  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  be  concerned  that  although  there  is  not 
much  of  an  impact  on  Johnson  County,  Missouri,  the  county  may  secede 
from  the  union  as  the  third  largest  nuclear  power. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comment  3  and  Document 
24,  Comment  2. 

509  23  ISSUE:  Missouri  has  an  inadequate  rail  system. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  15,  Comment  3  and 

Document  24,  Comment  2. 

509  24  ISSUE:  More  hearings  along  the  train  route  should  be  held. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

509  25  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Gregg  Lombardi. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  287. 

509  26  ISSUE:  The  Air  Force  should  consider  the  future  of  the  race  and  think 

twice  about  children. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  27  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  John  Klotz. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  57. 

509  28  IS8UE:  Commentor  in  support  of  basing  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman  AFB, 

Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  29  ISSUE:  Describe  the  length  and  weight  of  the  rail  car  carrying  the 

missile. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 

509  30  I88UE:  The  church  teaches  it  is  immoral  to  threaten  the  lives  of  other 

human  beings  and  commentor  feels  MX  Rail  Garrison  does  this  and  is 
wrong. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  31  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Lynn  Harmon. 

RE8PON8E:  See  Document  53. 

509  32  ISSUE:  The  scope  of  the  EIS  is  too  narrow;  it  should  include  train  routes 

and  the  impact  of  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  29. 

509  33  I8SUE:  There  is  no  empirical  evidence  to  support  the  impact  of  any  kind 

of  accident  in  Missouri  with  these  trains. 
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RESPONSE:  Noted. 


509  34  ISSUE:  Was  there  contingency  plans  for:  the  fuel  plant  in  Nevada  that 

exploded  or  the  Titan  II  explosion  in  Arkansas? 

RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  has  had  nuclear  weapon  system  emergency 
plans  and  general  disaster  plans  since  the  early  days  of  nuclear  weapon 
system  deployment.  The  Titan  II  accident  was  managed  in  accordance 
with  these  plans.  The  Nevada  fuel  plant  accident  was  handled  by  local, 
civilian  emergency  responders.  The  nature  of  their  accident  planning  is 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

509  35  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Karen  Prins. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  82. 

509  36  ISSUE:  How  many  people  will  be  employed  to  maintain  security? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  28. 

509  37  ISSUE:  Will  trained  security  personnel  have  the  right  to  detain  and  search 

anybody,  such  as  hunters  and  fishermen,  as  they  approach  the  track  at  Air 
Force  installations? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  12. 

509  38  ISSUE:  Local  law  enforcement  agencies  will  get  no  extra  power  to 

protect  this  system  and  will  be  using  county  money  to  remove  protestors 
on  the  tracks.  Local  law  enforcement  officers  will  get  the  worst  job  out 
of  all  this. 

RESPONSE:  All  required  security  for  the  system  will  be  provided  by  the 
Air  Force.  The  Air  Force  will  work  with  local  authorities  to  minimize 
potential  civil  disturbances. 

509  39  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  Air  Force  has  kept  faith  with  the  people  of 

Missouri  by  keeping  the  missile  sites  as  low-keyed  as  possible.  Based  on 
Whiteman  AFB's  past  performance,  the  Rail  Garrison  will  be  a  safe 
system. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  40  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Helen  Burnham. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  494. 

509  41  ISSUE:  Commentor  welcomes  the  Peacekeeper  to  the  Whiteman  AFB, 

Missouri  area.  It  has  a  positive  economic  impact  and  minimal  or  no 
environmental  impacts. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

509  42  ISSUE:  What  are  the  dimensions  of  the  rail  car? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  74. 


1-334 


509  43  ISSUE:  The  Draft  EIS  was  not  available  soon  enough  for  concerned 

citizens  to  review. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

509  44  ISSUE:  Naming  the  MX  missile  Peacekeeper  is  a  big  lie. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

509  45  ISSUE:  The  MX  is  a  war  starter  missile.  It  is  designed  and  planned  to 

deploy  in  a  first-strike  mode.  It  is  a  weapon  intended  to  start  a  nuclear 
war.  The  missile  already  deployed  in  Wyoming  cannot  survive  a  first 
strike  back  to  the  Soviets,  therefore  they  must  launch  very  early. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  46  ISSUE:  Will  having  approximately  40  very  accurate  hydrogen  bombs  on 

rail  cars  within  two  city  blocks  in  the  Oscoda,  Michigan  area  tempt  the 
Soviets  or  other  adversaries  to  launch  an  attack  on  that  spot  early  during 
the  crisis. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  national  security  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  47  ISSUE:  The  secondary  effects  of  a  missile  train  accident  involving  a 

tanker  truck  carrying  hazardous  materials  must  be  addressed. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  404,  Comment  11. 

509  48  ISSUE:  The  hearings  were  designed  to  give  those  people  with  a  vested 

interest  more  opportunities  to  speak  than  those  against  the  action. 

RESPONSE:  At  the  hearing  for  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri,  there  were  five 
elected  officials  who  represented  the  most  people  and  were  allowed  to 
speak  first.  The  balance  of  the  speakers  were  randomly  selected.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

509  49  ISSUE:  The  use  of  the  word  "Peacekeeper"  for  the  name  of  a  missile  gives 

a  pleasant  meaning  to  an  unpleasant  reality.  This  name  indicates  the  Air 
Force  is  trying  to  persuade  the  public  of  something  they  want  to  do. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  37,  Comment  1. 

509  50  ISSUE:  Meetings  were  held  for  a  few  people  in  a  small  area  when  all  the 

people  of  Missouri  and  the  nation  should  be  heard. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

509  51  ISSUE:  The  public  has  a  much  larger  interest  than  the  many  unending 

technicalities  that  are  raised  in  this  report,  such  as  the  impacts  of  nuclear 


RESPONSE:  The  issue  of  impacts  due  to  nuclear  war  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  52  ISSUE:  Commentor  quotes  the  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  who  say  the 

MX  missile  is  extremely  destabilizing  and  could  be  perceived  by  the 
Soviets  as  provocative,  therefore  exacerbating  the  crisis. 
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RESPONSE:  This  issue  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response 
to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  53  ISSUE:  Commentor  quotes  the  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  who  claims 

the  MX  missile  is  a  waste  of  taxpayers'  money  since  the  United  States 
already  possesses  sufficient  nuclear  deterrence. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

509  54  ISSUE:  Commentor  quotes  statement  by  the  Union  of  Concerned 

Scientists  saying  the  new  rail  basing  mode  is  vulnerable  to  attack  since  it 
takes  up  to  6  hours  to  disperse  the  trains  from  garrisons  and  Soviet  missile 
can  reach  American  soil  in  30  minutes. 

RESPONSE:  Operational  details  having  no  environmental  impact  are 
beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 

509  55  ISSUE:  Commentor  quotes  the  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  statement 

saying  the  vulnerable  MX  basing  mode  increases  America's  incentive  to 
strike  early;  it  is  a  first-strike  weapon  and  is  therefore  directly  contrary 
to  the  United  States'  negotiating  position  in  the  strategic  arms  reduction 
treaty. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

509  56  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  James  Jones. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  39. 

509  57  ISSUE:  Facts,  details,  and  specifics  of  the  trains  should  be  included  in  the 

EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  EIS  Section  1.3.2.  Also  see  response  to  Document  33, 
Comment  74. 

509  58  ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  that  while  deployment  of  the  missile  is  said 

to  bring  economic  growth  to  Johnson  and  Pettis  counties,  Missouri,  it 
would  not  affect  unemployment  rates  in  the  area  but  personal  incomes 
will  rise.  This  means  that  those  which  already  have  will  get  more,  while 
displaced  farmers  and  unemployed  workers  would  continue  on  the  road  to 
chronic  poverty. 

RESPONSE:  The  construction  phase  of  the  program  would  create  between 
700  and  800  civilian  jobs  over  a  three  year  period  decreasing 
unemployment  by  about  0.1  percent.  Since  most  of  the  operational  jobs 
are  military,  the  local  effect  will  be  minimal  (see  EIS  Section  4.1. 1.3). 

509  59  ISSUE:  It's  time  the  government  played  its  rightful  role  by  investing  in 

the  strength  of  the  people  instead  of  wasting  money  on  weapons  systems 
we  don't  need. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 
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60  ISSUE:  The  few  jobs  created  during  peak  construction  are  for  a  very  short 
time,  then  drop  off  sharply. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  270,  Comment  11. 

61  ISSUE:  Why  do  we  continue  to  produce  nuclear  waste  before  we  know  how 
to  dispose  of  it? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  2. 

62  ISSUE:  Commentor  read  a  first-hand  account  of  the  aftermath  of 
Nagasaki  and  commented  that  it  was  not  his  will  to  have  more  nuclear 
weapons  which  create  this  effect. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

63  ISSUE:  It  is  against  the  will  of  the  American  people  to  have  more  nuclear 
weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

64  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  the  EIS  shouldn't  forget  people  in  other  countries 
that  don't  deserve  to  die  or  the  moral  dimension  of  allowing  these  weapons 
into  the  community  and  of  teaching  children  these  weapons  are 
acceptable. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

65  ISSUE:  While  we  do  have  the  right  to  defend  our  country,  it  is  stupid  and 
vicious  to  use  this  crude,  morally  repugnant  method  that  will  carry  out 
and  increase  the  threat  of  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

66  ISSUE:  Why  is  it  important  to  spend  more  money  on  this  system  when  we 
have  appropriated  so  much  for  the  Trident  II  missile? 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

67  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Frances  Russell. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  407. 

68  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Mark  Haim. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  264. 

69  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri. 
RE8PONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

70  I8SUE:  Commentor  felt  the  Warrensburg  School  Board  was  working  with 
the  Air  Force  by  deciding  no  signs  could  be  put  up  at  the  meeting. 

RESPONSE:  Regulations  of  the  Warrensburg  School  Board  were  in  effect 
at  the  public  hearing. 
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509  71  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  three  minutes  was  not  long  enough  to  comment  at 

the  public  hearing. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

509  72  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  more  hearings  should  be  held  to  allow  more  folks 

to  comment. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

509  73  ISSUE:  Commentor  objected  to  the  restriction  of  comments  only  to  the 

construction  site  rather  than  the  issue  of  placing  multi-warhead  missiles 
in  uncovered  garages  near  a  population  center. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  482,  Comment  35. 

509  74  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  issue  of  placing  missiles  so  near  a  population 

center  should  be  addressed  in  the  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  safety  issues  concerning  population  centers  are 
discussed  in  EIS  Chapter  5. 

509  75  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  EIS  should  address  secondary  economic 

impacts  such  as  the  impact  of  an  explosion  and  the  release  of  radiation  on 
agricultural  crop  sales. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comment  66  and 

Document  287,  Comment  91. 

509  76  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  the  hearing  procedures  were  inadequate. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

509  77  ISSUE:  The  current  deadline  for  the  comment  period  should  be  extended 

to  give  nontechnical  persons  time  to  understand  the  document  and 
determine  the  issues. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  1. 

509  78  ISSUE:  More  hearings  should  be  held  in  St.  Louis  and  other  concerned 

communities  in  Missouri. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

509  79  ISSUE:  Commentor  asked  whether  cumulative  effects  of  soil  erosion  on 

railroad  tracks  and  accidents  along  the  Missouri  River  were  considered. 

RESPONSE:  Cumulative  effects  of  a  train  accident  on  soil  erosion  $long 
the  Missouri  River  are  not  expected  to  occur.  Train  accidents  are  of 
short-duration  and  do  not  result  in  considerable  erosion.  However,  erosion 
control  methods  would  be  utilized  if  necessary. 

509  80  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  that  each  commentor  should  have  the  same 

40  minutes  the  Air  Force  got. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 
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81  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  the  public  has  not  been  included  in  the  process 
since  no  names  were  used. 

RESPONSE:  Names  of  individuals  who  made  statements  at  the  public 
hearings  for  the  Draft  EIS  or  submitted  written  comments  on  the  Draft 
EIS  are  provided  in  Section  1.1  of  this  volume  of  the  EIS  (Volume  II,  Public 
Comments). 

82  ISSUE:  Commentor  points  out  that  well  over  half  the  people  present  at 
the  Warrensburg,  Missouri  meeting  were  opposed  to  the  MX  missile. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

83  ISSUE:  The  EIS  needs  to  consider  impacts  of  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

84  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  we  need  to  deal  with  the  homeless  people  before 
working  on  trying  to  destroy  them. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

85  ISSUE:  Commentor  feels  sending  a  panel  to  Warrensburg  to  whitewash  the 
MX  missile  program  is  insulting  and  a  mockery  and  travesty  of  justice. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

86  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  the  3-minute  time  limit  given  to  comment  on  a 
statement  as  thick  as  the  Draft  EIS  is  too  short. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

87  ISSUE:  Commentor  felt  the  EIS  should  discuss  impacts  of  nuclear  war. 

RESPONSE:  The  impacts  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

88  ISSUE:  Commentor  pointed  out  that  although  the  District  Representative 
is  not  known  as  a  dove,  and  usually  votes  in  favor  of  any  weapons  system, 
even  he  voted  to  cut  MX  spending. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

89  ISSUE:  The  EIS  should  state  that  the  public  be  informed  immediately 
whether  an  accident  involves  the  presence  or  absence  of  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  Section  5.5.1  of  the  EIS. 

90  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Patty  Purves. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  85. 

91  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Jerry  Brown. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  72. 


1-339 


ISSUE:  Com  mentor  questions  the  significance  of  groundwater 

contamination  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  in  regard  to  supplying 
additional  water  for  the  program. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  28. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Robert  Foster. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  115. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  in  support  of  the  program  at  Wurtsmith  AFB, 

Michigan  due  to  positive  economic  impact  it  would  have  on  the  area's 
income  and  employment  levels. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  questions  the  observation  in  the  Draft  EIS  concerning 
availability  of  water  and  potential  aggravation  of  groundwater 
contamination. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  28. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Robert  Snider. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  118. 

ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  David  Jackson. 

RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  Comments  6  to  30  and 
Comments  54  to  61. 

ISSUE:  Local  contractors  are  currently  building  additional  housing  in  the 
Oscoda,  Michigan  arta. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 

ISSUE:  It  is  unfair  that  only  one  hearing  was  held  in  Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

ISSUE:  There  was  not  enough  time  for  all  to  speak.  The  three-minute 
limit  was  not  fair  to  citizens. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  53. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  against  the  MX  basing  in  Michigan  or  anywhere  else. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  does  not  believe  there  is  a  negligible  risk  from 
plutonium  release. 

RESPONSE:  Potential  human  health  effects  are  discussed  in  EIS 

Section  5.4. 


510  12  ISSUE:  Commentor  in  favor  of  the  program  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan 

but  with  reservations  for  the  environment. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  13  I&5UE:  Commentor  against  the  MX  because  it  would  create  a  destructive 

environment  for  the  nation. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  14  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  the  MX  system  and  all  nuclear  weapons 

because  it  is  inconsistent  with  United  States  arms  control  policy. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  15  ISSUE:  Money  spent  on  the  nuclear  weapons  would  be  better  spent  on 

human  needs. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

510  16  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Ralph  Ferber. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  112. 

510  17  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  James  Anderson. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  120. 

510  18  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Terry  Miller. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  111. 

510  19  I8SUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Leona  Riebling. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  474. 

510  20  ISSUE:  The  Proposed  Action  would  not  likely  jeopardize  continued 

existence  of  any  listed  species,  or  result  in  loss  or  adverse  modifications 
of  critical  habitat.  Measures  to  avoid  or  minimize  impacts  should  be  easy 
given  5,200  acres  available  on  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 

RESPONSE:  A  summary  of  potential  impacts  is  presented  in  EIS 

Table  4.12.6-2  and  Section  4.12.6.3.  Much  of  the  upland  habitat 
(grassland,  forest,  and  shrubland)  that  would  be  disturbed  for  the  proposed 
program  would  not  be  allowed  to  recover  to  predisturbance  conditions,  and 
would  be  permanently  lost.  In  addition,  construction  of  the  rail  spur  would 
result  in  the  loss  of  approximately  3.2  acres  of  valuable  forested  wetland 
habitat  in  the  Au  Sable  River  floodplain.  The  proposed  location  of  the  rail 
spur  on  Wurtsmith  AFB  is  the  only  siting  design  that  would  accommodate 
the  special  engineering  constraints  of  the  program.  Reestablishment  of 
comparable  habitat  values  at  a  wetland  creation  site  would  be  a  long-term 
(many  generations  for  most  wildlife  species)  process  because  of  the 
complexity  of  natural  ecosystems.  Mitigation  would  be  undertaken  in 
cooperation  with  the  Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources  and 
U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
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21  ISSUE:  Were  local  environmental  agencies,  such  as  the  Michigan 
Department  of  Natural  Resources  (DNR)  consulted  for  the  Draft  EIS 
analysis? 

RESPONSE:  The  Michigan  DNR,  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  and 
Michigan  Natural  Features  Inventory  were  consulted  regarding  potential 
impacts  of  the  proposed  program  on  biological  resources  at  Wurtsmith 
AFB,  Michigan. 

510  22  ISSUE:  What  permits  will  the  Air  Force  get  for  construction  in  wetland 

area? 

RESPONSE:  A  permit  application  for  wetland  fill  would  be  filed  with  the 
Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources  if  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  is  deployed  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 

510  23  ISSUE:  What  other  nine  threatened  and  endangered  species  which  would 

be  affected  besides  Kirtlands  warbler  and  the  lake  sturgeon? 

RESPONSE:  Twelve  threatened  and  endangered,  federal-candidate,  and 
state-sensitive  species  occur  in  the  general  region  of  influence  (see  EIS 
Table  4.12.6-1  for  list  of  species  and  distributions);  however,  only  one  of 
these  species  (the  eastern  massasauga)  occurs  onbase  or  in  the  program 
area.  The  eastern  massasauga,  a  federal -candidate  species,  may  be 
disturbed  by  construction  of  a  small  portion  of  the  rail  spur  in  the 
Au  Sable  River  floodplain  south  of  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan. 

510  24  ISSUE:  What  are  the  plans  to  dispose  of  solid/toxic  wastes?  How  is 

hazardous  waste  managed  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  now? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  68. 

510  25  ISSUE:  If  the  244  acres  of  forest  land  (jack  pine)  is  destroyed,  how  will  it 

be  done? 

RESPONSE:  The  garrison  site  at  Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan  was  previously 
burned  during  a  forest  fire  and  currently  supports  scrubby  regrowth  of 
pine  and  oak  and  planted  pine  saplings.  Other  facility  sites  (e.g.  grenade 
range  and  explosive  ordnance  disposal  range)  are  in  mature  forest  habitat. 
Construction  for  the  proposed  program  would  require  complete  removal  of 
woody  vegetation,  and  grading  of  the  sites  according  to  engineering 
specifications. 

510  26  ISSUE:  If  the  Air  Force  plans  to  fill  the  3.4  acres  of  wetlands  connected 

with  the  Au  Sable  River  in  Michigan,  what  will  be  the  altered  routes  of 
water  underground? 

RESPONSE:  The  proposed  rail  construction  in  a  small  portion  of  the 
Au  Sable  River  floodplain  and  would  occur  approximately  0.5  mile  away 
from  the  river,  and  is  not  likely  to  alter  present  groundwater  flow  paths. 

510  27  ISSUE:  Commentor  does  not  foresee  the  need  for  much  temporary  housing 

in  Oscoda,  Michigan  as  there  are  many  workers  in  the  area,  some 
commute  up  to  100  miles,  and  others  use  campsites. 

RESPONSE:  Noted. 
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510  28  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  nuclear  arms. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  29  ISSUE:  Commentor  against  nuclear  arms  anywhere  in  the  world.  The 

money  spent  on  the  program  would  be  better  spent  in  fields  like  education 
and  health  care. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  32,  Comment  1. 

510  30  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  nuclear  weapons. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  31  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Richard  Skochdopole. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  116. 

510  32  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Willard  Hunter. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  119. 

510  33  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Joan  McCoy. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  33. 

510  34  ISSUE:  Commentor  opposed  to  the  program  in  Michigan  or  anywhere  else. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  35  ISSUE:  Environmental  hearings  should  be  held  in  every  city  that  the 

MX  rail  system  trains  will  practice  and  travel. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

510  36  ISSUE:  If  the  Rail  Garrison  system  has  negligible  danger  of  explosion 

while  on  the  tracks,  why  is  there  a  large  safety  area  onbase  where  they 
will  be  housed? 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  504,  Comment  35. 

510  37  ISSUE:  Public  hearing  comment  by  Glenna  Snider. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  118. 

510  38  ISSUE:  Great  care  has  been  taken  in  increasing  survivability  of  the 

missile  system  but  not  enough  to  increase  survivability  of  the  residents 
and  the  ecosystems  of  the  Great  Lakes,  Michigan  area. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

510  39  ISSUE:  More  weapons  mean  more  expense  and  more  eventual  nuclear 

waste  to  dispose  of. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  30. 
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ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  security  aspects  of  the  system, 
sabotage,  terrorists,  etc. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  radioactive  isotopes  being  released 
and  local  medical  community's  ability  to  respond. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  50,  Comment  6. 

ISSUE:  Commentor  concerned  about  psychological  effect  on  children  who 
discover  nukes  in  their  neighborhood. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  5,  Comment  14. 

ISSUE:  Studies  show  arms  spending  generates  fewer  jobs  and  wealth  than 
equal  wealth  spent  on  health  care  or  education.  Michigan  often  loses 
more  in  taxes  than  it  gains  in  military  spending. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

ISSUE:  What  do  studies  show  about  long-term  effects  on  property  values 
when  nukes  moved  into  an  area? 

RESPONSE:  In  an  analysis  of  this  type  of  activity,  it  has  been  found  that 
additional  demand  for  housing  has  either  raised  the  prices  of  houses, 
encouraged  new  construction,  or  has  been  beneficial  by  using  otherwise 
unoccupied  or  available  housing. 


2  DOCUMENTS  RECEIVED 


This  section  includes  all  the  documents  received  during  the  public  comment  period.  The 
documents  are  presented  four  sheets  to  a  page  and  are  assigned  sequential  numbers 
from  1  through  497.  Every  effort  has  been  made  to  reproduce  all  documents  in  a  clear 
and  legible  form.  However,  in  some  cases,  the  original  documents  were  handwritten  in 
pencil  or  light  ink,  or  lightly  typed  and  therefore  may  not  have  reproduced  clearly. 


DOCUMENT  1 


DOCUMENT  1 


Buddy  Roomer 


Henry  A  Truxflo 


P*i  Hertfy 


State  of  Louisiana 

Dopartmont  of  Cuttu/s,  Racraatton  and  Tourism 
OFRCe  OF  CULTURAL  DEVELOPMENT 


Leslie  P  Twain.  Sr 
AMMart  Sacrattry 


July  7,  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  APB,  CA  92409-6448 

Re:  DrAft  Environmental  Impact  statement 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
United  States  Air  Porce 

Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

Reference  is  made  to  Mr.  Gary  D.  Vest's  letter  dated  June  29, 
1988,  transmitting  a  copy  of  the  above  document  for  our  review. 

We  have  completed  our  review  of  the  appropriate  cultural 
resources  sections  and  have  the  following  consents  to  offer. 

On  page  2-7,  lt  is  stated  that  impacts  to  significant  cultural 
resources  sre  anticipated  at  P.E.  Warren  AFB  in  Wyoming  and  Baker 
APB  in  Arkansas  and  that  "Cultural  resource  impacts  at  all  other 
bases  would  not  be  significant.”  The  latter  statement  includes 
Barksdale  AFB  here  in  Louisiana,  which  is  our  area  of  concern. 

We  question  how  this  statement  can  be  made  when  on  page  4.3-24, 
in  the  discussion  of  impacts  to  cultural  resources  on  Barksdale 
AFB,  it  is  stated  that  "Archaeological  survey  and  testing  is 
underway  to  identify  and  evaluate  resources  in  proposed  program 
areas.” 

As  we  have  not  received  the  cultural  resources  survey  report  for 
Barksdale  APB  as  of  this  date,  we  cannot  concur  with  the 
statement  on  page  2-7  that  the  cultural  resources  impacts  at  the 
base  would  not  be  significant.  Consequently,  we  must  withhold 
further  consent  pending  submittal  of  the  cultural  resources 
survey  report  for  our  review. 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
July  7,  1988 
Page  2 


Should  you  have  any  questions  concerning  our  comments ,  do  not 
hesitate  to  contact  my  staff  in  the  Divisions  of  Archaeology  and 
Historic  Preservation. 

Sincerely, 

Leslie  P.  Tassin 

State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
LPT : PGR : 8 


n  M.  Byrd.  Ptv  D .  Dtrecior 
DMsion  erf  Archeeology 
P.O  BOX  <4247  (900  River**  North) 
Baton  Rouge.  LA  70804 
(504)342*170 


MKXOAN  DEPARTMENT  of  state 

RICHAM)  H  AUSTIN  SECRETARY  Of  STATE 
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July  8.  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 

RE:  ER-88411  Drift  Environmental  Impact  Statu 
Garrison  Program 

Dear  Col.  Walsh: 

Our  staff  has  reviewed  this  docimmnt,  but  before  we  cen  offer  our  final  comments 
concerning  the  effects  this  project  may  have  on  cultural  resources  at  Wurtsmlth 
AFB,  we  will  need  to  review  the  cultural  resources  survey  done  for  that  base. 

Any  questions  relating  to  this  letter  should  be  addressed  to  Or.  John  R.  Halsey, 
State  Archaeologist  at  (S17)  373-6358. 


snt.  Peacekeeper  Rail 
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Narena  n.  Bigelow 
A  rector 


ftate  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
Bureau  of  History 


by: 


7-/2 

Cj-P.  fr'a t«J{\ 

-C't. .  £".*.1  ti'  f/  .>£-*■ 

,  T  j  J 


Kathryn  I.  Eckert,  Deputy 

State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

Bureau  of  History 
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July  21,  1948 


Director,  Environmental  Plaaolag  Division 

AFRCt-BMS-DtV 

nor  too  An 

San  Bernadloo,  CA  92*09 


Ki:  MX  Missile  Railroad  Carr Ison  Proposal 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 


Pjjuxu.  do  >ud  &xfec  oxtcCv.  ex 

.purpo-iuiL  MX.  4&.t+tLy*_. 

\JLt  u  nujj  (iG)U'icturv*~  _iAa.t  „u>um. 

CUA.  COUvctA*.^  davcyA-  .lcaUl.  OdA  Cf\ 

‘uacIxclV  ^uxapO-j  Jaxu*  vjj-ta  _L  - 
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LjCU.  JpF  t^fUA, 
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^vJoljU  IM  ^lCtP 


tear  Sir: 

Thank  you  for  sanding  aa  tba  Draft  Envlronmautal  Impact  Stataaoot 
concarutog  tba  MX  Nlaslla  tall road  Carrlsoo  Proposal.  I  have  rav laved 
tba  gaoaral  portion*  and  focuiad  particularly  oo  tba  sactloo  for 
Uurtaalth  An  In  Oacoda,  Michigan.  In  addition,  I  attandad  tba  Scoping 
Bearing  In  Oscoda  on  April  S,  1988  and  road  portions  of  a  stataaant  oo 
babalf  of  Physicians  For  Social  keapooalblllty.  A  copy  of  this 
statsasnt  la  unclosed  for  your  refarancs.  Sines  1  cannot  attend  to 
testify  at  tba  follow-up  nesting  on  July  20  la  Oscoda,  l  an  submitting 
ay  consents  In  writing. 

Overall,  I  do  not  find  In  tba  DEIS  any  major  now  aapaeta  of 
environmental  lapact  which  wara  not  alludad  to  at  the  Scoping  Hearing  or 
published  In  the  literature  1  received  at  that  public  bearing. 

Hy  lingering  concerns  about  the  lallroad  Garrison  Proposal,  fall  into 
tba  following  categories: 

Broader  social,  econoalc,  political,  and  health  consequences 
of  the  nuclear  eras  bulld-up 
Disposal  of  radioactive  waste 
Nora  SXs  is  contradictory  to  the  spirit  of  STABT 
Increased  vulnerability  of  rail  garrisoned  nuclear  alsalles 
to  accidents,  sabotage,  and  terror laa 
MI XV  warheads  Invite  early,  praaaptlvn  Soviet  response 
Dispersal  of  atsslls  trains  would  invite  saturation  boablng 
by  the  Soviets 

Iapllcatlona  for  accompanying  ABN  and  SOI  systeaa,  which 
would  violate  ABM  Treaty 

Personnel  charged  with  maintaining  nuclear  weapons 
Hearings  held  la  raeote  areas  away  from  public  scrutiny  and 
difficult  for  large  nuabers  of  knowledgeable,  concerned 
cltlsans  to  attend 
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PHYSICIANS  FO«  SOCIAL  RESPONSIDIUTY 
XAVIER  HALL  SUITE  OOO 
220  CHERRY  ST  SC 
GRAND  RAROS  MICHIGAN  40903 

telephone  aw  rra-eaoe 


It  waa  Interesting  to  observe  tba  people  and  the  process  of  the  Scoping 
Bearing  In  Oscoda  on  April  9.  Local  businessman,  parsons  of  military 
background,  and  politicians  wara  the  aaln  spokespersons  supporting  the 
proposal  end  representing  the  large  majority  of  those  attending. 
Opponents  ware  generally  person*  representing  religion,  education,  human 
services ,  and  various  peace  and  J unties  ftrv*Mrst<ona. 

Alaoet  ell  of  the  vociferous  aupport  for  the  proposal  waa  beaad  on  tba 
antlclpatad  boost  to  tba  local  aconoay.  Proponents  rarely  referred  to 
tba  broader  laauaa  regarding  the  Iapllcatlona  of  MX  oa  world  peace,  the 
national  aeonoay,  peychologlcal  and  social  affacta,  or  aoral  concern*. 
These  speakers  relied  on  shear  booaterlsa  to  asks  their  point,  treating 
this  idea  as  If  It  were  oo  different  than  any  large  coapaoy  thinking  of 
building  n  new  plant  In  their  economically  stricken  region.  Their 
references  to  the  local  ecology  were  occasionally  devaluing  or 
contemptuous,  referring  to  one  eras  to  ha  need  as  "Just  one  eore  etand 
of  pine  trees  sod  rabbits. " 


SCOPING  HEARING 
OSCODA,  MICHIGAN 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
PHYSICIANS  FOR  SOCIAL  ftf 'PONSIBILITV 
APRIL  9.  1980 

The  D.S.  Air  Force  la  considering  basing  six  to  eight  MX 
Intercontinental  nuclear  aissiles  at  Uurtswlth  Air  Force  Bate  near 
Oscoda,  Michigan. 

Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  1*  one  of  the  oatlou's  largest 
group*  within  organised  aedlclne,  with  over  90,000  aeabers  nationally. 
Thera  are  six  chapter*  end  over  1,000  aeabers  In  the  state  o(  Michigan. 
Nationwide,  about  24,000  aeabers  of  PSR  are  physicians,  the  remainder 
being  other  health  professionals  and  the  public. 


Oaa  eervtceaaa'e  wife  spoke  quite  reassuringly  about  how  people  who  work 
with  nucloar  weapons  ‘don't  glow  In  the  dark.*  This  would  offer  little 
reeeenranc*  to  the  victims  of  Chernobyl,  wbo  up  until  that  tragic 
accident  probably  bad  little  worry  about  ‘glowing  In  tba  dark.' 

Comments  such  is  these  Indicated  to  aa  the  profound  Ignorance  and 
Halted  parepactlva  of  naay  of  tba  supporters  who  spoke  at  the  hearing. 

Opponents  of  the  proposal  mostly  drove  aeeerel  boors  to  attend  the 
nesting .  Their  coaaeate  were  generally  well ’Informed  sad  reflected 
appropriate  concern*  which  went  far  beyond  Oscoda.  They  were  worried 
about  tba  affects  of  this  plan  on  parsons  other  than  theasalvee. 

Coapared  to  those  of  the  opponents,  tba  polnta  aada  by  tba  supporters  of 
the  proposal  were  relatively  parochial,  reflecting  local,  vested  self- 
interest.  Some  of  the  supporters  seemed  to  treat  the  event  aa  e  kind  of 
festive  occasion,  a  aunlelpal  pap  rally  to  be  eabelltebed  by  funny 
stories  and  slightly  off-color  Joke*. 

But  the  issue  really  la  ent  funny  In  any  way  Imaginable.  On*  can  only 
hope  that  the  politician*  wbo  aeka  the  final  decisions  about  this 
program  will  eertonely  consider  the  wldeet  range  of  Implication*.  It  la 
the  hope  of  Physician#  Per  Social  teepoeetblllty  that  onr  leader*  will 
sea  tba  felly  and  danger  of  this  and  other  aanlfaetatloae  of  tba  ares 
race  and  courageously  choose  the  alternative  of  No  Action. 


In  the  early  1900'e,  PSR  wee  Inetrueental  In  warning  the  public  about 
the  dangers  of  atmospheric  nuclear  testing,  demonstrating  the  uptake  of 
radioactive  Strontlua-90  in  the  deciduous  teeth  of  children.  PSR 
testimony  In  Congress  about  such  health  hassrde  wee  critical  In  the 
signing  of  the  Limited  Test  Ban  Treaty,  which  prohibited  atmoepherlc 
nuclear  tasting.  Since  then,  PSR  has  continued  Its  efforts  to  educate 
aedteel  doctors  end  the  public  about  the  world's  nuaber  on*  public 
health  thraat:  nuclaar  war. 
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PSR  has  shown  that  the  destructive  power  of  nuclaar  waapone  Is  being 
released  long  before  e  war  night  begin,  a  concept  referred  to  at 
'destruction  before  detonation.'  This  tern  comprises  the  broader 
social,  economic,  political,  and  health  consequences  of  the  nucloer  arm* 
bulld-up. 


He  as  physicians  ere  particularly  concerned  about  the  health  of  our 
patients,  and  the  nuclear  threat  has  shown  us  that  our  role  aa 
diagnosticians  and  healara  auet  reach  beyond  the  office  to  understand 
end  treat  the  broader  causes  of  the  sras  race. 


This  brings  ns  to  tho  tiny,  rural  setting  of  Uurtaalth  Air  Force  Base 
near  Oscoda,  Michigan.  Oscoda  Is  within  a  few  hours  drive  and  within 
the  rang#  of  radioactive  fallout  of  tens  of  allliont  of  people  in  the 
heart  of  the  midwest.  Therefore,  the  possibility  of  locating  an  areenel 
of  MX  aissiles  In  Oscoda  should  immediately  concern  cltlsans  la  Grand 
Rapids,  Chicago,  Detroit,  Cleveland,  Flint,  Saginaw,  Bay  City,  lantlng, 
Ana  Arbor,  and  many  other  coamunltlaa. 


Lawrence  M.  Probe*,  M.D. 

Chapter  Coo tact 

Physic laa*  For  Social  Reeponelbtllty 
Grand  Rapids,  Michigan 


Each  NX  alealla  carries  tan  Independently  targeted  warheads,  and  each  of 
those  has  300  kllotoos  (Rt)  of  explosive  power.  The  NX  alaelle*  to  be 
baaed  in  Michigan  will  total  1,200  to  2,000  tines  the  firepower  that 
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destroyed  Hiroshima  la  World  War  IX.  Thu  atoalc  boab  dropped  on 
Hiroshima  was  a boot  IS  Kt. 

After  hvm  year*  of  d«b«t«,  lt>  June,  1985  Coogreee  author  1  rad  t ha 
deployment  of  oo  more  than  50  V  alaallaa  fo  existing  land  based 
Hlanteaan  III  alloa  and  ordered  the  Air  Force  to  develop  an  alternative 
ha a Ins  aode  more  likely  to  'survive'  a  nuclear  attack. 

The  Idea  for  Vurtealth  la  to  place  the  alaallaa  on  rail  care,  two  to  a 
car,  with  for  or  ala  rail  care  total.  In  a  etlala,  eoraal  rail  traffic 
would  be  ordered  aalde,  and  the  alaalle  treloa  would  roll  on  exlatlaf 
civilian  track.  Olaparaal  of  the  alaallaa  over  a  four  to  ala  hour 
period  would  auppoaedly  aake  then  lota  targatable  by  Soviet  alaalle 
operstora. 

Phyelctaoe  are  taught  early  lo  training,  'Prlmerua  no  nocere",  which  In 
Latin  naan a,  'Ftr*t  do  no  harm.'  And  eoaetleaa  the  beat  traataant  la 
none.  In  the  ceae  of  alternative  deployment*  of  NX  alaallaa,  PSI 
recoaaanda  No  Action. 

Why  lo  PSt  oppoaod  to  rail  garrlaonlngt  The  broadeat  level  of 
conelderatlon  la  the  global  nuclear  araa  race.  Thla  deadly  dleeaea 
coatlnuee  to  proliferate  aa  aore  countries  turn  'nuclear',  not  unlike  a 
TB  akin  east  which  turns  positive.  Rail  garrisoning  will  add  up  to  SO 
aora  ouclear  alaallaa  and  500  aore  warhaada  to  a  world  which  la  already 
straining  at  the  excess  of  nuclear  weapons. 

On  a  bilateral  political  level,  the  U.S.  and  Q.S.S.R.  have  concluded  the 
loteraedlete  Nuclear  Forces  Treaty  (INF)  and  are  actively  pursuing  a  502 
reduction  In  strategic  warheads  (auch  aa  the  NX)  by  aaane  of  the 
Strategic  Arut  Reduction  Talks  (START).  Rail  garrisoning  la 
contradictory  to  the  spirit  of  STAR!  and  should  not  be  lepleaentad. 

On  a  national  level,  eore  weapons  aeans  aore  expense  and  aora  eventual 
nuclear  waste  to  dlapoae  of.  The  Pentagon  originally  requested  $2 
billion  for  FT  1988-89,  but  Congrats  allotted  only  1300  alllion.  Nora 
than  1800  Million  eay  be  requested  for  FT  1989-90.  There  would  be  no 
end  to  a  list  Of  ways  to  better  spend  these  funda. 

Radioactive  waste  continues  to  accuaulate,  and  Hlchlgan  Cltltena  do  no 
want  thalr  atata  to  becoae  the  Midwest  center  for  nuclear  waste 
disposal.  Prevention  le  better  then  cure,  and  we  eventually  auet  stop 
creating  so  much  radioactive  waste.  Thlp  can  only  be  achieved  by 
reducing  production  of  nuclear  warheads. 

Little  has  been  said  about  the  security  needed  for  rail  garrisoned 
nuclear  alaalle*.  They  would  be  aore  vulnerable  to  accidents,  sabotage, 
end  terrorise  then  alio  baaed  ulssllea.  The  railroad  lines  themselves 
are  often  poorly  maintained,  subjecting  ateelle-laden  care  to 
derallaents.  If  radioactive  Isotope*  war*  released  locally  due  to  an 
accident,  etudlee  show  that  aoat  physicians  do  not  understand  the  basic 
aedleal  aanageaent  of  radiation  Injury,  and  the  eedlcal  eysten  Is  really 
unprepared  to  respond  adequately. 
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Th*  MllVed  nature  of  their  warhead  invitee  an  early,  preemptive  Soviet 
response,  aloe*  two  Soviet  mleallee  could  knock  out  an  NX  with  tao 
warhaada.  Dlsparaal  would  lnvlt*  aaturotlon  hoablng  by  cha  Soviet*  to 
daatrey  th*  sleellea  and  th*  rail  system.  Without  an  effective 
Aatlballlstlc  Hlaelle  System  (ABN),  these  sleellea  would  be  vulnerable 
no  setter  where  they  were  deployed. 

AW  In  the  D.S.  wae  abandoned  years  ago,  but  It  has  beta  resurrected  lo 
th*  form  of  the  Strategic  Defense  Initiative  (SOI),  and  It  la  not 
logical  to  coneldar  the  environmental  Impact  of  railroad  garrisoning 
without  eooeldsrtng  th*  AW  aystea  that  would  avantually  accompany  It. 

A  ruling  by  the  U.S.  Court  of  Appeals  In  Colorado  confirms  this.  SDI 
would  coat  over  a  trillion  dollars,  and  It  would  consume  an  locredlbla 
amount  of  human,  aconomlc,  scientific,  and  natural  resources  for  a 
system  that  would  parmlt  52  of  lncoalng  sleallos  to  laak  through, 
offaettvoly  daatroylng  our  natloo. 

The  personnel  charged  with  maintaining  our  ouclear  weapon!  have  a 
substantial  rata  of  alcoholism,  substance  abuse,  end  aberrant  behavior, 
euch  that  the  Personnel  Reliability  Program  must  to  decertify  several 
thousand  parson*  each  year  for  these  reasons. 

The  Scoping  hearing  itself  la  being  hastily  convened  with  little  tlae 
for  th*  public  to  raepond.  Several  others  phyalclaos  fro*  PSR  wanted  to 
testify  at  the  hearing,  but  they  could  not  suddenly  leave  their 
practices  on  auch  abort  notlco.  Also,  only  ono  hearing  has  been  eat  for 
the  entire  atata,  sod  it  would  be  laportent  that  communltlaa  all  along 
th*  proposed  railroad  routes  be  alerted  to  elicit  their  concerns. 

How  will  tho  presence  of  NX  alsallas  affect  local  property  valueeT  How 
often  will  the  alsailee  he  sent  out  oo  cere  for  testing?  What  Is  the 
psychological  affect  on  children  who  discover  that  nuclear  alaallaa  ar* 
In  thalr  neighborhood? 

Parhaps  some  will  earn  the  prograa  ■■  partially  good,  bringing  In  needed 
job*  and  monies  to  their  area.  Bur  studies  show  that  arms  spend  log 
generates  far  fewer  Jobs  and  wealth  than  aqua)  funds  spent  on  health 
car*  or  education.  Michigan  has  often  lost  more  lo  taxes  than  It  hae 
gained  In  allitary  spending  In  the  stats. 

In  auamary.  Physicians  For  Social  Responsibility  supports  a  response  of 
NO  ACTION  oo  the  NX  railroad  garrisoning  proposal.  Let  us  first  do  oo 
harm.  Let  ue  prevent  further  spread  of  the  disease  of  nuclearlsm.  Lee 
us  Invest  our  resources  In  ways  thet  build  up  true  national  security: 
Jobe,  health,  educatioo,  and  better  American  product*  to  eojoy  at  home 
and  compete  abroad.  Let  ue  turn  away  from  hope  In  nuclear  security  and 
turn  toward  faith  In  human  effort  to  solve  th*  probleas  that  stand 
befora  us. 


Lawrence  H.  Probes, 
Chapter  Contact 
PSR/Crand  Rapids 
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Revision  2 

23,  n  aa 


comment  sazrr 

U.S-  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  (CBM  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  meeting.  Our  purpose  for  boating  this  masting  Is  to  give  you 
an  opportunity  to  assist  us  in  identifying  pertinent  tasues  for  analysis  within  tbs 
environmental  impact  statement.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough  environmental  document  that 
will  he  made  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a  final  decision  on  basing 
and  deployment  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention  potential 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  should  be  analysed  In  the  environmental  Impact 
statement. 
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^Arkansas 
Soil  and  cWatcr 
Conservation  Commission 


ONC  CAPITOL  MALI 
SUIT*  JO 

LITTLE  NOCK.  ARKANSAS  72201 


phone  soi-eej-wii 


.-kG 


4 


i ~tl*  Rosfl  -£k«»*s+vi-  1C (b 


r.limwfr  fhnilfAUU 


ft,-..-  Mrl  e*.- -  -jit  Q.-  /  ,w 


TO:  Hr.  Jom  Gillespie,  Jr. 

/H  Manager,  state  Clearinghouse 

FROKiA^lj.  Randy  Young,  P.E. 

TT^  Chairman,  Technical  Rev  law  Committee 

SUBJECT:  BEI8;  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


:sr 


friHlfoia  <vfh* 


fmi'Ntylfiwiiir 

iiHMBviR.NF. 

ftfl 


^  — —  rr*  iVwikiinmg-w 


1 2&L2. 


Name  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  tot 


ikafldi 

City 


LA 


State 


July  21 ,  1988 


Mambars  of  the  Technical  Review  Committee  of  the  State  of 
Arkansas  have  reviewed  the  referenced  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
prepared  by  the  Department  of  the  Air  force.  The  Committee 
has  no  objection  to  the  DEIS  and  preferred  alternative 
provided  the  concern#,  aa  outlined  the  the  Arkansas 
Department  of  Health  memorandum  dated  July  19,  1988,  are 
addressed  (copy  attached). 

The  opportunity  to  comment  la  appreciated.  Enclosed  are 
copies  of  comments  from  members  of  th#  Coamilttee  supporting 
this  position. 

JRY:pr1a 

Enclosurss 

cc:  US  Departmsnt  of  the  Air  Force.  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
AFRCE-8H8/DEV 
Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-8448 
Paul  Means,  ADPCE 
8111  Williams,  AQC 
Or.  Joycelyn  Elders,  ADM 
Jo  Luck  Wilson,  ADPT 
Harold  Or limmett,  ANHC 
Charles  Eddie  Smith,  AIDC 


Director,  Environmental  Plamring  OMaiea 
AFRCE-BMVDEV 
Norton  Air  Faros  Bass 
San  Bernardino,  CA  91409 
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State  of  Arkansas 

0(  '  AH  •  M(  NT  o*  f  IHANC  (  AMO  ADMINISTRATION 


Memorandum 

TO: 

FROM; 

DATE : 
SUBJECT : 


All  Technics  Review  Committee  Members 
Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29.  1988 

CIS  No.  - DRAFT  Environmental  Impact  Statens 

Program _ 
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State  of  Arkansas 

OCaahtucnt  or  Financc  amp  administration 


IMUmiM 

Memorandum 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 


All  Technical  Review  Committee  Members  cONSlih/AiON  CU' 

Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29.  1988 

EIS  to-  _ C&&n..£aif.lranmenta1  Impact  Statement  Pfarefcwper  Ball 

Program  _  _ 


Please  review  the  above  stated  oocur-ent  uncer  Drovisions  c *  Section  rf  tne 
Clean  Water  Act,  Section  1C2  (2)  (c)  of  the  'iatioral  Snvironrer.ta!  Policy  Act 
of  1969  and  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  arc  Review  System. 

YOUR  COMMENTS  SMC -AO  BE  RETURNED  BY  (July  20  1988  )  TG . 

MR.  RANDY  YOUNG.  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  ftWH  COWlTTEE,  II  CAPITOL  MALL.  SUITE 
2-D,  LITTLE  ROCK.  ARKANSAS  72203. 

If  we  have  no  reply  within  that  tine  we  will  assure  you  have  no  consents  and 
will  proceed  with  the  sign-off. 


SUPPORT  | _ l  00  NOT  SUPPORT  (COMETS  ATTACHED) 

I  COMMENTS  ATTACHED  Q  SUPPORT  WITH  FOLLOWING  CONDITIONS 

I  |  NO  COMMENTS  [~J  NON-OEGRADATION  CERTIFICATION  ISSUES 

(APPLIES  TO  PCAC  ONLY) 


State  of  Arkansas 


■  Mmw< 
Memorandum 
TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT; 


All  Technical  Review  Comslttee  Members 
Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29,  1988 

EIS  No.  DRAFT  Environmental  Innarfr  Untwi 
Program _ 


7 /w 
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J  >  - 

9.r(C’!c;iy/|?|'n| 

-  •  ' 

Jill-  6  CTf. 


SOIL  AMD  RAilk 
CONSERVATION  COMMISSION 


Please  review  th*  above  stated  cocuirent  uncer  orcvisions  c *  Section  if;«  rf  tie 
Clean  Water  Act.  Section  ICC  (2)  (CJ  of  the  ‘Mtioral  Environi  e«-tal  Pclit/  Act 
of  1969  and  the  Arkansas  Project  Hctiflcation  arc  Review  System. 

YOUR  CGWENTS  SHCAO  BE  RETURNED  BY  m  imo  )  *C . 

HR.  RANDY  YOUNG,  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  REvIH  COWlTTEE,  II  CAPITOL  NALL.  SUITE 
2-0.  UTTLE  ROCK.  ARKANSAS  72203. 


If  we  have  no  reply  within  that  tine  we  will  assure 


have  no  cements  and 


(  cwtehts  «n«CHto 

E  no  conns 


| _ Ido  hot  suppopt  (covie-its  pttpcheo) 

i  I  SUPPOPT  HUH  FOUOMW  COM1TIOHS 

I  I  HOH-OEGR/OPTIOU  CEPTIFICPTH*  ISSUES 
(APPLIES  TO  PCIC  OHITI 


Please  review  th*  above  stated  oocurcent  uncer  orcvisions  c*  Section  AOA  rf  tne 

Clean  Water  Act.  Section  1C2  (2)  (c)  of  the  ‘la'.io'a  1  Envirow  ertal  Policy  Act 
of  1969  and  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  ard  Review  System. 

YOUR  CuNMENTS  SHCAO  BE  RETURNED  BY  ?n  iqoo  )  TC . 

HR.  RANDY  YOUNG.  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  REVlK  COWITTEE.  11  CAPITOL  MAuL ,  SUITE 

2-0.  LITTLE  ROCK.  ARKANSAS  72203. 

If  we  have  no  reply  within  that  time  we  will  assure  you  have  no  cements  and 

will  proceed  with  the  sicn-off. 

1 _ '  SUPPORT 

| _ IDO  NOT  SUPPORT  (COMMENTS  ATTACHEO) 

1  CMflEHTS  ATTACHED 

j  |  SUPPORT  WITH  FOLLOWING  CONDITIONS 

/  C  OWE  NTS 

|  j  NON-OEGRAOATION  CERTIFICATION  ISSUES 

(APPLIES  TO  PC*C  ONLY) 
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Stats  of  Arkansas 

OC»A«TMCNT  Of  r* NAMCC  AMO  AOMIN ICTKATIOM 
AO  Ml  IIM 
UTTl,*  MCI  •  »!!•» 


Memorandum 

TO: 

FROM: 

OATE: 
SUBJECT : 


All  Technical  Review  Comlttee  Members 
Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29,  1968 


~  r-  ‘ 


suic  mu  »aiu 

coKSMmw  caonswi 


Please  review  the  above  stated  document  under  orovislons  c'  Section  AM  of  tne 

Clean  Water  Act,  Section  102  (2)  (c)  of  tne  .'latloral  Environrer.tal  Policy  Act 
of  1969  am  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  and  Review  System. 

YOUR  COMMENTS  SHOULD  BE  RETURNED  BY  (juiy  ?Q  1988  >  T&  . 

MR.  RANOY  YOUNG,  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  REVIEtf  COWlTTEE.  #1  CAPITOL  MALL,  SUITE 

2-0,  LITTLE  ROCK,  ARKANSAS  72203. 

If  we  hive  no  reply  within  that  tine  we  will  assume  you  have  no  cements  and 

j _  SUPPORT 

1 _ t  00  NOT  SUPPORT  (CONSENTS  ATTACHED) 

1  ;  COUNTS  ATTACHED 

y 

j  |  SUPPORT  WITH  FOLLOWUo  CONDITIONS 

[~>Tmo  CWMENTS 

|  |  NON - OEGRAOAT I ON  CERTIFICATION  ISSUES 

(APPLIES  TO  PCAC  ONLY) 
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State  op  Arkansas 


■  •mm  mm 
Memorandum 
TO: 

FROM: 

OATE: 

SUBJECT: 


y  «0  w«,t„ 

C0*BfWAT,(^  COMMlSSm 


All  Technical  Review  Coamlttee  Members 
Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29.  1988 

EIS  *°-  — BBAFT  Envlrunacntil  Impact  SUtrnei 

Program _  _ 
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State  of  Arkansas 

OCAAMTMCNT  or  VlNANCe  AMO  AOMINI»TWATION 


Memorandum 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 


JUL  0  1  1988 

E'ETEtVI 


All  Technical  •view  Coamlttee  Members 
Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29,  1988 

EIS  Mo.  DRAFT  Environmental  Impact  Statiwr 
Program _ 


Please  review  the  above  stated  document  uncer  orovislons  c*  Section  AW  rf  tne 

Clean  Water  Act,  Section  102  (2)  (c )  of  the  Datioral  Envlronrenta!  Policy  Act 
of  1969  and  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  arc  Review  System. 

YOUR  CGWtNTS  SHC-JLD  BE  RETURNED  BY  (]u}y  ?n  iggft  )  70 . 

MR.  RANOY  YOUNG.  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  RtVlCA  CSfllTTEE,  #1  CAPITOL  MAU,  SUITE 

2-D,  LITTLE  ROCK,  ARKANSAS  72203. 

If  we  have  no  reply  within  that  tine  we  will  assure  you  have  no  coments  and 

iHXa^S£iii£Mi 

| _  SUPPORT 

j _ I  00  NOT  SUPPORT  (COWEKTS  AnACHED] 

1  COtlHTS  ATT  ACHED 

j  |  SUPPORT  HATH  FOLLOWliij  CONDITIONS 

IXi  no  csmiffs 

1  |  NOH-DE  GRADATION  CERTIFICATION  ISSUES 

(APPLIES  TO  PCAC  ONLY) 

SIGNATURE  iVQir 

Its/ SC  0100-006-85 
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State  of  Arkansas 

Ocaahtmcnt  or  f.inanci  amoKdmini»thation 
*o  rof  «it»  j 


SOIL  AMD  WAft* 

OOJBEWATTgN  COMMISSION 


RECEIVED  in  DIRECTOR'S  OfnCt 

jULOI  1968 

*RKWGAS  0ETARTSCMT  OF  H^LTB 


Please  review  th«  above  stated  document  uncer  orcvislons  c'  Section  AW  tne 

Clean  water  Act.  Section  102  (2)  (c)  of  the  'latio'al  Environrer.tal  Policy  Act  | 

of  1969  and  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  arc  Review  System. 

YOUR  COMENTS  SHC'JLD  BE  RETURNED  BY  (ju1y  yg  i»o  )  70 . 

HR.  RANDY  YOUNG,  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  REvTW  COWITTEE.  #1  CAPITOL  MALL.  SUITE 

2-D,  LITTLE  ROCK.  ARKANSAS  72203. 

If  we  have  no  reply  within  that  tine  we  will  assure  you  have  no  coments  and 

will  proceed  with  the  sicn-off. 

1 _ SUPPORT 

_ 1  DO  NOT  SUPPORT  (COMMENTS  ATTACHED) 

1  COMMENTS  ATTACHED 

i  1  SUPPORT  WITH  F0U0MS5  CONOITIORS 

[vjK  COKRTS 

1  1  NON-OEGRADATIOtt  CERTIFICATION  ISSUES 

(APPLIES  TO  PC AC  ONLY) 

All  Technical  Review  Comlttee  Members  AW 
Joe  Gillespie,  Manager  -  State  Clearinghouse 
June  29,  1988 

EIS  No-  _ DRAFT  Environmental  Impact  Sh»f— . 

Program  _ 


Please  review  ths  above  stated  document  under  orcvislons  c'  Section  AW  pf  tne 
Clean  Water  Act,  Section  102  (2)  (c)  of  the  Tatioral  Environrer.tal  Policy  Act 
of  1969  and  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  arc  Review  System. 

YOUR  COUNTS  SMC  AD  BE  RETURNED  BY  (July  20  1988  )  TC . 

HR.  RAN0Y  YOUNG.  CHAIRMAN  -  TECHNICAL  RtVlW  CWlTTEE,  II  CAPITOL  MALL.  SUITE 
2-0,  LITTLE  ROCK,  ARKANSAS  72203. 

If  we  have  no  reply  within  that  time  we  will  assume  you  have  no  coments  and 
will  proceed  with  the  slcn-off. 


1 _  SUPPORT  | _ |00  MOT  SUPPORT  (CffTETTS  ATTACKED) 

[T'comENTS  ATTACHED  Q  SUPPORT  W»TH  FOLLOUINj  CONDITIONS 

I  I  NO  COfENTS  □  NON-OEGRAOAT ION  CERTIFICATION  ISSUES 

(APPLIES  TO  PCtC  ONLY) 


MWLa»fc  ---- . MU  . 
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DOCUMENT  7 


SOL  CUNTQM 
aortmon 


JAanuw  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH 

««MriMNMinw  •  umsoocx.  *«*•**»» 
tawoiicio'iin" 
m  swart*  rmxo.  no 
OMcm 


* 


Hr.  J.  R.  Young,  P-E-,  Chairman 
Technical  Review  Comlttee 
One  Capitol  Mall.  Suite  2-D 
Little  Rook,  AS  72203 

Dew  Mr.  Young: 

Attached  la  a  copy  of  a  memorandum  frc*  Greta  Dicua,  Director 
of  the  Health  Department ’a  Division  of  Radiation  Control  A 
Emergency  Management.  These  repreaent  the  Departments'  cotmmnts 
on  the  Draft  US  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  call. 

Harold  R.  Seifert 
Director 

Diviaion  of  Engineering 
KPS :  cd 


JUL  2  0®88 


SOIL  AND 

conservation  com^oe 


^iAan&a&s  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH 


To:  Harold  Saifert,  Director 
Diviaion  of  Engineering 


From:  Crete  J.  Dicus,  Director  eTX* 

Division  of  Radiation  Control  A  Emergency  Management 


Date:  July  19,  1968 

Subject:  Review  of  Draft  E.I.S.  Peace  Keeper  Rail  Garrison  Program. 


Selected  parts  of  the  E.I.S.  have  been  given  cursory  review  by  staff 

Mffbers  and  we  have  the  following  comments: 

1.  Ue  see  no  major  lorvj-ter*  environmental  health  related  impacts  A* 
to  radiation  Identified  in  the  E.I.S. 

2.  We  concur  with  the  conclusion  that  the  radiation  risk  to  the  general 
population  is  negligible  due  to  the  low  probability  of  an  off-site 
release  of  radioactive  material.  Ue  also  agrea  that  the  health  risks 
to  crews  will  be  extremely  smell. 


3.  The  more  significant  risk  in  this  system  is  the  hazardous  met* rial 
not  the  radioactive  materiel. 

4.  The  emergency  response  activities  appear  to  be  in  keeping  with  current 
government  policy.  State  end  local  governments  are  noted  although 
every  activity  involving  the  warhead  is  correctly  restricted  to 
specially  trained  federal  responders. 


5.  The  re-entry  sytems  will  be  transported  to  the  garrison  by  air J 

therefore,  unless  there  is  a  National  Alart,  the  radioactive  materiel 
will  not  be  transported  off  base  by  surface  modes. 

S.  Utile  the  figures  in  the  tables  presented  regarding  radiation  inAjced 
cancers  are  reasonable,  no  date  sources  for  these  fi^rres  were  given. 


_  I  7#  EUcer  AF8  seems  to  be  an  unlikely  candidate  due  primarily  to  the  New 
6  Madrid  fault,  end  the  potential  of  a  severe  aarthcymke  Airing  the 

proposed  20  year  life  of  the  program.  The  need  for  additional  lend 

7|  at  that  base  and  the  presence  of  archeological  sitas  are  additional 

|  concerns. 
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July  26.  1988 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern i 

Title  le  to  address  the  environmental  and  safety  considerations  relating  to 
the  possible  location  of  the  MX  Missile  project  at  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base. 

A  portion  of  Barksdale  Air  Fores  Base  ie  annexed  into  the  corporate  limits 
of  Bossier  City.  This  includes  all  the  residential  and  developed  portion  of  the 
base.  The  annexed  portion  contains  1,100  acres  which  wss  annexed  in  1965. 

These  coMents  concern  the  area  off  base  because  we  have  no  jurisdiction  on 

base. 

The  city  of  Bossier  City  throuqh  the  Metropolitan  Planning  Commission  and 
the  City  Council  is  committed  to  protecting  the  mission  of  the  base  through  the 
police  power  granted  them  by  the  legislature  of  the  State  of  Louisiana  by  the 
adoption  of  our  Zoning  Ordinances. 

A  local  ordinance  was  passed  in  197«,  called  the  Airport  2one  which  is 
almost  identical  to  the  Accident  Potential  Zona  in  the  Air  Installation  Compatible 
Us*  Zona  report  of  1976  and  1980.  This  son*  prohibits  all  residential  and  any 
high  density  uaa  which  would  encroach  on  the  landli.g  and  takeoff  alignment. 

In  addition  to  the  Airport  Zone,  we  use  the  AICUZ  report  to  study  the  noia# 
rones  and  uses  not  recosmiended  in  certain  Compatible  Use  Zones. 

A  possible  connection  to  the  existing  rail  line  along  the  northern  boundary 
of  the  base  with  its  limited  proposed  use  m>uld  not  cause  any  adverse  environmental 
or  safety  problema  in  my  opinion. 

The  anticipated  increase  In  the  number  of  employees  working  on  the  base  could 
not  com  at  a  bettar  time  because  a  20-year  master  plan  is  being  done  by  a  consulting 
firm  at  prssent .  They  are  aware  of  the  possible  location  of  the  MX  Misslla  and  I 
know  changes  the  access  points  to  the  base  are  belnq  studied  which  could  greatly 
lsprove  or  eliminate  altogether  any  traffic  problems  created  by  this  project. 

Our  coemnintty  has  enjoyed  an  excellent  working  relationship  with  Barksdale  Air 
Force  Base  personnel  and  w  cannot  foreaea  any  difficulty  in  irorktng  out  any  un¬ 
foreseen  problems  that  might  arise. 

So  In  susoury,  we  would  welcome  the  selection  of  Barksdale  as  one  of  the  MX 
Missile  locations  without  sacrificing  our  safety  or  losing  any  environmental  assets. 

A.  Dean  Molt 
Executive  Director 
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LOCATION 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoaa  for  boating  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


AFTtn.  *7 -rvunutr.  AnrrA  -Z~ 

rucN _ _ /oh  ^  >////  ,/ _ S2UL 

Rah. s . // _ _ <1lZ _ _ 

/It  ibn/it/-;  B/iub- _ if  F  ■ _ 


Th£  Am/tntitf'  /rri  t///lo//me»ntL. _ Hi  i  cS 

A  lit  mi  K.lHfiCt'ilf, _ 


&AL.  hcu*  n  c9  g<-P  A/vtrt  Da.  (/>  7no~ 

Name  Street  Adcfrets  City  Stste 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  tot  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Bose 
San  Bernardino,  California  13409 
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'If  tV  So*i  \h*rrfo*  tktil  mtkt  you  fnt. 
w  (Ul  be  frar  uuiad. 

*<**«  •« 


A  Ftic/rm  s  -S>  fc  v 
N  Avt^  C.A? 

^  i  ^o9-CH". 

ts.  CJl 

° — <^tX^  < 
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LOCATION  »  ~~  CXjtjj^CTl  •  £5 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


1 


Thanh  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hoetlng  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 

keeper 

_ I  would  simply  tt’-e  to  state  that  I  am  AGAINST  the  Feace&eatrmier 

°all  Carr Ison  being  stationed  at  I/vess.  I  feel  that  there  will  be 

detrimental  effects  on  thp  environment.  _ _ 

1_. _ For  example,  at  the  hearing  it  v>as  stated  that  thor-  may  b _ some 

wot- r  contaml nat:on  In  "little  l-i  Creek,"  lm  Cre sk  is  one  of  our 

largest  creeks. Also,  it  flov;3  into  lake  Abilene,  which  is  one  of  our 

■  a  ter  reserves. _ _ _ 

I* ter  in  the  meeting,  someone  commented  that  ther-  was  an  expensive 
'••ater  treatment  plan  going  on  right  now.  This  is  being  done  because  the 
Abilene  .'ater  oyster  did  not  pass  the  health*  inspection  in  many  areas. 

In  Texas,  it  is  ranked  in  the  lowest  tier  as  far  as  safe  drinking  water  is 


concerned 


_ _ rio*'-  if  this  new  contamination  ia  added - and  people,  animals,  and 

plants  become  ill  or  die,  who  do  you  will  receive  the  hl«me‘? 

that  cause  the  harm,  the  people  will  blame  the  MX.  - This  may  sound 


far-fetched  and  ridiculous.  Hov.ever.  some,  of  those  statistics  quoted  at* 
the  meeting  sounded  just  as  ridiculous. _ _ _ 


2.  Although  ground  squirrels  sound  rather 
food  chain  and  could  eventually  do  harm. 
Lara  Lynn  Creech  .'91*  Iva  ioe  Abilene, 


796*5 


Street  Address 
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Norton  Air  Force  Base 
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LOCATION  Mi.li&r _ 

COMMENT  8HEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  hosting  this  hearing  La  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Please  hsnd  this  form  In  or  mail  to:  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-B  MS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Mill  SULLIVAN 
GOVEANOA 


STATE  OF  WYOMING 
OFFICF  OF  THt  GOVERNOR 
CHEYENNE  82002 


July  29,  1908 
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h*rscmi*r  suhoino 

i»7i  777  7427  CMIVINNl  WYOMING  S2002 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
United  States  Air  Force 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Regional  Civil  Engineer 
NalluMc  “}«.*>!  lo  .<»?port  fAFESC) 
Norton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92409 

Re:  Proposed  Rail  Garrison  Program 

Dear  Col .  Walsh: 


I  am  forwarding  for  y*ur  consideration  comments  from  the 
Wyoming  Public  Service  Commission  regarding  the  proposed  project. 
I  had  intended  to  forward  this  with  my  letter  of  May  3t ,  1988  for 
your  response.  Through  an  oversight,  their  letter  was  not 
included. 

I  would  appreciate  if  your  consultant  could  review  the 
attached  questions  and  respond  to  Jon  Jacquot  with  the 
information  he  needs  to  assess  these  issues.  Questions  1,  2,  5 

and  6  are  the  questions  apparently  not  specifically  addressed  in 
the  Draft  EIS.  If  these  issues  could  be  addressed  in  the  next 
couple  of  weeks,  any  questions  remaining  unanswered  with  the  PSC 
could  be  raised  at  the  end  of  the  review  period. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention  to  these  issues. 

Sincerely, 

Alan  Edwards 

Natural  Resources  Analyst 


1 

2 

3 


AE:  sj 

Enclosure 

cc:  Jon  Jacquot 


JOHN*  SMYTH 

("‘•MU 

•II  TUCKEA 

NILS  J  SMITH 
COMMlSSONt* 


MEMORANDUM 


ALEX  J  EllOPULOS 
CHI'  COUN5II  AND 
ApMINTSTAAVYl  SIC«1'A»" 

STEAMING  OXLEY 

MANAGE  MINT  SIAVCIS 
ADW-WSIAAIO* 


FROM: 


DATE: 


RICHARD  MILLER 

STATE  PLANNING  COORDINATOR 


JON  F.  JACQUOT 
CHIEF  ENGINEER 

APRIL  7,  1988 


RE:  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  SCOPING  PROCEDURE  FOR  THE 

PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


The  following  are  issues  this  Commission  wishes 
addressed  in  the  referenced  Environmental  Impact  Statement: 

111  The  need  for  and  availability  of  utility  services  for  the 
Program  and  the  population  growth  attributable  to  installation  of 
the  Program. 

(2)  The  affect  that  construction  and  operation  of  the 
Program  will  have  on  utility  facilities  in  the  area,  including 
damage  due  to  the  construction,  operation  and  maintenance  of  the 
Program. 

(3)  Steps  that  will  be  taken  to  insure  the  safety  and 
integrity  of  the  railroad  trackage  used  for  the  Program  not  only 
for  the  safety  of  the  Program  and  those  exposed  to  it,  but  for 
the  operating  viability  of  the  Program. 

(41  Steps  that  will  be  taken  to  insure  the  integrity  of  the 
rolling  stock  used  for  the  Program  to  insure  not  only  the  safety 
of  the  Program  and  those  exposed  to  it,  but  to  insure  the 
operating  viability  of  the  Program. 

(S)  If  train  crews  are  used  who  are  employed  by  the 
railroad,  steps  that  will  be  taken  to  insure  that  train  crews  are 
functioning  with  the  necessary  physical  and  mental  facilities  to 
safely  operate  a  train. 

(()  If  military  train  crews  are  used,  what  will  be  done  to 
insure  these  crews  are  knowledgeable  of  the  operating  rules  of 
each  railroad  so  that  accidents  can  be  avoided. 
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HISTORICAL  COMMISSION 

AUSTIN.  TEXAS  Wl  I  »JU>  «*>»>•• 

July  25.  1988 


T.C.  Adams.  State  Single  Point  of  Contact 
Governor's  Office  of  Budget  and  Planning 
P.O.  Box  1 2428 
Austin.  Texas  78711 

Re:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System 
Draft  EIS  #TX  R  88-07-06-(XX>l-50-00 
(AIRFORCE,  A2,  A5.  B4) 

EVar  Sir: 

Thank  you  for  providing  the  information  concerning  the  above  referenced  project.  A  review  of 
available  data  concerning  cultural  resources  indicates  that  an  archeological  survey  of  areas  to  be 
disturbed  would  be  appropriate.  The  purpose  of  the  survey  will  be  to  identify  any  archeological 
sires  or  historic  properties  with  the  project  boundaries  that  may  be  eligible  for  inclusion  within  the 
National  Register  of  Histone  Places. 

The  general  region  contains  many  known  archeological  sites,  identified  through  both  systematic 
and  casual  surveys.  Many  sites  are  potentially  eligible  for  the  National  Register  of  Histone  Places, 
ranging  in  date  from  as  long  ago  as  8000  years  to  the  present,  and  ranging  m  activity  trom  small 
camps  to  Indian  villages  to  cemctcnes.  An  archeological  survey  undertaken  by  a  qualified 
professional  should  be  conducted  for  the  proposed  areas  of  construction  Field  examination 
should  include  shovel  testing  to  identify  subsurface  cultural  deposits.  Collection  of  mate,  uls 
present  in  these  tests  is  required.  A  report  of  investigation  should  be  produced  in  conformance 
with  the  Secreii.y  of  the  Interior's  Standards  and  Guidelines  for  Archeology  and  Historic 
Preservation. 

Thank  you  for  allowing  us  to  participate  in  the  review  process  We  will  continue  our  assessment 
under  36CFR800.  the  implementing  regulations  of  the  National  Histone  Preservation  Act.  upon 
receipt  of  the  survey  report.  If  you  have  any  questions  or  if  we  can  be  of  further  assistance,  please 
contact  Deborah  Smith  of  this  office  at  512463-6096. 


SiS&ercly. 

/janfcs  E.  Brusetn,  Ph  D. 

/  Deputy  State  Histone  Preservation  Officer 


cc:  U  Col.  Peter  Walsh.  Norton  AFB 
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State  Historic  Preservation  Office 

Montana  Historical  Society 

Mailing  Address:  225  North  Roberts  •  Helena.  MT  59620-9990 
Oifice  Address:  102  Broadway  •  Helena.  MT  •  (406)  444  7715 


A  FnendJy  Welcome  A«*IU  To*  At  The  North  Getewey  To  The  Tm«««  Kcecnoir  Mm 


Chamber  of  Commerce 

PO  touts  WINDSOR.  ICSSOUtM&JNWDIS 

116  647.2316 


July  29,  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
APRCE-BHS/CeV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base ,  O  92409-6448 

Re:  1988  Draft  Bnvlcomental  Impact  Statement  for  ace  keeper  Rail  Garrison 

Program 

Dear  Lt.  Col  Walsh: 

He  are  in  reaeip*  of  the  above  cited  document  which  addresses  impacts  of  the 
proposed  and  alternative  actions  of  the  Peacekeeper  Garrison  Program  at  Ha  1st rent 
Air  Force  Base  (Montana) . 

Without  the  proper  doewentation,  we  are  unable  to  content  at  this  time  regarding 
the  conclusion  reached  that  there  will  be  no  direct,  indirect,  or  cumulative 
impacts  to  cultural  resources  by  this  undertaking.  Please  forward  the  cultural 
resource  inventory  report (s)  upon  which  this  detennifation  was  based  for  our 
comment  and  review  in  compliance  with  Section  106  of  the  National  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966,  as  amended. 


sincerely. 

Harlt  F.  fcawler,  Ph.D. 
Deputy  SfPO/Archaeologlst 


File:  Air  For oe/Rail base  Peacekeeper /l 988 


Director 

Environmental  Planning 

AFKCE-BMS/0EV 

Norton  Air  Force  base 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92409-6448 

Dear  01  rector: 

As  President  of  the  Windsor,  Missouri  Chamber  of  Comecce,  1  would  like 
to  take  this  opportunity  to  tell  you  that  our  organization  is  in  full 
support  of  the  proposed  selection  of  Miiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Missouri 
as  a  site  for  the  deployment  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
Program . 

The  Chamber  of  Commerce  has  always  supported  the  programs  of  the  Air 
Force  at  Whiteman  from  its  earliest  deployment  of  SAC  bombers  through 
the  Minuteman  II  Missile  Program,  and  most  recently  in  its  selection  as 
the  site  for  the  B-2  Stealth  Bomber  Program.  Windsor  has  become  home  to 
many  military  personnel  and  their  fantlies  over  the  years.  Many  of  the 
military  residents  become  involved  in  the  various  civic  and  cotmunily 
organizations  tn  Windsor,  and  we  are  grateful  for  their  help  and 
encouragement.  Windsor  enjoys  a  large  population  of  military  retirees 
who  have  chosen  our  city  as  the  place  where  they  want  to  spend  the  rest 
of  their  lives. 

Again,  let  me  emphasize  that  the  Windsor  Chamber  of  Cxximerce  fully 
supports  and  encourages  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rati  Garrison 
Program  to  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base. 

Sincerely, 

Mark  Moser 
President 

tfw 

pc:  Col.  Thomas  F.  Kuenning,  lr. 

Conmander,  Whiteman  Air  Force  B8se 


A  *  iNC  TOWN  LOCATED  ON  TWO  HJOHWATJ 
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July  29.  1996 


Director,  En viroonefita i  Planning 

APRC3-BH S/DEV 

Morton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  9^409-6448 


BE:  Cooaenta  DEIS  Peacekeeper  Raii  Garrison 


I  oa  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Seda^la,  a  conuunity  of  20,uC0+ 
located  near  the  Uhltocan  APB.  I  nave  reviewed  the  DLIS  on  the 
possible  location  of  ;lie  Peacekeeper  Ball  Garrison  ct  the  'Jhitc^cn 
base.  I  an  offering  the  following  consents. 

The  report  identifies  tuo  arer.s  of  significant  lopcct  fro  a  t.te 
proposed  p.-ograu.  One  area  involved  iand  use  relating  to  the  re¬ 
location  of  two  buildings.  Uhile  there  would  be  e  cost  associated  wi.lt 
this,  it  would  appear  to  Oe  uore  of  an  inconvenience  rather  man  a 


The  very  codest  asount  of  construction  involved  would  not  have  any 
noticabie  mpaot  on  this  supply. 

The  citizens  of  Sedaiia  and  Pettis  County  nave  had  a  fr.end.y  . e- 
lationahip  with  the  base  and  Its  personnel  for  -any  years.  -c  are  a,: 
respectfully  and  pnocfui  of  the  Job  they  uo  in  he.pin„  secu  ■«  our 
national  defense. 

he  are  coufortable  uith  the  solitary  operations  ,r.  v«e  e.’<  r  .  Vne 
addition  of  tne  Ra.l  Garrison  would  oe  welcome  .  n  th*s  fire. 


Thank  you  for  your  tne  and  consideration 


Larry  G.  Poster,  Mayor 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.a  AIR  FORCE  PEACEEEEPBR  RAIL  OARROON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  heart**.  Or  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  noneaquencss  we  have  determined  nay  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  protsetM,  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  brine  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Ow  goal  ta  a  thorough 
environmental  analyela  that  will  ha  available  to  public  officials  and  cttlxana  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  tones  that  you  fsal  have  not  bean  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEEEEPBR  RAIL  GARRBON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Oar  purpose  for  boating  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  her*  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  aa  opportunity  to  bring  to. 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  last  ertently  overlooked.  Ovr  goal  is  a  thoro^h 
environmental  analysts  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  citlmen*  bafor*  a 
final  decision  on  tbs  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  tones  Umt  you  feel  have  not  bean  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmaatal  impact  Statement. 


•  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  tot 


Lt  Col  Pater  Welsh 

APRCE-BMfl/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pore*  Baas 

San  Bernardino,  California  Hill 


please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 
A  PRC  E-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Baas 
San  Bernardino,  California  llill 
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Eddy  E.  Arnold 
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p.0.  drawer  670 
MINDEN.  LA.  71068 

(Sift)  J77-CC47 


July  27,  1988 

Oi  rector 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Morton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 

RE:  Barksdale  AFB  and  the  MX  system 


Dear  Sirs: 

It  would've  been  rather  foolish  of  mt  to  attend  the  public  hearings 
concerning  the  studies  dealing  with  Barksdale  AFB  and  the  MX-peacekeeper 
missile  system.  After  all,  to  speak  out  against  any  new  job  opportunity 
for  our  poor  economic  environment  would  be  the  same  as  speaking  against 
motherhood,  apple  pie  and  the  LSU  Fighting  Tigers. 

Make  no  mistake  about  It,  vt  do  need  more  Jobs.  However,  defending 
our  nation  a«  a  whole  is  far  more  Important  than  creating  more  Income 
opportunities  nere  in  Louisiana.  Therefore,  the  MX  system  isn't  suitable 
for  placement  at  nearby  Barksdale  AFB. 

I  realize  Barksdale  has  been  called  a  "primary  candidate"  recently, 
but  I  believe  that  is  more  political  than  practical.  Enemy  terrorists, 
or  agents  operating  within  this  country,  could  cripple  the  operations 
of  this  major  base  using  hand-held  missiles  and  working  from  highways 
which  afford  a  clear  view  (and  shot)  at  loaded  B-52's  and  KC-10's. 

Even  If  Che  "enemy"  would  not  be  given  a  chance  to  attack  missiles 
located  on  a  modern  train,  the  rail  system  of  our  area  would  threat 
enough,  without  an  attack.  Have  you  ail  studied  the  number  of  derailment 
incidents  in  recent  years?  We  have  some  of  the  worst  Cracks  and  track- 
bads  in  Che  nation.  We  can't  even  trust  slow  moving  freight  trains 
to  haul  logs  and  oil,  so  why  would  anyone  put  their  trust  in  a  system 
of  outdated  Cracks  and  beds? 

If  you  all  located  the  MX  system  at  Barksdale,  the  people  would 
have  to  eventually  pay  for  the  rebuilding  of  all  these  railroad  systems 
just  to  keep  the  project  alive  and  safe.  Why  can't  the  railroad  concerns 
and  those  who  use  thew  regularly  pay  for  *  safe  rail  system. . . . fl rst , 
and  then  "consider"  If  the  system  should  be  located  here. 

On  top  of  all  of  this  you've  got  far  Coo  many  slow-moving  freight 
Crains  moving  about  this  section  of  the  country,  especially  in  timber, 
oil  and  chemical  areas.  Even  Che  most  dim-witted  Intelligence  agent 
would  be  able  to  learn  the  schedules  of  these  slow,  sluggish  Crains 
and  develop  a  current  list  of  places  the  MX  system  could  not  go. 

In  simple  terms  If  an  agent  knew  chat  you  had  8  options  available 
to  our  MX  train,  but  six  of  those  were  closed  by  traffic  and  one 
was  closed  for  repairs,  there  would  be  no  secret  as  to  their  direction 
of  travel.  To  me,  that  defeats  the  entire  purpose  of  moving  the  missiles 
on  the  rails. 
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I  don't  know  If  the  Idea  of  moving  miss  lies  around  the  countryside 
on  Crains  is  the  best  idea  or  not,  but  I  do  remember  military  procedure, 
which  means  "It"  Is  the  Idea  you  have  to  work  with. 

In  chat  reapect,  you  all  must  find  the  best  location,  with  proper 
rail  facilltlea  which  are  already  safe  to  uae,  not  like  our  railroad 
system.  You  must  also  find  a  base  which  is  more  secure  from  terrorists, 
or  attacks  from  within  our  borders.  You  certainly  don't  need  Co  select 
a  base  which  has  an  interstate  highway  offering  a  clear  view  of  flight- 
line  operations,  plus  landings  of  loaded  bombers  snd  tankers. 

For  the  sake  of  our  economy  and  the  needs  of  our  people,  I  would 
love  to  see  Che  federal  government,  or  anyone  for  that  matter,  institute 
programs  which  would  pump  more  jobs  and  money  into  our  local  economy. 
However,  for  Che  take  of  our  nation1 a  defense  capabilities,  Barksdale 
AFB  is  not  Che  answer  for  the  MX  system. 

Please  do  not  be  swayed  by  the  beggings  of  c  local  business 
and  political  leaders,  or  our  powerful  leaders  in  Washington.  Politics 
should  not  decide  Che  home  bases  of  the  MX  program,  buc  rather  chose 
needs  of  the  program  should  decide  where  it  is  to  be  located. 

If  I  may  ever  be  of  any  assistance  to  you  all,  please  feel  free 
to  call  upon  me,  anytime. 


Sincerely 


ea-jpj. 


fc .  Arnold,  Sr. 
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Office  of  County  Administrator 

iosco  oouwrv  building 
r  o  BOX  779 
TA  WAN  CITY.  HI  « 


Iosco  County 
Board  of  Commissioners 


IOSCO  COUNTY  BUILDING 
P.O.  Box  778 
Tiwu  City.  Michigan  48784-0778 
Phona:  (517)382-4212 


July  29,  1988 


Environmental  Impact  Hearing.  Peacekeeper  Ra i 1 
Hurts* i th  AFB.  MI.  July  28.  ’988 


RE:  Statement  for  t: 

Qua  1 i ty  f rom  the 


•cord  Associated  with 
izens  of  Iosco  County 


Garrison  Program 


Wurtsmith  Water 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  CA  9Z409 

Re:  Peackeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 

Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

Enclosed  please  find  a  written  statement  that  was  read  at  the 
public  hearing  for  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base  on  July  28,  1988. 

It  does  address  water  quality  concerns  that  the  U.S.  Air  Force 
identified  in  its  Environmental  Impact  Draft.  Also  included  is 
a  resolution  of  support  by  the  Iosco  County  Board  of 
Commissioners . 

If  you  have  any  additional  questions  or  concerns,  or  if  the 
Iosco  County  Board  of  Commissioners  can  help  in  any  way,  please 
contact  me. 


JJB/cls 


Enclosures 


We  wish  to  clarify  and  correct  statements  in  the  draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  EIS  published  in  June  of  ’988 
relative  to  the  water  quality  at  Wurtsmith  AFB.  The  statements 
addressed  are  repeated  throughout  the  EIS  and  may  be  found  in  the 
following  locations:  in  the  Executive  Summary  on  page  S-45.  in 
the  Summary  and  Comparison  of  Program  Impacts  on  page  2-8  and 
repeated  on  page  2-13,  and  within  section  A.  ’2-32  and  page  4.12- 
3?-  It  :e  the  view  of  long  time  local  residents  and  supporters 
of  Wurtsmith  AFB  that  these  statements  mislead  and  perpetuate  an 
untruth  relative  to  water  quality  and  how  it  associates  itself 
with  the  beddown  of  a  new  missaion  as  well  as  the  day-to-day 
operation  of  the  existing  mission.  I  base  this  knowledge  on  what 
has  been  publicly  released  information  over  the  years. 

The  telling  statement  in  the  EIS  generally  supposes  and  repeats 
itsslf  throughout  ths  documsnt  that  the  impacts  of  the  proposed 
action  on  water  resources  would  be  significant  at  only  one 
location,  Wurtsmith  AFB.  NI .  because  "program  water  needs  would 
be  drawn  from  wells  vulnsrable  to  ground  water  conttminat ion  from 
adjacent  areas  of  the  local  aquifer." 

Certainly  potable  water  is  a  basic  need.  To  dimmish  its 
importancs  in  the  function  of  an  air  base  or  an  industry  or  a 
home  would  be  incorrect.  However,  1  have  known  the  Wurtsmith  AFB 
mission  to  be  non-di minished  to  this  date  by  the  groundwater 
contamination  "problem"  that  has  been  in  existence  for  a  decade. 

Since  ’978,  the  baee  has  contained  purged  and  cleaned  the 
aquifer  on  base  while  working  in  cooperation  with  the  Michigan 
Department  of  Natural  Resourcea.  the  Evironmental  Protection 
Agency.  US  Geological  Survey  and  the  Strategic  Air  Command 
Headquarters.  The  involvement  of  this  latter  entity  is  notsd  for 
the  simple  fact  that  they  have  not  come  on  record  and  proposed 
the  closure  of  Wurtsmith  AFB  or  any  othsr  dimimshmsnt  of 
activity  here  because  of  a  "water  problem."  It  is  difficult  for 
us  to  understand,  as  citizens  in  this  locale  who  share  the  same 
aquifer  as  does  Wurtsmith.  and  all  other  commumtitei  up  and  down 
this  Qrsat  Lakes  shoreline,  why  the  spectre  of  water  quality  is 
an  issue  to  the  beddown  of  a  new  mission  addition  to  Wurtsmith 
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whan  it  is  not  an  issue  with  the  continuing  mission  that 
Wurtsmith  enjoys  at  this  time.  There  is  no  question  that  a  sand 
aquifer  down  to  65ft  at  any  location  presents  the  vulnerability 
for  contamination.  There  is  also  no  question  that  the  conscience 
in  this  country  up  until  this  last  decade  was  one  of  "use  it  and 
throw  it  away”  or  "dump  it  on  the  ground."  Wurtsmith  AFB  is  no 
greater  a  polluter  nor  contains  items  in  its  soil  different  than 
anywhere  else  m  this  country,  both  on  and  off  military 
instal lat ions. 

If  the  difference  that  separates  Wurtsmith  from  the  other 
candidate  sites  if  simply  the  fact  that  they  have  identified  and 
have  cleaned  up  the  legacy  of  our  past  conscience  in  this 
country,  it  clearly  means  to  me  that  they  are  on  the  forefront  of 
technology  and  sould  be  singled  out  in  a  positive  rather  than  a 
negative  fashion. 

There  is  not  a  liability  associated  with  the  Wurtsmith  water 
circumstances.  As  previously  mentioned,  the  base  has  had  the  US 
Geological  Survey  agency  involved  here  for  many  years  and  they 
have  modelled  the  groudwater  circumstances  on  base  since  the 
single  pollution  source  was  discovered  in  December  '%n.  There 
are  over  400  monitor  wells  on  base.  Billions  of  gallons  of  water 
have  been  summarily  removed  from  the  ground.  polished  through 
carbon  and  charged  back  into  storm  drainage.  Two  plumes  of 
contamination  have  been  halted  in  their  movement  and  cleanup  over 
the  years  has  diminished  their  concentrations  to  below  the  limits 
required  for  drinking  water  standards.  Alternate  well  fields  on 
base  have  been  developed.  A  project  to  provide  water  from  Lake 
Huron  was  lodged  a  number  of  years  ago  in  the  Military 
Construction  Program  ( MCP |  that  requires  congressional  approval 
and  funding.  The  staffers  who  work  for  both  Congressman  Davis 
and  Senator  Levin  have  been  briefed  on  numerous  occasions 
relative  to  the  future  need  to  upgrade  Wurtsmith's  water  system. 
Strategic  Air  Command  has  electee,  through  the  past  number  of 
years,  not  to  consider  that  project  (and  thus  the  water 
vulnerability  at  Wurtsmith  AFBJ  to  ->e  such  a  significant 
liability  that  it  saw  to  make  it  a  high  enough  priority  requiring 
immediate  funding.  The  project  is  waiting  its  turn.  This  is  the 
way  of  the  Military  Construction  Program  process.  Mentioned  in 
the  E IS  is  the  fact  that  a  regional  water  study  is  being 
conducted  at  ths  time.  Wurtsmith  AFB  is  a  party  to  that 
process.  If  it  comes  to  fruition,  the  base  will  be  connected  to 
a  system  from  Lake  Huron  serving  s.x  or  so  communities  along  the 
shore! in». 

All  of  these  facts,  in  my  view,  succinctly  show  that  Wurtsmith's 
water  quality  situation  should  no*,  in  any  way  be  considered  a 
show  stopper  for  any  future  development  cr  mission  changes  to  the 
base.  Even  as  I  speak,  considerable  millions  of  dollars  are 
being  spent  upgrading  dormitories,  airfields  and  the  alert  living 
facility.  A  new  commissary  will  be  constructed  within  a  year.  A 
hangar,  a  new  dorm  and  a  new  fire  station  will  follow  shortly 
•hereafter.  There  has  not  been  a  question  asked.  nor  should 
there  have  beer.,  relative  to  the  potable  water  supply  at  Wurtsmith 


AFB  and  its  association  with  committing  millions  of  tax  dollars 
to  continue  to  develop  the  base  and  its  mission.  It  is  therefore 
my  reiterated  question,  why  should  this  be  an  issue  at  all  with 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program,  since  Wurtsmith's  water  is 
nothing  more  than  a  utility  that  is  routinely  being  upgraded  and 
refined  to  keep  up  with  current  laws  and  guidelines  and  has 
played  no  role  up  to  now  in  the  longevity  or  other  mission 
r*lat«fi— dwciaiopd*  ay  ci  el  ad  with  this  installation? 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  Iwarlng.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thoroigh 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


******** .  the  xoeco  County  Board  of  CawlMloosts  support*  the 
activities  of  wurtaadth  Air  For cm  Bssoj  and 

MBBBSAS*  ths  Iosco  County  Board  of  CanlskiOMra  encourages  the 
•sponsion  of  servloes  at  wurtsmith  Air  Pore*  Basoi 

MOM,  IMRBFURB,  BB  IT  ABSOLVED  that  ths  Iosqo  County  Board  of 
COMlasioners  supports  ths  Peacekeeper  Rail  oarrlson  Program  and 
•pproclatoa  ths  importunes  of  this  wsapons  systsm  to  tho 
strategic  posture  of  tha  Uni tod  States.  It  further  encourages 
ths  pi a c Man t  of  tho  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  at 
wurtsmith  Air  Fore#  Base,  Further,  that  it  also  rsslisod  the 
•oooomie  importance  to  Iosco  County  with  tho  placoMnt  of  ths 
FMoaksopar  Rail  Garrison  at  wurtamith  Air  Foroe  Base. 

BS  IT  FURTOXR  ABSOLVED  that  thia  resolution  bo  ontorod  into 
taatimony  at  tha  Public  Nearing  on  July  21,  mi 


P  lease  hand  thia  form  in  cr  mail  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bate 

San  Bernardino,  California  91409 
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OMMENT  SHEET 

UA  /UR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoee  foe  hosting  this  hearing  li  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter!  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  s 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  State  raerU 
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Street  Address  7  City  State 


A jMl  -- 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoae  for  hoetfng  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Street  Address 
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Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 
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Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCEBMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Porce  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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LOCATION  sMr-soAu.'lie. _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROQRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  hooting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrison  program  proceed*  sod  a/for d  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Pleaae  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environment*!  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  ade^iately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

1  I  k/fal  Co/aPi _ is. _ #V  _ /p _ 

1  |  Ai,  49#  '<?  . - 


^d-Jf,e.'ou  s _ l?p:lAi<*/f/ 

Name  Street  Adcfreas  City  Stale 

Pleaae  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to:  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Fores  Bsse 
San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


'  1  h  INI 
•mmun 


SUPPORT  FOR  PEACEKEEPER 
"RAIL  GARRISON" 

The  wost  basic  national  security  objective  of  the  United  States  la 
to  preserve  today’s  peace  and  prevent  tomorrow's  war.  Deterrence  of 
nuclear  attack  la  baaed  on  the  quality  and  preparedness  of  our  strategic 
forces,  and  our  nation’s  ability  to  eaploy  thew  if  necessary. 

The  nation  la  now  deliberating  deployment  of  PEACEKEEPER  aissllee 
in  "Rail  Garrison"  basing. 

To  set  the  stage  for  the  rail  garrison  we  suet  consider  thle  con¬ 
cept  from  a  "back  to  basics"  approach.  Wa  need  to  consider  why  we  have 
ICBM'a  and  why  it'*  important  to  keep  that  fore*  effective;  why  we  need 
PEACEKEEPER;  and  why  rail  garrison  make*  "good  sens*"  strategically, 
■llltarlly,  and  economically . 

ICBM'a  provide  capabilities,  that  strengthen  our  etrateglc  dafens* 
and  contribute  to  Soviet  deterrence.  The  Sovleta  know  our  ICBH’s  cap¬ 
abilities,  and  that  knowledge  strengthens  our  defensive  posture. 

ICBM'a  are  based  within  our  borders.  Any  attack  against  them  on 
our  territory  la  clearly  an  attack  upon  the  United  States. 

ICBM'a  provide  the  "lowest  coat"  strategic  deterrence.  The  coat 
Is  about  12  percent  of  th*  total  operations  and  support  funding  for 
our  strategic  offensive  forces. 

1CBM  modernization  haa  received  bipartisan  support  from  leader* 
of  both  political  partlaa  and  the  last  four  administrations. 

PEACEKEEPER  capabilities  are  naceasary  to  carry  out  our  nation's 
strategy  for  deterring  the  Soviet  Union. 

PEACEDEEPER  baa  th#  accuracy  and  rapid  response  needed  to  hold  back 
th*  threat  of  Soviet  nuclear  forces,  therefore  we  have  the  ability  to 
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dltrupt  •  $o*l«t  auclttr  attack  In  ita  Initial  phases,  and  It  laaaana 
Soviet  confidence  In  a  auccaaaful  flrat  atrika. 

reidOOP  gives  tha  capability  we  naad  to  datar  tha  aotflata.  It'a 
here;  It  works ;  It1 a  on  schedule,  on  coat,  and  on  target.  It  la  a  pro¬ 
van  truces*# . 

gall  garrlaon  la  a  vary  practical,  affordable  concapt.  Moat  of  tha 
equipment  naadad  la  already  avallabla.  Tha  system  would  uaa  existing 
baaaa  and  rail  llnaa.  Tha  nlaaila  la  tha  world'a  beat  and  It  la  already 
davalopad.  Tboea  factor#  make  rail  garrlaon  available  quickly. 

Since  the  nlaalla-carrylng  train#  would  leave  their  garrlaon  baaaa 
and  daaparaa  on  coaarclal  track#  only  during  crlaaa,  there  would  be  no 
environmental  impact  or  public  intarface  except  in  time#  of  national 
aaMrgancy.  With  tha  nation  under  threat  of  attack,  thara  la  every  as- 
aurance  that  tha  American  paopla  would  be  aupportlve. 

PEACEKEEPER  In  rail  garrlaon  la  a  vital  national  program.  Aa  we 
aaaaaa  tha  concept  objectively,  from  a  "whet ' a  beat  for  the  country" 
parapactlva,  wa  In  Nolan  County  Texae,  neighbor#  to  waat  of  Dyeee  AF6. 
support  tha  PEACEKEEPER  Rail  Garrlaon  Syaten. 


Sincerely, 


Tarry  &IM 
Nolan  Cot£Cy  Judge 
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2365  Kilt  Huron  ftoad 
Standi  ah  ,  Midiigan  40656 

4U0iSt  1,  1966 

Dir«*tor  of  ftivlronjMntal  Planning 

Apac*-BMS/0W 

Horton  Air  Pores  Bass,  California  92409-6440 
Dsar  Sir: 

If  ths  propossd  Psacsksspsr  Rail  Garrison  Fadlltiss 
at  rfurtmlth  APB,  Michigan  Is  approval  will  ths  prsssnt 
OS-23  bs  a  bis  to  accownodata  ths  heavy  transportation  of 
all  aatsriala  nssdsd  for  ths  construction  of  ths  garrlaon? 

Sines  OS-23  Is  ths  as  In  artery  to  ths  APB  at  Purtaalth, 
Michigan  and  with  ths  inersassd  traffic  roluass  ysarly 
along  ths  OS-23  what  srs  ths  plans  to  alleviata  ths  con- 
gastsd  highway? 

Thank  you 

Slncsrsly, 

Bdward  Plotrowskl 

fit 


DOCUMENT  32 


DOCUMENT  32 


mamma rm 


COMMENT  SHEET 

V.S.  AIR  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


'  I  Inge  price  Inq  for  weapons  facilities  cfcanif 


Thank  you  for  attend"*  this  hearing.  Our  purpoae  for  hoatlng  thla  hearing  ia  to 
tummarizs  for  you  tha  environ  man tal  consequence#  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrlaon  program  proceed#,  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  ■•♦♦•fs  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  l  la  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizen#  before  a 
final  decision  on  .ne  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issue#  that  you  feel  hsve  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Congress"  lrf-rn  i.il  Accounting  Office  r*ltmaii-s  lhal 
n  waif  cost  $HKI  laittHan  lo  SIX  billion  lo  gel  the 
Department  of  Energy's  nnclrar  weapons  facilities 
cleaned  up  and  in  proper  working  order  In  a  new 
report  GAO  estimates  that  II  will  coal  about  $25 
billion  lo  upgrade  existing  capability  lo  meet  nuclr- 
*r  drfenae  needs  and  enaure  lhal  I  lie  planta  are 
operated  in  a  wile  and  environmentally  accrplablr 
manner.  Cmd  lor  c  leaning  up  groundwalrr  conlami- 
nation  and  Iti.irlivr  watte  tile*  at  ihr  facilities  could 
range  from  $35  billion  In  $65  billion  These  liguret 
agree  quite  well  with  IXlE’s  own  recent  e*t< mates 
for  environmental  cleanup  c«ata  (CAEN.  |uly  II. 
page  ()  However.  GAO  went  a  alep  further  lhan 
IXtl;  In  ila  report  GAO  ralculatet  the  Coal,  which  it 
taya  could  easily  raceed  $45  billlun.  of  disposing  of 
tXIE's  high. h-i  rl  lailioaeiive  and  Iraniurauk  waatea 
and  drcoulainiiiating  and  decommissioning  Ihr 
clear  factliiinal  Ihr  end  of  their  utrful  life 


Administration  I -rank  S  Swam.  SBA  chief  coun¬ 
ted  for  advocacy,  taya  the  "t  limit!  law  it  M  an 
■((relive  incentive  Inr  innovation.  especially  by  tmatl 
limit  I'he  (new  blll|  will  em-outage  amall  butt  nett 
innovation  and  ralac  competitiveness  id  our  econo- 
international  markett  " 
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Following  up  on  lull  mm  mil  tee  chairman  Kika  de 
La  Garza  t  (It  -le*  )  recenl  pronnte  (CAEN.  July  1$. 
page  25)  In  move  on  |W«llrMe  legialalion  thii  year, 
(he  Houte  Agriculture  Subcommitlee  on  Oepaitment 
Operaiiont.  Kctearcli  A  Foreign  Agriculiure  hat 
marked  up  a  ipwnlr  ol  Ihr  Federal  Inaeclicidc.  Fun¬ 
gicide  A  Rbdenlitidr  Art  and  tent  It  along  lor  full 
committee  actum.  Ihe  Nil.  II. R-  2463.  would  rrquire 
EPA  lo  reregister  about  WK)  active  peallctde  ingredi- 
entt  within  nine  year*  and  require  rrgialranlt  to  pay 
a  one-time  »|  50.000  lee  for  each  active  ingredient, 
plutan  annual  $425  maintenance  lee  Small  hutinettet 
would  he  etrmpt  from  the  feet.  In  addition.  Ihe  Nil 
would  eliminate  Indemnification  payment*  lo  man¬ 
ufacturer*  ol  tu«pended  and  canceled  petlicldet  and 
etlabllth  a  plan  whereby  manufacturer#  would  there 
rrapontibilily  wilh  EPA  lor  tiering  and  dltputing  ol 
rattling  More*  id  banned  |nlicide*  Hie  bill  it  el  pert  I'd 
to  be  taken  up  by  ihe  lull  commlltre  late  chit  week 
A  almllar  bill  ia  ready  (or  Hour  vole  In  the  Senate 


Independent  bds  deride  (ax  exemption 

fhe  American  Council  ol  Indiqviidviit  Uboraloriet 
i*  actively  campaigning  to  remove  a  provlaion  pul  in 
the  I9S4  lax  law*  that  exempt*  a  company  that  doc* 
'letting  for  the  public  aafrty''  from  taxrt  tin  Hi  buti- 
nett  income  loaeph  O'Neil,  eiecutivc  director  of 
ACM-  tayt  (hit  exemptiiMi  it  utcil  almotl  exclutlvely 
by  Underwriter*  laboratonet.  winch  operate*  a*  a 
uonprolit  organization,  allowing  n  to  rng>y  "an  un¬ 
fair  compelilive  advantage  over  other  tetung  laNira- 
toriea  "  ACll.  laN  do  all  lyprt  ol  irih.  many  of  them 
l>er(ornung  chemical,  environmental,  and  biological 
analysis  Aa  UL  expand*  out  ol  lit  primary  l«KU»  on 
decimal  safety  letting.  Iliere  «  contidertble  Cnn- 
tern  lhat  the  giant  lab  will  tignilicanlly  liarm  the 
butinets  ol  other  laboratories  O'Neil  tayt  hi*  orga¬ 
nization  it  lobbying  Congress  hi  lake  up  thl*  Itaue 
end  consider  changing  the  law  i  n  il*  nc  xi  tettlon 


CSMA  continues  to  attack  rniptsitkin  65 

The  Chemical  Specialties  Mannfartiirx-r*  Association 
strongly  ob|ertt  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Cahfor 
ina  Health  A  Welfare  Agency  it  implementing  regu¬ 
lations  to  enforce  the  stale's  I’mpotUinn  63.  the  Safe 
drinking  Water  A  Toxic  Enforcement  Act  CSkfA 
charges  that  a  regulation  requiring  "clear  add  rea¬ 
sonable"  notice  of  any  exposure  !<•  a  detignaled  list 
id  chemicals  wax  done  without  proper  public  hear¬ 
ings  tnd  wiihoul  analysis  or  r>pl.inalion  to  support 
Ihe  proposed  regulations  The  ihenucal  tra<le  aiaoct- 
alion  u  also  upset  because  Ihe  California  agrncy  has 
nol  answered  il*  petition  asking  for  exemptions  for 
tome  consumer,  pesticide,  and  industrial  prtxlucll 
based  on  pre-emptive  federal  statute*  Again,  there 
should  have  been  public  hearings  on  the  pet  il  ion. 
which  was  filed  seven  months  ago  l  SM  A  maintains 


mi 


Name  Street  Addrea# 

Pleeaa  hand  thl#  fora  In  or  mill  tot 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Petar  Walah 
APRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Fore#  Baa# 

Son  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Groups  urge  support  for  RAO  lax  credit 

Sen  John  C  Oanfurth  (R  -Mo  )  and  5?n  Max  tUucus 
(U.-Mnnt )  received  support  from  several  groups  at  a 
recenl  hearing  on  their  lull  that  would  make  perma¬ 
nent.  and  even  eipand  Ihr  rurlrnl  la>  creihl  for 
RAI)  expenaes  Ihe  bill.  5  24*4.  would  give  more 
incentive  In  companies  In  qeiwl  on  RAD  by  increas¬ 
ing  ti*  saving*  about  fivefold  and  would  expand 
Ihe  number  id  companies  eligible  for  Ihe  credit 
Joseph  A  Sahuim.  chairman  of  the  Council  on  Re¬ 
search  A  Technology,  a  university  and  industry  gnuip 
ihst  lobbies  for  more  federal  RAD  support,  tayt  the 
Nil  would  go  *  long  aw  •nward  '-•"roving  U  5 
policy  on  technological  Innovation.  Other  support¬ 
er*  of  Ihe  legislation  Include  ■  number  ol  econo¬ 
mist*.  Ihe  Treasury  Department,  and  the  Small  lluai- 

CAivrUi^t  *■  L 


Washington  rountkip 


e  Department  of  Tranaport.uion  say*  that  It  is 
highly  unlikely  lhal  it  wdl  i«*ue  a  final  rule 
reclassifying  anhydrous  ammonia  as  s  poisonous 
gat  before  1 VI  1.  IMS 

»  EPA  hat  determined  lhal  formaldehyde  and 
paraformaldehyde  are  arttve  mgmlient*  when  used 
a*  a  preservative  in  pesticide-  formulation*  and 
thus  niusl  be  *o listed  on  pesticide  labels 
»  According  lo  Ihe  ten  I  or*  for  Disease  Control,  al¬ 
though  lead  in  the  environment  has  twen  algnlfl- 
ranlly  reduced  in  recent  year*,  lead  based  paint 
and  lead  residue*  In  toil  food,  and  water  con¬ 
tinue  to  pnee  *  threat  to  the  hrallh  of  3  million  to 
4  million  children  in  urban  arras 


t#  MH.  isaacai" 
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fall  yifrison" 
il  MX  in  this  community'' 

ul)  tie  the  til  to  this  community  and  to  this  utate” 
ill  Lie  the  impact  on  tourism  to  this  state'' 

ill  be  the  El  of  the  measure*  necessary  to  handle  inc» eased 
♦.he  roadway-,  arid  railways  ir  this  community  and  throughout 

•;  Die  El  of  building  an  •'iW  system  in  order  to  protect  fit 

tri.ur  tty  muauures  will  be  implemented  to  protect  MX'' 
ho  security  measures  on  railway  properties  be  under 

■Julian  d  1 

Die  military,  who  will  control  the  railway  security 

ill  be  MX  t,  impact  on  local  police  authorities"' 

owers  will  the  local  military  security  commander*  have' 

n,  security  rummande-'  c*r  subordinate  have  the  power  to 

1/  detain  anti  search  persons  found  on  the  railroad 

ye  as  may  be  done  on  military  r ese- vati uns” 

dnes  .<nd  properties  uimitdi  alel  y  adjacent  to  the 

y  v  he  sub  jet  t  to  o!  (announced  searches  and/or  systematic 
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Why  are  scoping  hearing*  not  being  held  at  an  adequate  number  of 
location*  throughout  the  state  to  assure  public  involvement  from  all 
*•**'-  of  the  state  put  at  risl  by  MX"1 

Why  was  there  not  adequate  prior  notice  given  to  citntns  on  this 
scop i rig  hearing*,  especially  since  four  dates  were  given  for  this  one” 
What  it  the  El  to  this  state  due  to  the  following!  a>  the 
scoping  hearings  ar#  not  a  truly  open  process)  b)  the  process  is  not 
presided  over  by  an  impartial  party)  c)  the  hearing  was  not  adequately 
advertised;  d>  thr  Rearing  site  is  an  obscure,  out  of  the  way  place 
4 « r  **••*>  from  the  mam  population  center;  e>  no  notice  was  given  to 
ether  i  n  p  acted  communities  throughout  the  state  along  r.X  rail  routes; 
f)  civic  officials  ar *  allowed  to  male  self-serving  statements  subject 
to  f’o  time  cnitr*int!  ,  thereby  (idling  the  limited  time  available 
4  *• '  P’-'Llit  inputs  ar-d  g)  Conor  essr.an  Robinson  abused  his  franJmg 
privilege*  »r»  his  attempts  to  steel  the  hearing  with  Mx  supporters” 

•*■’ »  11  local  authorities  be  nntified  during  times  of  MX  train 
di  *p-er  *al  ” 

Hill  there  be  emergency  training  for  civilians  in  coir.muni  1 1  es 
along  M>  train  route*” 

A.  *  evacuation  plans  in  place  or  anticipated  where  MX  tf«mi 
travel  through  or  near  populated  areas” 

Will  emergency  medical  care  bt.  provided  for  each  town  along  th« 

MX  train  route" 

What  fire  prevention  measures  will  be  installed  on  MX  trams” 

Who  will  fight  fires,  civilian  or  military  f i r ef i ghter s”  If 
niliteiy,  will  they  be  on  the  trains”  If  so,  who  will  fight  fires  i  r. 
case  of  accident,  when  the  tram  crew  is  injured  or  disabled”  If  they 
will  not  be  on  the  trams,  how  will  they  be  transported  to  the  scene 
of  an  accident”  If  civilian  firefighters  will  be  responsible,  what 
fdd»t:on*l  training  will  they  need”  Who  will  bear  the  cost  of  such 
Iram.ng”  It  there  any  possibility  of  special  equipment  being 
necessary  to  respond  to  tram  accidents  carrying  nuclear  warheads  and 
missile  fual”  Who  will  bear  the  cost*  of  obtaining  such  equipment” 

Hovi  large  will  the  MX  project  be” 

How  man/  workers,  military  and  Civilian,  will  be  imported  for 
this  project  and  for  how  1  ong”  What  special  services  will  be  set  up 
for  these  who  come  seeking  work  but  do  not  find  it  and  who  stay” 

Huw  will  land  values  around  the  air  base  and  along  the  state  s 
railways  be  impacted  by  the  deployment  of  MX” 

When  will  this  system  become  obsolete”  Will  it  be  obsolete 
befor*  it  i*  deployed  on  rails” 

Whet  will  be  the  economic  El  of  MX  obsolescence' 

What  plans  *r»  being  made  for  decommissioning” 

Why  ir  rail  garrison  *o  near  #n  active  earthqua)#  fault” 

What  is  the  El  of  an  earthq  ale  on  Mi  train*  garrisoned  at  the 
air  base  and  dispersed  on  the  railways” 

What  ir  the  Itlelihood  of  r  adi  oac  1 1  vi  t  y  escaping  into  the 
f(i»ircn*»r.t  in  the  event  of  tornado,  flood,  fire  or  c-ther  natural 
oc<  ur  rence” 

Have  Studies  bren  conducted  on  the  effect*  ef  wind  ir.  case  o4  a 
r  .  d  i  at  i  or.  1  eal  ” 

What  to:  ic  t>»  I dt-uf  waste*  will  be  generated  by  MX  What  it 
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What  is  the  1 i I c 1 ihood  of  tran  collisions  and  derailments” 
what  i»  the  Cl  of  a  MX  train  collision  and  derailment” 

What  is  the  El  on  nearby  states  o'  various  kinds  of  accidents 
involving  MX  trains  or  the  missiles'7 

A  Titan  missile  exploded  in  a  Demasc  s  silo  because  of  a  dropped 
wrench;  how  susceptible  to  accidental  explosion  will  MX  be” 

What  are  the  chances  of  an  explosion  .board  the  MX  trains  in 
percent  per  year” 

What  are  the  chances  in  percent  that  *n  MX  missile  will  explode 
somewhera  on  the  rai  1  route  sometime  dunrj  the  20-year  life  of  MX” 

What  is  th*  livelihood  of  an  accidental  explosion  of  MX  fuel” 

What  u  the  El  of  an  accidental  explosion  in  garrison  and  during 
di  eper  sal  '* 

I h  tests  on  warheads,  what  can  and  '  annot  cause  detonation  of  the 
warhexds  and  of  the  propellant”  Car.  detonation  be  caused  by  the  force 
of  collision  or  derailment;  bridge  collapse  in  transit)  heat  from  fire 
or  e.p )  O*  l  on  i  or  propellant  e-plosion" 

The  f cl  lowing  concerns  related  to  the  effect  of  movement  on  m> 
mu*1,  be  ad<  r eased  in  the  El; 

What  i*  the  effect  on  MX  of  sideways  motion,  such  as  that  present 
during  transit  on  the  railways” 

W’.at  is  the  effect  on  the  MX  solid  fuel  of  the  rhythmic 
vibrations  of  rail  travel” 

Have  the  linear  and  nonlinear  osci  1 1  ati  »..*  (including  harmonics 
and  subharmonics)  induced  into  the  missile  carrier  and  missile  fuel  by 
movement  over  the  rail  system  been  defined,  quantified  and  applied  to 
the  detonation  characteristics  of  the  rocket  fuel”  What  do  these 
cilcoUtiort  indicate  the  effects  to  be  on  the  fuel  long-term  over  the 
projected  life  of  the  missiles”  Were  these  calculations  appliec  to 
the-  varying  speeds  at  which  the  carrier  will  be  operated” 

Since  the  rail  network  is  not  physically  uniform  throughout,  have 
the  quantitative  determinations  as)  eo  for  i  r.  the  previous  questions 
beer,  applied  specifically  to;  a)  oscillations  induced  by  trestles:  t- 
oscillations  induced  by  various  rail  lengths  found  throughout  the 

c>  frequency  changes  due  to  the  changes  in  soil  geology  ovt' 
which  the  railbed  is  built)  and  d>  the  effect*  achieved  when 
conditions  from  the  lowest  temperature  recorded  through  the  highect 
temperature  recorded  in  the  area  Of  MX  di  Str  i  out  l  on  are  applied  to  th* 
moving  system” 

What  is  the  likelihood  that  an  accidental  explosion  would  trigger 
a  nuclear  explosion” 

What  is  th*  El  of  an  explosion  of  one  or  more  of  th*  nuclear 
war  heads” 

If  t  on*  megaton  explosion  destroys  nearly  c  .c  *  /♦  ►>’  w  .  including 
th*  population,  in  a  4.Z  mile  radius,  would  an  explosion  of  all  th* 
garrisoned  Mx  trains,  do  the  same  in  a  6B.5  mile  radius” 

What  it  the  El  tc.  Jacksonville,  Little  Kocl  and  the  rest  of  the 
state  from  a  first  stoic  nuclear  at  tael  on  MX” 

W).<  t  it  t  he  likelihood  of  accidental  launch"  What  is  the  El  from 
MX  l.ur.ch  to  the  immediate  art* 

How  will  II, t  w.rhceos  br  transported  to  Arkansas'  How  will  thr  y 
t-i  handled”  Whot  is.  tl.t  El  of  Iht  t  r  anspor  t  at  i  cn  risks  involved” 
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How  often  will  MX  trains  need  to  be  returned  to  F.E.  Warren  AFP” 
Whet  will  be  the  El  of  an  accident  during  trinspor tat ion” 

What  is  the  El  of  a  surprise  enemy  attack,  on  the  garrison  before 
dispersal  and  on  th*  state  after  dispersal*7 

Periodic  adjustment  of  the  guidance  system  is  necessary  to 
missiles  in  stationary  silos)  how  will  this  be  handled  on  rail 
garrisoned  MX” 

MX  railcars  will  need  a  special  design  to  carry  their  load.  Will 
cisting  tracks  and  bridges  sustain  the  anticipated  weignt7  What  is 
the  £  I  of  replacing  tracks  and  bridges”  What  is  the  El  of  altering 
the  railway  grades  to  accommodate  MX” 

How  many  miles  of  new  tract  will  be  laid?  Where”  How  many  mile* 
of  trad  must  have  grad*  elevation  changes”  Where”  Where  will  the 
fill  cone  from”  Where  will  the  gravel  come  from” 

Wh*t  happens  to  commercial  traffic  during  MX  train  dispersal? 

What  is  the  economic  El  of  halting  commercial  train  traffic 
dur i ng  times  Of  dispersal,  which  may  be  for  extended  periods” 

During  times  Of  MX  train  dispersal,  who  dispatches  and  controls 
roil  traffic”  Where  is  the  control  center  located” 

Will  the  electronic  interference  caused  by  a  surprise  nuclear 
attack  prevent  dispersal”  Who  controls  MX  trains  in  such  a  case” 

What  is  the  El  of  the  MX  electronic  communications  system  to 
communities  through  which  MX  trains  pass” 

11  railways  be  constantly  monitored  for  damage”  Who  will  be 
responsible  for  maintaining  the  integrity  of  the  traci  and  railbeds” 
What  is  the  El  of  floods,  tornados,  blizzards,  earthquakes 
mechanic*!  failures  and  train  wrecks  on  dispersal  of  MX  trains” 

Will  MX  be  protected  by  helicopters”  What  is  the  El  of  this 
increased  air  traffic  around  the  air  base  and  along  the  railways” 

The  impact  Of  living  in  fear  of  a  nuc 1  ear  war  or  accident  has 
profound  psychological  effects  on  children  and  other  vulnerable 
per  ton*.  What  impact  will  there  be  if  MX  comes  to  Arkansas” 

What  psychological  effects  can  be  expected  in  various  age  groups 
nee-  the  garrison  and  along  MX  rail  routes” 

What  corporations  will  benefit  from  the  economic  El  of  MX  rail 
garr i sons” 

What  will  be  the  effect  on  MX  of  a  treaty  eliminating  half  of  all 
Strategic  weapons  as  proposed  by  President  Paygun”  What  would  the 
economic  El  be  to  Arkansas” 

What  will  be  the  costs  of  the  E1S  process,  including  the  scoping 
hear i ngs” 

What  will  be  the  completed  costs  of  the  MX  project” 

What  will  be  th*  annual  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation'' 

Have  any  studies  beer,  done  to  determine  how  many  industries  will 
net  locate  in  the  MX  deployment  area  because  of  MX” 

What  will  be  the  effect  on  the  economic  development  of  the 
deployment  area*  with  the  systematic  denial  of  good  industries” 

How  will  these  areas  be  compensated  for  the  loss  of  well-paying, 
high  tech  jobs” 

Will  th*  denial  ef  high  quality  jobs  cause  emigration  of  the 
educated  whe  can  fine}  r.o  jobt  commensur  at  *-  with  their  educational 
I <  v*  l  ,  thfc-.eby  further  eroding  the  economic  development  of  the  area” 
w>»*t  will  br  t hr  sociological  impact  of  this  situation” 
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tf  thi  3  r«t  t »  national  politic*)  tnvi  r  onn.ent  ,  is  the 
I'l  h*  ti  inn!  ir.  garrison  at  th«  air  base  more  lilely  to 
i  l  •  acl "  it  increase-  the  probability  o<  an  »nom>- 

wl.at  ir  the  high  authority  that  Mill  authorise  dispersal 
-  during  times  ot  heightened  international  tensions? 

!■»•*  1 1  tutu  the  state  of  "hei  ghtened  intornati  onal 

lulhc  i:t  firing  MU'' 

r-urict.  control  officers  be  educated  about  their  duty  to 
orders  under  the  tfuremburg  principles'’ 

»feguardt  Mill  be  instituted  to  prevent  unauthorized  or 

claimed  to  te  aimed  at  Soviet  missiles.  It  is  also  called 
■  rather  then  a  f i rtt-sir i » e  weapon.  Will  it  be  fired  on 
1  *i)n  I c  Jaii'ithinp  sites  at  logic  dictates,  or  will  it  be 
ii  f! -sir i I r  weapon 

■*  to  fired  after  computers  indicate  an  enemy  nuclear 
I  rpi’ii,  what  is  the  livelihood  of  a  mistaken  launch  order? 
»t|  the  ultimate  El  be  after  the  firing  of  M’  and  the 
•*lal  t  oil  of  nuclear  warfare? 

ill  be  the  social  and  economic  impacts  to  our  area  if  the 
•  fuccetsful  in  his  intent  to  “rid  the  world  of  them  tall 


to  conscience  ^ 

% 


0o  not  mistake  our  silence  for  complicity 
this  terrorizing  arms  race.  Rather  accept  our  pre¬ 
sence  here  as  testimony  of  our  moral  outrage  and  a 
beckoning  and  loving  call  to  conscience. 

Let  us  recall  together  that  Dachau  and  Auschwitz  "  ti* 
were  accepted  by  Hitler,  the  government,  business  and 
ordinary  people  as  environmentally  sound.  The  earth  Jl'  , 
held  mass  burial  grounds  of  millions  of  people.  The  <C  in' 
air  captured  the  aroma  of  incinerated  flesh  and  the 
waters  of  Europe  drained  the  blood  of  innocent  victias.^v 

Today,  in  defiance  of  international  law,  in  crimes 
against  God  and  humanity,  the  Pentagon  and  politicians 
defile  God’s  frag* le  earth  and  people  with  an  escalated 
plan  for  death  and  destruction: 

Germany  U.S.A. 


Master  race 

Dictator  gone  insane  ,  .  , 


>  Master  nation 


Corporate  machine  gone 
insane 


Concentration  camps  .  .  .  .  •  Captivity  of  minds  A  soul 


Military  t  civilian  .  .  , 
jobs 


.  Civilian-military 
economy 


Crematoriums . .  MX  Rail  Garrison,  Cruise,  / 

Stealth,  Minuteman, 

Trident.  Star  Wars 


Genocide  .  Omnicide 

«  but  not  In  our  rone  ! ! ! 
CALL  US  ALL  TO  CONSCIENCE  ! ! ! 
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We  should  never  forget  that  everything  Adolph 
Hitler  did  in  Germany  was  "legal"  and  everything 
that  the  Hungarian  freedom  fighters  did  in  Hungary 
was  "illegal."  It  was  “Illegal"  to  comfort  a  Jew 
in  Hitler's  Germany.  Even  so,  I  am  sure  that,  had 
I  lived  in  Germany  at  the  time,  I  would  have  aided 
and  comforted  my  Jewish  brothers  and  sisters. 

Martin  Luther  King,  Jr. 


Victor  Frankl,  the  Jewish  psychiatrist  and 
survivor  of  German  concentration  camps,  said  that 
in  time  of  crisis  people  do  one  of  three  things: 

They  deny  It...  they  despair _ or  they  commit 

themselves  to  ask  critical  questions.  Perhaps  you 
and  I,  being  who  we  are  can  give  the  gift  of  Chrisitan 
discomfort.  By  knowing  enough  to  say  no,  we  can  make 
it  impossible  for  anyone  to  make  war  easily.  And 
we  can  give  others  the  knowledge  it  takes  to  do  the 
same. 

Joan  Chittister,  OSB 


call  to  conscience 


Do  not  mistake  our  silence  for  complicity  with 
this  terrorizing  arms  race.  Rather  accept  our  pre¬ 
sence  here  as  testimony  of  our  moral  outrage  and  a 
beckoning  and  loving  call  to  conscience. 

Let  us  recall  together  that  Dachau  and  Auschwitz 
were  accepted  by  Hitler,  the  government,  business  and 
ordinary  people  as  environmentally  sound.  The  earth 
held  mass  burial  grounds  of  millions  of  people.  The 
air  captured  the  aroma  of  incinerated  flesh  and  the 
waters  of  Europe  drained  the  blood  of  Innocent  victims. 

Today,  in  defiance  of  international  law,  *n  crimes 
against  God  and  humanity,  the  Pentagon  and  politicians 
defile  God's  fragile  earth  and  people  with  an  escalated 
plan  for  death  and  destruction: 

Germany  U.S.A. 

Master  race  .........  Master  nation 

Dictator  gone  insane  ,  .  .  «  Corporate  machine  gone 
insane 

Concentration  camps  .  Captivity  of  minds  &  soul 

Military  &  civilian  .....  Civilian-military 

jobs  economy 

Crematoriums  .  MX  Rail  Garrison,  Cruise, 

Stealth,  Minuteman, 
Trident  ,  Star  Wars 

Genocide  ...  .  Omnicide 

...  but  not  In  our  none  ! ! ! 

CALL  US  ALL  TO  C06CIENCE  ! ! ! 


Sc  , 

s, 
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Me  should  never  forget  that  everything  Adolph 
Hitler  did  in  Germany  ms  "legal"  and  everything 
that  the  Hungarian  freedom  fighters  did  in  Hungry 
was  "illegal."  It  ms  “illegal"  to  comfort  a  Jew 
in  Hitler's  Germany.  Even  so,  1  am  sure  that,  had 
I  lived  in  Germany  at  the  time,  I  woulu  nave  aided 
and  comforted  my  Jewish  brothers  and  sisters. 

Martin  Luther  King,  Jr. 


Victor  Frankl ,  the  Jewish  psychiatrist  and 
Survivor  of  German  concentration  camps,  said  that 
in  time  of  crisis  people  do  one  of  three  things: 

They  deny  it...  they  despair...  or  they  commit 
themselves  to  ask  critical  questions.  Perhaps  you 
and  i,  being  who  we  are  can  give  the  gift  of  Chrisitan 
discomfort.  By  knowing  enough  to  say  no,  we  can  make 
it  impossible  for  anyone  to  make  war  easily.  And 
we  can  give  others  the  knowledge  it  takes  to  do  the 
same. 

Joan  Chittister,  OSB 


LOCATION  0SC0DA  HIGH  SCHOOL,  03C0DA,  MICHIGAN 
COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hooting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goel  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

We  bring  to  your  attention  the  following  enclosed  materials  for  your 
consideration  and  response^  We  submit  the  CXEL  TO  cunsciutch  as  our  testimony 


under  the  Nuremberg  Principles  as  a  necessity  for  your  adherence  to  International 
Laws.  We,  also,  resubmit  our  March  50th  communication  to  you  with  each  section 
checked  that  has  pot  been  responded  to  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

It  is  evident  that  the  stateaeot  includes  environment  to  mean  socio-economic, 
biological,  eedical/health,  air- land -water  and  other  impact  realities.  Tet, 
in  the  public  hearing  you  seem  to  reject  the  same  public’s  interpretation  and 
test! mony  as  it  relates  to  that  extended  meaning . 

Our  major  concerns  left  unanswered  ere: 


1 


2 


3 


4 


1.  Define  the  entire  body  of  information  regarding  nuclear  waste  as 
it  relates  to  the  MX  missile  system.  What  is  produced?  How  much? 
Where?  How  is  it  buried?  What  environmental  impact  does  it  create? 

2.  What  i 8  done  with  hazardous  waste  at  Wurtsmith?  Tell  us  the  entire 
body  of  information  surrounding  this  concern. 

3.  Have  doctors  do  an  entire  study  of  the  contaeination  effects  on  all 
military  and  civilian  personnel  at  Wurtaaith  over  the  past  20  years 
es  it  relates  to  aiscarriages,  stillbirths,  baby  deaths  and  ^neco- 
logical  problems.  These  can  not  be  skirted  over  aa  non- elS stent. 

A .  Basing  modes  have  not  been  compared  at  all  in  the  study.  If  there 
is  the  possibility  of  taking  NO  ACTION,  what  proves  to  be  the  beat 
of  the  thirty  basing  modes?  Is  there  another  that  la  eore 
Name  Street  Addreea  City  8tate 


Pleeae  hand  thia  form  in  or  mail  to: 
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Lt  Col  Peter  Wtlah 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bmae 

Smn  Bernardino,  California  92409 


DOCUMENT  34 


environmantally  sound? 


sf 


Are  you  aware  that  Michigan  voted  in  Nov. ,  1982  that  deployment  of  nuclear 
weapons  in  Michigan  is  to  be  rejected?  Therefore,  prove  to  the  public  that 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison  is  actually  needed  for  national  defense  and  security 
when  its  only  stated  use  is  to  he  preserved  for  attacks  after  the  U.S.  has 
been  attacked. 


6.  If  the  MX  is  using  the  coaaerciel  rail  systea  which  spreads  through  various 
Michigan  cities  -  hearings  of  environaental  impact  on  the  sir,  land  and 
water  of  these  communities  must  he  held  for  public  testiaony.  Persons  who 
J  traveled  at  greet  inconvenience  (A  hours)  froe  these  cities  were  not  heard 
because  of  such  limitations  on  time.  All  of  us  present  for  the  hearing 
believed  that  the  hearing  waa  totally  for  the  public  after  our  reading  of 
the  document.  We  were  willing  to  stay  beyond  your  10:00  p.e.  curfew  be¬ 
cause  of  the  urgency  of  this  matter. 


Thank  you  for  your  presence  and  the  tiae  that  you  did  take  to 
pursue  with  us  our  concerns.  We  know  that  you  are  aware  that 
we  will  do  everything  in  our  power  to  block  the  MX  rail  garrison 
from  coming  to  this  State.  We  hope  you  Join  us  in  this  goal. 


1988 

<111 

Norton  APB 
California 

Re:  Coamentary  for  the  Scoping  Hearing 
Rail  Garrison  MX  System 
Wurt smith  Air  Foree  Base,  Oscoda,  Michigan 

It  is  with  deep  concern  and  conviction  that  I  add  my  questions 
end  conclusions  to  the  public  record  regarding  the  proposedeRail 
Garrison  MX  Systea  to  be  housed  at  Wurtaaith  Air  Porce  Base  and  lining 
the  rural  and  city  arena  of  Michigan.  It  is  ay  undarstanding  that  all 
questions  posed  here  will  be  responded  to  in  future  hearings,  that  all 
information  gathered  for  the  DEIS  and  PEIS  will  be  sent  to  me  for  ay 
study  and  further  questioning.  147  concerns  are  the  following: 


To:  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
AFRC/BMS-DEV 


March  30, 
I-"5  ”  • 


In  a  spirii  of  love  and  nonviolence. 


1/1. 


903  fS  OtA 

>77/  V  *<*£>1 


7/2. 

✓  5. 


k*. 


International  Law  prohibits  the  posseselor  of  nuclear  weapons. 

"Hague  Convention  Respecting  the  Laws  and  Customs  of  War  on  Land 
of  Oct.  18,  190?  38  Stat.  2277  T.C.  *03. 

"The  Charter  of  the  International  Military  Tribunal,  Aug.  8,  19*5, 

59  Stet.  15 a* 

•Declaration  of  St.  Petersburg,  1868, 

•Hague  Convention,  1899 
•rellogg-Hriand  Pact,  1928 
•1977  Geneva  Protocol 

•Convention  on  the  Prevention  end  Punishaent  of  Genocide,  1951 
•  Oiter  Space  Treaty  of  1967 
•Non-Proliferation  Treaty  of  1970 

•Read  the  Declaration  on  Atonic  Energy,  19*5,  80  Stat.  1479,  T.I.A.S.  1504 
The  use  of  nuclear  weapons  is  violative  of  International  Law. 

•Declaration  and  the  Prohibition  of  the  use  of  Nuclear  end  Thermo¬ 
nuclear  Weapons  G.A.  Res.  1655  Section  XVI  11-24—61 
* Shi mod a  v.  Japan  555  Eanre  Jiho  Decisions  Bulletin  17,  1965 
Under  the  provisions  of  the  Nuremberg  Principles  you  and  I  have  a 
responsibility  to  hold  our  government  responsible  to  International 
Lew,  Treaties,  Pacts,  Protocols,  Charters,  Conventions,  the  Lews  of 
Humanity 

•Trials  of  War  Criminals,  Vol.  I,  sec.  B,  Charter  of  the  International 
Military  Tribunal 
•Article  6(a) 

•Article  8 

The  use  end  threatening  to  use  nuclear  weapons  on  civilian  populations 
defiles,  eleo,  the  lews  of  God  and  eoat  religious  traditions  in  the 
world  today.  The  placement  of  the  Rail-Garrison  MX  system  is  another 
defiance  of  Exodus  20:13  and  Matthew  5:44. 


2- 
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Involveaent  of  the  public 


f  The  State  of  Michigan  in  Hoveaber,  1982  voted  in  a  solid  najority 
rejection  of  nuclear  weapons.  The  public  called  for  a  freeze  in  the 
research,  testing,  construction  and  deploynent  of  nuclear  weapons.  The 
federal  governaent,  pentagon,  air  force  personnel  resisted  the  will  of  the 
people  of  this  State  by  deploying  cruise  alssiles  on  B  52  boabers  six 
souths  later  at  WAPB. 

y 1.  What  assurance  hare  the  people  of  Michigan  that  these  hearings  are 

I  eeant  to  truly  assess  the  will  of  the  people? 

j  2.  Why  has  inadequate  notioe  been  given? 

i  5.  Why  has  no  inforaation  been  forwarded  to  any  of  us  who  have  requested 

I  it  froa  Congresspersons? 

1/  4.  Why  have  all  of  the  coaaunities  through  which  the  rail  lines  will 
be  used  not  been  inforaed  and  called  to  public  hearings  in  their 
local  areas? 

MI  Missile  Sjystea  Itself 


i 


151 

161 

17 

18 

19 

20 
21 
22 


^  The  MX  Missile  systea  aerely  escalates  the  eras  raoe  to  hair  trigger 
proportions,  it  the  tiae  of  eras  control,  the  passage  of  the  HfP  Treaty 
and  eliaination  of  classes  of  weapons,  the  adainistrations  work  toward 
cutting  50%  nuclear  weapons,  there  is  no  logic  in  deploying  another  set 
of  landbased  warheads  on  a  new  basing  aode. 

<1.  What  evidence  substantiates  the  need  for  the  Ml  for  national  security? 
✓2.  Has  there  been  any  difficulty  with  the  functioning  of  MI  aissiles? 

✓5.  Did  the  people  of  other  parts  of  the  country  willingly  accept  Ml? 

If  not,  why  not?  . 

4.  What  la  the  total  projected  plan  for  the  Hail-Garrison  systea?*  What 
is  the  total  cost? 

/5.  Has  Congress  allocated  all  of  the  funds  for  the  rail  line  systea  and 
oartlers,  along  with  warheads? 

✓  6.  If  an  explosion/detonation  of  one  of  the  NX's  were  to  occur,  what 

would  the  result  be? 

✓7.  If  an  attack  were  to  occur  on  one  of  the  rail  cars,  what  would  the 
result  be  to  the  surrounding  area? 

✓  8.  Is  there  a  greater  possibility  that  ailitary  bases  and  weapon  systeas 

will  be  attacked  by  an  opponent  or  terrorist? 

✓9.  What  aaterials/chealeals  aust  be  used  to  keep  the  Ml/Rail  Systea 
froa  deteriorating?  Is  this  aaterlal  toxic?  How  is  it  contained 
or  is  it  disposed? 

<10.  Is  the  saae  rail  systea  used  for  carrying  contaainated  aaterlal s 
or  is  it  carried  on  roadways?  Ia  it  buried  at  the  site? 

✓11.  What  is  the  chain  of  coaaand  located  to  actually  use  the  MX  Systea 
on  the  opponent  population? 

✓  12.  Is  the  MX  considered  to  be  a  first  strike  weapon  by  the  ailitary? 

If  not,  does  it  aean  that  an  attack  eould  have  already  taken  place 
at  the  base  before  the  MX  is  used? 


Wurtsaith  Air  Force  Base,  Oscoda 

<  It  is  ay  understanding  froa  ailitary  personnel  in  the  federal  courts 
in  Michigan,  that  the  Base  has  not  received  sufficient  funds  in  the  past 
to  clean  up  the  environaental  contaaination  cited  by  the  DHB.  Millions 


23| 

241 

251 

26 1 
2?j 
28 1 
29| 
301 


31 

32i 

33* 

341 

351 

36! 


371 

38! 

39 

40' 

41 


DOCUMENT  34 


of  dollars  already  spent  can  never  repair  the  fragile  earth  of  this  | 

■agnificent  tourist  ares  of  our  State. 

✓1.  What  nuabers  of  people  live  in  Iosco  County  or  recreate  there  who 
would  be  affected  by  environaental  hazzards? 

✓2.  How  aeny  persons  live  in  the  areas  through  which  the  rail  lines 
will  be  used  by  the  MX  Garrison? 

✓3.  Haas  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  the  Rail  Garrison  MX  in 
the  State  and  in  the  Oscoda  area? 

✓  4.  Will  you  give  a  suaaary  of  any  environaental  iapact  studies  over 

the  past  thirty  years?  What  was  done  to  iaprove  these  problees? 

What  has  the  total  cost  been? 

✓  5.  Will  the  Departaent  of  Hatural  Resources  of  Michigan  be  able  to 

testify  at  the  hearings  and  the  EPA  be  available  to  respond  to 
questions? 

✓  6.  What  have  been  the  negative  effects  froa  the  base  on  well  water. 

Lake  Van  Ztten,  and  Lake  Huron? 

✓  7.  Have  any  aedicai  studies  been  done  in  the  area  to  evaluate  the 

effect  of  past  use  of  contaainants,  toxics  and  injurious  notarial a 
to  huaen  life? 

y  8.  What  plans  are  being  aade  to  research  the  high  nuabers  of  baby 

deaths,  still  births,  and  woaen's  pregnancy  probleas  in  the  base 
area? 

Baaing  Modes 

it  is  evident  froa  ay  study  of  the  total  nuclear  weapon  capacity 
of  the  United  States  and  the  inability  of  any  of  this  ailitary  potential 
to  be  used  without  autally  assured  destruction,  that  HO  ACTICV  is  the 
aost  sound  decision  of  basing  nodes. 

✓  1.  Froa  the  ailitary  vantage  point,  what  are  the  advantages  and  dis¬ 

advantages  for  this  suggested  baaing  aode? 
y  2.  What  is  the  coaparlson  with  the  other  thirty  basing  aode  possibilities? 

✓  3.  Is  HO  ACTICBf  a  possible  alternative  at  this  tiae,  or  have  you  gone 

beyond  the  point  of  no  return? 

✓  4.  Why  should  the  MX  be  placed  on  the  rail  systea  of  Michigan? 

✓  5.  What  previous  studies  have  been  aade  regarding  this  systea? 

What  are  the  conclusions? 

✓  6*  What  is  the  coaplete  history  of  the  Rail  Garrison  MX  systea? 

Security  for  the  Rail  Garrison  MI  Systea 

y  It  does  not  seen  appropriate  for  an  unprotected  train  to  be 
traveling  through  our  8tate.  Even  if  tall  fences  with  barb  wires  were 
enclosing  all  the  railway  systea,  there  would  be  no  assurance  that 
the  natural  disasters  of  collision,  track  disrepair,  or  blockage  on 
the  tracks  would  not  ooeur.  There  ia  no  real  protection  for  this  systea. 

✓  1.  What  is  the  iapaot  of  the  necessary  Anti-Ballistic  Missile  Systea 

ABM  needed  to  protect  the  project? 

✓  2.  What  safety  of  the  people  and  environaent  is  being  assured? 

✓  3*  What  assurances  and  insurance  is  available  for  person  and  property? 

✓  4.  What  is  the  iapaot  on  the  local  land  values  around  the  base  and 

around  the  entire  Railway  systea  in  various  parts  of  the  State? 

.  5-  What  kind  of  security,  besides  araed  guards,  will  be  inpleaented 
to  safeguard  the  MX? 

✓  6.  What  iapact  will  these  safeguards  have  on  the  lifestyle  of  persons 

living  near  the  affected  areas? 
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7.  How  often  will  the  aissiles  be  aoved  out  onto  the  rail  lines  for 
testing  purposes? 

✓8.  How  will  the  people  be  alerted  to  this  danger? 

✓9"  What  is  the  iapaot  on  the  environaent  and  people  if  there  were  a 
derailaent  while  Seetiag? 

*  10.  Who  is  responsible  for  the  upkeep,  repair  and  safety  of  the  tracks 
and  surrounding  right  of  ways? 

✓  11.  If  suits  or  coats  are  incurred,  who  will  pay  for  daaages? 

✓  12.  How  long  will  it  take  to  nove  the  trains  froa  the  base  in  case  of 

attack?  Will  the  cruise  aissiles  be  re aoved  at  the  saae  tiae? 

13.  What  railway  lines  will  be  used /  and  through  which  cities?*-" 

✓  14.  How  aany  wiles  of  track  will  be  used  for  this  venture? 

15.  Will  these  saae  lines  be  used  for  all  coaaereial  purposes? 


Workers 
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i,  Usually  the  arguaent  aade  for  the  ailitary  venture  of  this  nature 
is  that  aore  Jobs  and  such  wore  aoney  will  be  brought  into  the  area. 

Most  projects  of  this  nature,  however,  bring  sporadic  esploynent  and 
discontinue  once  the  project  is  ooapleted.  Military  Jobs  are  already 
initiated  and  do  not  increase  the  ooapleaent,  while  aoney  spent  for 
ailitary  hardware  decreases  the  nuaber  of  Jobs  when  cospared  to  the 
civilian  econoey.  Please  study  the  works  of  Jia  and  Marian  Anderson 
of  LanBing,  Mi.  to  be  able  to  evaluate  this  false  sales  pitch  to  the  State. 

1.  How  aany  workers  will  be  eaployed  for  this  total  project,  both 
short  and  long  tera? 

2.  How  aany  workers  will  be  eaployed  froa  all  of  the  areas  affected  by 
the  project? 

✓  3.  How  aany  workers  will  be  iaported  froa  outside  of  the  areas? 

4.  How  aany  workers  will  be  retained  for  an  ongoing  eaployaent  for 
this  project? 

✓5.  Will  the  federal  governaent  guidelines  be  followed  for  affiraative 
action  in  both  of  these  areas  of  eaployaent? 

✓  6.  What  services  will  be  set  in  place  in  Oscoda  and  other  affected 

areas  for  persons  applying  for  eaployaent  but  not  hired? 

7.  What  is  the  projected  length  of  tiae  for  the  whole  proposal? 
y  8.  What  support  systeas  will  be  put  in  place  for  the  coaaunities 
disrupted  by  this  project? 


These  are  soae  of  wy  prelininery  concerns,  questions  and  conclusions. 
I  do  anticipate  participating  in  soae  of  the  hearings  that  will  follow 
and  request  that  you  send  as  all  aaterials  to  be  placed  before  the  public 
on  April  5»  1988.  I  would  also  appreciate  any  other  inforaation  that 
you  have  available  for  yourtotally  ooaprehensive  planning  of  the  systea. 
May  I  expect  to  receive  notices  of  all  the  future  hearings  through  your 
aailing  to  concerned  persons  and  ayself? 

As  you  know,  Michigan  is  a  peninsular  State  surrounded  by  water.  It 
is  through  the  asglficent  scenic,  environaental  and  natural  resources  that 
our  State  continues  to  exist  during  these  desperate  econoaic  tines.  The 
ailitary  industry  detracts  froa  the  aajor  industries.  I  believe  in 
a  new  way  to  solve  conflict  in  the  world.  All  of  you  would  not  only  have 
jobs;  you  would  be  happier  in  your  Jobs  because  you  would  be  working 
for  life  on  the  earth,  for  preserving  the  fragile  earth  resources  and 
would  not  be  caught  up  in  war-aaking. 


Sincerely  and  gently  subaitted, 

ds\0yi**U.  pilxt L 

Sister  Ardeth  Platte 
Sister 

903  H.  7th  St. 

Saginaw,  Michigan  48601 
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Evacuation  plana 

X  If  you  would  take  a  survey  of  any  city  or  rural  area  in  Michigan 
you  would  find  that  aost  of  ua  have  no  idea  of  evacuation  plans  in  case 
of  nuclear  alshaps,  nor  do  we  believe  that  any  paper  planning  would  work. 
There  is  soae  discussion  about  saving  the  politicians  of  the  area.  Do 
you  really  believe  that  persons  can  evacuate  safely  froa  an  attack  aree 
or  froa  an  Ml  systea  explosion? 

*✓1.  What  evacuation  plans  are  being  aade  for  the  residents  and  tourists 
of  Iosco  County  and  beyond? 

✓2.  What  additional  plans  are  being  aade  for  all  of  the  cities  and  fara 
areas  through  which  the  rail  lines  pass? 
v"3.  How  are  these  evacuation  plans  being  taught,  changed,  developed, 
and  iapleeentedT’  Have  any  ever  been  practiced? 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U4.  AIK  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaafe  you  foe  attend!  n(  this  heart*.  Our  purpoa#  for  hostln*  this  hearing  is  to 
sum* arize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  evtllable  to  public  official*  and  citizens  be 'ore  s 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoea  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  coneequencet  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrieon  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wlU  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citisens  before  s 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  rasde.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


ho 


e  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 


Please  hand  this  farm  In  or  mall  toi 


Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bose 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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Eileen  Olds g 

198  Archer  Avenue 

Shreveport,  LA  71105 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BHZ/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  C A  92409-6448 

Re:  Response  to  Second  Scoping  Hearings  -  Shreveport /Bossier  City,  LA 

Following  ere  ay  comments,  reactions  and  questions  raised  at  the  July  26  MX 
hearing.  I  would  appreciate  a  copy  of  the  final  report  and  would 
anticipate  finding  answers  to  these  questions  In  that  report. 

1.  1  3trongly  object  to  the  Misuse  of  language  In  naming  this  system 

"Peacekeeper."  Peace  may  be  best  defined  as  freedom  from  fear. 
i..*ve  are  weapons  and  instruments  of  violence  integrated  Into  a 
system  that  promotes  fear  ol  nuclear  accidents  and  Is  justified 
by  fesr  of  an  enemy  attack.  The  MX  rail-garrison  basing  system 
is  s  war  system  and  has  nothing  to  do  with  peace;  I  request 
that  use  of  the  name  "Peacekeeper"  be  discontinued. 

2)  I  support  public  hearings  and  the  privilege  of  Individuals  to 
ezpresa  opinions  and  raise  questions.  I  appreciate  the 
individuals  and  policies  which  insist  and  guard  that  these 
hearings  take  place. 

3)  I  do  not  understand  why  the  prepared  presentation  was  limited 
to  information  packaged  and  delivered  by  military  personnel  or 
under  military  contract.  Prepared  presentation  of  opposing  views 
and  alternative  interpretations  are  of  value  to  the  public  and 
could  be  presented  in  the  same  format  without  constituting 
"debate."  I  feel  confident  that  none  of  the  Information  giver, 
was  incorrect  in  a  technical  sense,  but  I  know  for  a  fact  that 

it  was  biased  and  Incomplete. 

4)  I  have  the  following  questions  concerning  the  design  of  the 
system: 

a)  How  can  a  car  designed  to  work  on  the  comnerclal 

rail  system  be  designed  to  safely  deploy  a  195,000  lb. 
ml  sale1 

b)  when  derailments  occur  with  regularity  in  both 
populated  and  rural  arena  of  east  Texas  and  northwest 
Louisiana,  how  can  this  system  be  considered  safe 
for  mlssle  transportation  in  emergencies'’ 


c)  Who  drives  these  trains?  If  the  trains  are  only 
taken  out  in  event  of  strike  threat,  what  are  the 
chances  of  having  an  engineer  who  knows  the  character 
of  the  commercial  rail  system  and  potentially  dangerous 
areas  of  it? 

Who  will  determine  the  routes  of  the  trains’  If  they 
ore  determined  by  remote  military  personnel  or  predetermined, 
what  is  to  insure  that  unsafe  commercial  rail  will  not  be 
used? 

d)  What  does  the  military  define  as  a  highly  populated  area? 

If  the  trains  are  taken  out  with  mi'«les,  will  they  be 
moved  through  highly  populated  areas?  Will  they  be  moved 
through  cities  during  normal  to  high  traffic  periods’ 

Will  they  hove  to  stop  for  commercial  rail  traffic  in  either 
rural  or  populated  areas? 

e)  What  is  the  expected  life  span  of  this  system  in  part 
and  whole?  How  long  before  it  is  obsolete’  How  long  be¬ 
fore  negotiated  peace  treaties  call  for  its  dismantling’ 

f)  The  presentor  at  the  July  26  presentation  gave  statistical 
information  on  accident  probability.  1  was  not  able  to 
record  his  oral  review  of  the  information.  I  do  recall  that 
the  projection  is  that  only  one  to  three  persona  would  die 
as  a  direct  result  of  the  MX  rail-garrison  system.  I 
suggest  that  it  will  be  very  hard  for  only  one  to  three  people 
to  die,  except  in  a  statistical  sense.  Any  nuclear  accident 
which  kills  one  person  Is  going  to  kill  thousands. 

Pleese  include  in  clear,  staple  language  the  projected  risk 
factors  as  currently  figured  and  explain  how  the  death  of 
one  to  three  persons  might  occur. 

g)  Is  this  a  first-strike  system’  If  it  is,  what  is  the 
projected  frequency  of  call-out;  that  is,  how  often  is 
it  anticipated  that  the  active  system  will  be  circu¬ 
lating  in  the  commercial  system’ 

If  it  Is  not  first-strike,  how  can  this  system  be  justi¬ 
fied  when  it  takes  four  to  six  hours  to  activate  and 
acrilce-notice  time  is  in  the  range  of  twenty  minutes. 

I  have  the  following  comments  and  questions  concerning  the 

environmental  impact: 

a)  The  mayor  of  Bossier  City  responded  to  the  ET S  issue  of 
endangering  wildlife  by  stating  that  protection  of 
animals  is  important,  but  that  protecting  humans  is 
more  important. 
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I  guess  that  speciesism  is  the  best  description  of  such 
a  statement.  Perhaps  an  appropriate  response  is  to  ask 
what  constitutes  protection  of  huoans  if  our  current  ar¬ 
senal  of  5,000+  nuclear  weapons  does  not? 

If  we  are  not  now  at  a  level  of  hunan  protection,  how  many 
other  species  oust  be  endangered  or  eliminated  to  make 
humans  secure? 

b)  The  report  contains  an  Alternative  Action  plan,  but  fails 
to  provide  a  No-Action  Alternative. 

With  no  action,  the  existing  transportation  and 
biological  environmental  issues  would  be  moot.  Please 
suggest  what  the  national  and  local  impact  in  the  cultural, 
social,  and  economic  environments  could  be  if  this 
system  is  not  implemented  and  the  $10-15  billion  is 
available  for  other  projects  in  these  environmental  areas. 

Even  as  this  administration  is  dismantling  missies,  the  pentagon 
is  seeking  to  build  more.  It  is  hard  to  find  n  kind  discretion 
of  this  illogical,  threatening  and  wasteful  action.  The  MX 
rail-garrison  system  was  best  described  by  one  opponent  as 
"Disneyland.” 

Like  all  weapons  alternatives,  the  MX  system  is  anachronistic 
before  it  is  manifest.  Coni  1  ices  are  no  longer  resolved  by  con¬ 
ventional  warfare  or  threatened  nuclear  warfare.  In  Viet  Mam,  Afghan¬ 
istan,  Nicaragua,  Angola,  and  the  Mid-East,  conflict  resolution 
is  the  result  of  diplomacy  and  negotiation.  It  is  the 
only  viable  alternative;  it  is  environmentally  sound;  it  is  cheap 
and  it  works. 


The  fiX  system  is  unnecessary, 
and  money  on  this  endeavor. 


l  iloen  Cl  1  dag 


Please  do  t 


.  waste  further  time 
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Smi-TAr  IMPACT  ANALYSIS 
In  the 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
<?N  THE  PEACEKEEPER  PAIL  CARRIE^N  PP^CPAM, 

U.S.  AIRFORCE,  dated  June  ?0,  1RM 

comments  by: 

c  i  +  he :  i  ne  Hedge  McCM-d,  B.A.,  M  A.,  Ph.P 
’-tT a A':*vropo!o'jirT,  Prof-rsor  of  Anthropology, 
Ca-e-a!  MI«*our1  S*-at«»  University,  Wa  r renshurg , 
for  the  publ  If  hearing,  Aligns*  T,  IBM, 

War  r  «n*  1  ur  g  High  Pet  o'"  1 


‘ronm*-n*  5s  a  broad  concept  that  has  to  be  evaluated  in  terms 
many  i  n*errej  it^a  f*-+#-r«  *,haf  are  part  of  i  broad  pcnJoglM*. 
t*n.  A  H.i+ic  e-o*  *.g  i  pa  1  pr'nciple  1*  that  "Everything  in  an 
!  rr'.f-'i't  ;  -  r'Tated  to  everything  *'w,"  Tocjai  or  cultural 
*  -  r  .ir-  ir  !  n 1  r  \  r  part  o*  a  1 1  environment-  and  mu t 


'.date 


of 


drift  «nv  I  r ‘'nmept  i  ’  'mp»cf  rt.it<*ni»rt  I 

'all  Carr  icon  or  MY  Program  ic  expect*<j  to  cost 
b'1*""-  in  a n*1  1*  billion  dollar*:.  Peak  annua]  expenditure:  v! 
i..  -  :iv  ??.*•  t’il’Jon,  w*b.  * .  t  bi.*ii0r  a  year  for  operations 

and  e'ipport  ••?  the  program.  ""hi-  I-  i  aa*njve  progrin-.  *  hat  wii 
-‘■v:  •  -o !  y  if  feet  the  -society  in  /Jr  leu c  ways. 

*  v.-  — o— — o r r-'d  to  find  no  ropy  'f  thlc  very  Ispr'ir.*  public 
d-  -ure-t  1 1  '.eec  -en»  to  *he  iversity  ’ ihr ary  ir  Wirre>-,-',iirg 
’  -b’  •  I'hriry  copy  wan  in  the  War rep*-hnrg  public 
erve  a  pep..  ]  ..  f  .'v»t  !  ti)hr"o"  "oiirty 
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1  i hr  ary. 


"*h»  ,«  #• ueh  broad  changes  it  proposed  in  this  program 

*-v/e  *■-.  be  examined  comprehensively  i-  they  might  influence 
■’v'-t'ig  t op i oc1' 1  * u r  1 1  pattern*  In  l ::*tr relat  5 on  tn  biophysical 
rhang-*-  .  Th  I  -  dr  »*'  or.vi  r-nmentii  impac*-  -t atement  doe-:  not  do 
this  idegua*® 1 y .  !  *  i  c.a  '  1  y ,  )t  does  not  adpgua'Oly  addfe?? 

*hr  1  E"  '  r  ■' nmee*  a  ’  Qualify**  reg  ■  l  in  <0  r  .F.R., 

'007^  Certloe-  '  Human  environment),  I'OB."  I  Ff  f  ert.c  )  , 

r  e  ipi.*  ,,  ;  iBji,Pt|(  hi?  o 1  ;y  and  -.c  i  ent  >  f  \  - 

i  —  ireyi,  '  R I  -jn !  f  l  can  t 1  y  •  W  M"  ill  ♦|.*a'e  re-Mnns 
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•opVy-Ir.'I  • 


■t  t».e  ; -ter  •  e  ’  it  1  on-h !  pn  between  change*  in 
:d  *f.r|  orul  tur  al  envl  Torment  *  .  Th  1  ■«  would  rjoea 
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?  Cumulative  Impact  ( i  n  c  f.r.,  .nectin 

-  ay*  • 

■"cumulative  impact"  I?  the  impact  n*  the  environment 
which  re-nlt*  from  the  Incremental  impact  of  the  action 
when  added  to  otb--r  pant,  present,  and  rej-.-onably 
f--.re-.eeot.’.-  f  : t -i r e  art  lorn  regardless  of  what  agency 
' Fcder o l  or  non-Federal)  or  person  undertake?  such 
other  actions.  Tumn ! at ! ve  Impact?  can  result  from 
i  rid !  v  I  dual  l  y  minor  hut  collectively  significant  actions 
taking  plarm  over  a  per  jo#!  of  time." 

■’■‘'ere  are  a  number  ->f  progr.im*  being  developed,  including  the 

"toa’tn  Somber  program,  v.irioo-  real  estate  developments, 

community  protect*  (r-uch  js  sewers),  as  well  as  current  projects, 
whose  cumulative  impacts  need  to  he  syctemat  1  c-al  1  y  analyzed  in 
relation  to  th*s  proposed  program.  This  means  that  this 
cumulative  impact  must  also  he  examined  tn  terms  of  the 
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Interrelations  between  the  social  and  biophysical  aspects  of  the 
total  envlronsent.  For  example,  what  effects  on  the  local 
economy  and  quality  of  life  might  result  from  impacts  on  the 
lmmeasureably  rich  wildlife  at  Knob  Nostar  state  Park?  That  park 
Is  a  natural  resource  which  Is  used  not  only  by  the  general 
public  In  a  variety  of  ways  but  by  the  schools  from  th* 
elementary  through  the  university  as  an  exten  ' on  of  their 
classrooms.  How  much  reduction  In  ecological  .»arenesa  and 
appreciation  In  those  students  will  result  fro  any  cumulative 
Impact  there? 

These  are  not  the  kinds  of  questions  that  have  been  addressed  In 
this  environmental  Impact  statement.  But  they  need  to  be.  Many 
of  us  who  have  been  sweltering  throuqh  the  100  degree  plus  heat 
and  the  drought  for  so  long  this  summer  certainly  wish  the 
society  and  world  had  paid  more  attention  to  the  possible 
cumulative  long-term  climatic  and  social  consequences  of  changes 
that  many  felt  were  in  their  short-term  benefit,  such  as 
automotive  and  Industrial  air  pollution  and  cutting  down  rain 
forests . 

*  SlafllClantlY  1  AO  C.r.R.,  Section  1508.271.  This  section 
relate*  both  to  Interrelatedness  of  social  concerns  and  the  Issue 
of  controversy.  It  says.  In  part: 

■"Signif lca-tly"  as  used  In  nkpa  requires  considerations 
of  both  context  and  Intensity: 

(a)  Context.  This  means  that  the  significance  of  an 
action  must  be  analysed  In  several  contexts  such  as 
society  as  a  whole  l human ,  national),  the  affected  region, 
the  affected  Interests,  and  the  locality.  Significance 
varies  with  the  setting  of  the  proposed  action....  Both 
short-  and  long-term  effects  are  relevant. 

(b)  Intensity.  This  refers  to  the  severity  of  Impact. 
...The  following  should  be  considered  in  evaluating  in¬ 
tensity: 

(11  Impacts  that  may  be  both  beneficial  and  adverse... 

12)  The  degree  to  which  the  proposed  action  affects 
public  health  or  safety... 

(4)  The  degree  to  which  the  effects  on  the  quality  of 

the  h'lmdn  enviionnent  are  likely  to  be  highly  controversial. 

(5)  The  degree  to  which  the  possible  effects  on  the 
human  environment  are  highly  uncertain  or  Involve  unique  or 
unknown  risks. 

(6)  The  degree  to  which  the  action  may  establish  a 
precedent  for  future  actions  with  significant  effects  or 
represents  a  decisions  In  principle  about  a  future 
consideration. 

(7)  whether  the  action  is  related  to  other  actions 
with  individually  Inslgnflcant  but  cumulatively  slgnflcant 
Impacts.  Significance  exists  If  It  Is  reasonable  to 
anticipate  a  cumulatively  slgnflcant  impact  on  the 
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environment .  ..." 

Although  a  nuaber  of  concerns  were  raised  at  earlier  public 
hearings  to  determine  the  scope  of  Issues  for  the  proposed 
action,  this  EIS  contains  the  following  statement  on  page  1-20: 

"A  discussion  of  morality,  national  security  policy,  or 
psychological  effect  Is  beyond  the  scope  of  this  BIS."  This  is 
an  admission  that  this  environmental  Impact  statement  did  not 
adequately  attempt  to  measure  such  social  Impacts  and  Indeed 
simply  did  not  recognize  them  as  relevant.  rssues  of  sorallty, 
national  security  policy,  and  psychological  effect  need  to  be 
part  of  the  assessment  process  for  any  BIS.  If  they  are  not,  the 
Issue  of  controversy  over  the  effects  on  the  quality  of  the  human 
environment  In  (4)  above  will  not  be  adequately  assessed. 

For  example,  in  a  community  with  a  significant  proportion  of 
people  with  the  moral  perspective  that  any  nuclear  weapons  system 
is  Immoral  and  who  are  willing  to  go  to  jail  to  prevent  It  from 
being  Implemented,  the  Impact  of  such  development  will  be  much 
higher  than  in  a  community  where  this  Is  not  such  a  significant 
moral  issue. 

5*  Scientific .methodology  and  scientific  accuracy  (40  C.F.R.. 
Section  1502 . 24 )  .  This  section  states  that: 

"Agencies  shall  Insure  the  professional  integrity. 

Including  scientific  Integrity,  of  the  discussions 
and  analyses  in  environmental  impact  statements. 

They  shall  identify  any  methodologies  used  and  shall 
make  explicit  reference  by  footnote  to  the  scientific 
and  other  sources  relied  upon  for  conclusions  In  the 
statement.  An  agency  may  place  dl-cuaslon  of  method¬ 
ology  In  an  appendix.” 

In  this  draft  document.  It  Is  often  difficult  to  figure  out 
exactly  how  conclusions  were  reached.  Footnotes  to  actual 
sources  used  and  to  describe  step-by-step  data  collection  and 
analysis  are  needed. 

Where  Is  there  any  evidence  of  random  or  other  scientifically 
determined  representative  sample  of  households  In  the  Impacted 
areas?  Where  Is  there  quantification  from  such  samples  of  the 
Impacts  of  the  proposed  program?  Without  footnotes  to  sources  In 
virtually  every  section  dealing  with  Impacts,  It  is  not  possible 
to  determine  exactly  how  conclusions  were  reached,  or  to 
replicate  It,  a  requirement  of  scientific  accuracy.  This  Is  the 
case  on  virtually  every  page  discussing  methods,  data  reporting, 
and  conclusions.  For  example,  on  page  4.11-17,  the  alternative 
action  (deploying  100  Peacekeeper  missiles  In  the  Rail  Garrison 
basing  mode  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB,  as  opposed  to  50  in  the  proposed 
action)  is  Indicated  as  bringing  10  more  students  above  those 
levels  reported  for  the  proposed  action.  Since  there  Is  no 
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footnoting  of  the  exact  sources  and  methods  used  to  arrive  at 
such  projections,  the  reader  cannot  authoritatively  challenge  or 
accept  the  conclusions. 

The  chapter  on  methodology  Is  filled  with  vague  statements  such 
as  this  one  on  employment  and  Income  "Forecasts  of  future 
baseline  forecasts  were  based  on  econometric  models  developed  for 
each  ROI "  (EI»,  p.  3-6,  Section  3.2.4).  (ROI  refers  to  Regional 
Economic  Information.)  Exactly  which  econometric  models  were 
used  is  not  stated  and  no  references  In  footnotes  are  given. 

Similarly,  the  discussion  of  methods  for  assessing  future  and 
baseline  conditions  In  population  and  demographics  Is  vague,  with 
statements  such  as:  "Future  baseline  projects  were  based  on 
existing  forecasts  obtained  fro*  state  and  local  planning 
agencies."  What  methods  did  those  planning  agencies  use?  where 
are  citations  so  that  could  be  determined?  Since  population 
projections  depend  on  so  many  interacting  variables.  Including 
what  is  happening  In  the  aoclal  life  of  the  population  affected, 
many  demographic  projections,  such  as  those  done  by  the  United 
Nations  involve  making  several  different  projections  based  on 
possible  variations  In  various  related  conditions.  For  example, 
if  a  significant  nuaber  of  people  now  living  In  Warrensburg 
became  fearful  that  the  MX  missile  system  posed  a  greater  threat 
to  their  children’s  health,  looked  for  Jobs  elsewhere,  and  moved, 
the  population  projections  would  be  affected.  If  there  was  a 
recession  or  depression  In  the  world  and  national  economy,  all 
projections,  not  simply  population  would  be  affected. 

The  sections  examining  Impacts  of  the  proposed  action  provide 
further  1  UuatraMons  of  these  methodological  weaknesses.  This 
statement  Is  given  with  regard  to  Prehistoric  Resources: 

"Whiteman  AFB  is  in  an  upland  prairie  region  away  from  the 
drainages,  forest,  and  prslr le-forest  transition  near  which  most 
of  the  prehistoric  sites  In  the  area  can  be  expect  to  occur. 
Therefore,  no  important  prehistoric  sites  are  likely  to  be 
affected  by  the  Proposed  Action."  (EI8,  p.  4.11-21,  Section 
4.11.5.3). 

This  I*  an  extremely  inconclusive  dismissal  of  potential 
prehistoric  resources.  An  laportent  fact  about  prehistoric  sites 
Is  that  when  they  are  destroyed,  they  are  destroyed  forever. 
Apparently  no  actual  on-slte  analysis  was  carried  out  by  eny  of 
the  five  archeologists  listed  as  preparers  In  this  document,  for 
on  pdge  3-23,  It  Is  stated  that  "The  significance  of  Impacts  was 
determined  by  evaluating  prehistoric,  historic,  and 
paleontological  sites  for  their  Importance  relative  to  other 
resources  In  the  Rots,  as  determined  through  consultation  with 
area  professionals  and  appropriate  agency  representatives." 

Scientific  methodology  Includes  the  conceptual  or  theoretical 
framework  for  assessing  consequences  of  th*  proposed  program. 


Since,  es  discussed  In  previous  sections,  this  approach  does  not 
adequately  measure  potential  Impact  on  Interrelations  between 
social  and  biophysical  aspects  of  the  environment  or  cumulative 
Impact,  the  scientific  methodology  la  also  Inadequate  In  this 
regard . 

In  conclusion,  the  examples  used  In  these  comments  are  for  the 
purposes  of  illustration  only.  They  In  no  way  represent  a 
comprehensive  critique  of  this  draft  environmental  Impact 
statement  and  may  not  even  Include  some  of  th*  most  significant 
illustrations  of  Its  inadequacies.  It  simply  was  not  possible  to 
do  a  comprehensive  analysis  of  it  In  the  time  available  or  with 
the  materials  published  In  the  draft  Ers. 

Either  e  more  comprehensive  new  draft  environmental  impact 
statement  or  at  least  a  comprehensive  supplemental  draft  EIS  Is 
needed  to  address  Issues  raised  In  these  and  other  comments. 
Certainly  the  sociocultural  Impacts  of  the  changes  proposed  in 
this  program  have  to  be  examined  comprehensively  In  interrelation 
to  biophysical  changes.  This  would  need  to  Include  specifically 
determining  the  nature  and  extent  of  public  controversy. 

Tht.JLlX.h2L  ■■  Catherine  Hedge  McCold  is  a  Professor  of 
Anthropology  at  Central  Missouri  State  University  where  she  has 
taught  since  1571.  She  la  also  the  President  of  Global  Dynamics, 
a  private  consulting  fir*  doing  a  variety  of  projects  to  evaluate 
and  help  Implement  social  changes.  Assessing  short-term 
pol ltial/econoalc  patterns  and  long  term  pol It Ical/econoalc 
change  Is  a  focus  of  that  work.  She  Is  the  author  of  numerous 
scientific  papers  presented  at  scholarly  meetings  and  articles 
published  in  a  variety  of  scholarly  journals.  Including  the 
Journal  of  Anthropological  Research.  Her  book.  Carrying 
Capacities  of  Hat lon-States  (HRFlex  Books,  Human  Relations  Area 
Files,  Inc.,  New  Haven, Conn.,  1984)  is  a  sociocultural  ecological 
analysis  of  a  wide  variety  of  patterns  Including  population  and 
economic  ones.  In  124  countries.  She  is  a  member  of  number  of 
professional  associations.  Including  the  American  Anthropological 
Association,  in  which  she  is  a  Fellow,  as  well  as  the  British 
Sociological  society. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thu*  you  for  »tteodlng  thii  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hotting  thl*  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environment*!  cotwegwence*  we  have  da  ter  mined  nay  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  natters  we  may  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Ow  goal  is  a  thorough 
environ  mental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  uee  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  brt^  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


street  Address 

/  V'' 

hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Patar  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  9340* 
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Garrett  R  Crouch 


WRAMMSSU SC. MISSOURI  *4003 


(BARRETT  R.  CROUCH  II 


wAnwaMSauwe  wiaaoum  a«oes 


Dit^-tor.  Environmental  Planning 

nrnCF-BMS/DEv 

Norton  Air  force  Bas*. 

T.an  Bernardino,  Ca  92409-6*48 


August  3,  1988 


hlteman  Air  ror:e  Bb^p.-mx  Rail  Garrison 


As  a  veteran  of  World  Mi  II,  Including  duty  from  Nor- 
n*an0y  to  Germany,  I  havp  -  deep  appreciation  f  3r  the  free¬ 
doms  guaranteed  by  our  constitution,  what  it  took  to  secure 
them,  and  w^at  it  takes  to  preserve  them.  Am  ,  as  a  resi¬ 
dent  0f  this  community  for  almost  40  years,  I  have  been 
familiar  with  Whiteman  Air  force  Base  slm  4t»  reactlva- 
*  !  on  '962,  with  its  missions  and  many  of  the  personnel 
assigned  ‘hereto.  I  have  participated  in  heloing  to  resolve 
vat.OuS  base-community  challenges. 

It  is  my  belief  a  strong  "at'enal  defense  is  re¬ 

quired  fnr  'he  preservation  of  our  tons* itut lonal  freedoms, 
and  believe  *'>a*  the  rail  garrison  p>a  is  a  vital  oar* 
or  tha*  defense. 

I  do  not  -nq«  j •  an,  -*a 1 1 •nges  presented  i"  the  past. 
In  rela*ior  to  the  base,  w“’i-h  t^e  local  communities  ^ave 
no?  been  able  to  meet,  and  I  believe  tha*  any  new  nnallenges 
whir-'  be  presented  alii  also  be  met  and  overcome. 


Director,  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Forca  Baaa 

San  Barnardino,  CA  92409-6448 


Air  Forca  Base  -  Paacakaapar  Rail  Garrison 


As  a  lifetime  rasidant  of  Warransburg  and  tha  Whitaaan  Air 
Forca  Basa  community,  I  hava  always  recognized  tha  iapact  of 
tha  baaa  on  this  araa,  and  X  hava  walcoaad  its  prasanca.  In 
addition  to  its  rola  in  aaintaining  a  strong  dafansa, 
Whitaaan  Air  Forca  Basa  has  contrj"  :tad  significantly  to  tha 
growth  and  development  of  this  arse  through  its  aconoaic 
iapact  -nd  tha  participation  of  its  paraonnal  in  coaaunity 
and  civic  affairs. 

Throughout  tha  yaars,  p.'hitaaan  has  sarvad  a  varlaty  of 
aissions.  Each  mission  has  baan  aupportad  by  tha 
surrounding  coaaunitiaa,  and  tha  challangaa  ralatad  to  such 
aissions  havs  baan  succsssfully  addrasasd.  I  aa  confidant 
that  If  whitaaan  Air  Forca  Basa  ia  aalactad  aa  a  sits  for 
the  Paacakaapar  Rail  Garriso:.  Prograa,  thasa  coaaunitias 
will  age  Ip  respond  positively. 

I  appreciate  your  consideration  of  ay  thoughts  as  you 
deters! ne  where  to  deploy  this  newest  dafansa  system,  X 
sincerely  encourage  your  selection  of  Whitaaan  Air  Forca 
Basa  as  one  of  tha  sites. 


Garrett  R.  Crouch  II 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  (wiring.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  thh  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

US.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaak  you  for  attending  this  bearing.  Oar  purpose  for  boating  this  hearing  la  to 
aumearise  f or  you  tha  environmental  cooaeqosrvas  wa  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wa  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Otr  go«J  b  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  beuea  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


b  hand  this  fora  In  or  mall  tot 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Ban  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  i*  to 
summarize  for  you  tha  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  mey  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  br«.Tg  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  sttention 
environments!  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


^  'TTVY  f- 

_ _ 

_ _  y  tgJ1 

j4-  r  f-\n  C-<?  ■«-  .0 


l&s  \VniVJu  nJ 


hand  this  fora  in  or  mall  to: 


pc/lU</  C ,  OjM~ 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fores  Bese 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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It.  Col.  Peter  ..els:; 

AFRCS-3:!3/D-V 

i'ortor.  APS,  C  A  92409-c4'.8 


3 tenement  (DEIT.  for  t e 
-ad«  ry  ■?;;  vlf*,  Elirare 


.  ve«p or s.  'e  as* 

r.:o.:*i,  ana  vavloi  *.:• 


'.on  rad  ^ 


ri.  or.  :  r  -res. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  title  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  hoatlng  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  «*e  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  publfc  officials  cad  eitlzens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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commute  g:;  :  '£  lsaft 
z;;vraoKM=:.vTAL  impact  statement 

PGR  THE  "PEACEKEEPER*  RAIL  jARRISON  PS53RAX 
by  Conrad  F.  and  Elisabeth  E.  reVeau 


Tie  first  concent  v»  would  like  to  raKe  is  that  we  received 
our  copy  of  the  Zraft  Er.v.ror.Tental  lapeet  Jtater.er.t  ^  DZ I  £ )  on 
July  15th,  1Q88,  less  than  a  south  frost  the  scheduled  hearings 
on  the  nrogras.  It  Is  bad  enough  that  we  had  precious  little 
tine  to  review  this  document,  hut  we  had  r.o  t  iau  to  ever,  start  to 
look  f  r  the  referenced  ij?un«nt3.  Ail  references  ioejrer.ts 


::a?e  r-.urtber. 


.••■all  address  r.y 


FT’SE  AIR  p'VGE  PPOGH AVT  47  •  AC?.  1EEPP?  -AIL  GARRI 7 
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NATIONAL  ECONOMIC  IMPACTS 

Pago  S-39s  "By  1994.  total  program-related  employment 

ia  projected  to  bo  at  a  steady-state  level  of  about 

12,000  joba." 

-How  many  of  these  joba  will  be  military?  How  many  civilian? 

Of  the  civilian  Joba,  how  many  are  expected  tc  be  with  the 
missile  builder?  How  aany  local  hires  do  you  expect?  What 
skills  will  you  need?  Can  all  the  communities  support  your 
labor  r.eeda?  If  not,  how  cany  people  will  you  have  tc  bring 
In  froe  cutside  the  community?  Mill  these  people  work  for 
minimum  wage?  ./ill  you  provide  training  for  tr.e  civilian 
personnel ?\’iil  you  help  the  workers  find  jobs  at  the  ena  :f 
the  constrvrti or.  projects?  At  tr.e  er.d  of  the  garrison  life¬ 
time?  Ho*. minority  people  will  you  hire?  r.ow  many  r.anii rac-peo 
people  will  you  hire?  How  aany  women?  .'hat  jobs  will  you 
offer  to  disadvantaged  teens?  ./hat  beniflts  will  your  employees 
receive?  Mill  these  people  be  allowed  to  unionize  if  they 
desire?  Will  you  cffer  part-time  positions?  ..’ill  you  give 
advance  notice  of  decommissioning?  './hat  kind  of  advancement 
opp'  rtunities  will  you  offer?  '/hat  skills  will  your 
employees  take  tc  other  jobs?  How  will  budget  cuts  affect 
your  employees?  ./ho  will  oversee  employee  health  ar.a  safety? 


COMPARATIVE  ANALYSIS  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS  OF  THE  PROP  OS 
AND  ALTERNATIVE  ACTIONS  3Y  CANDIDATE  GARRISON  INST ALI ATIGN 

Page  £- 39 s  "Beneficial  socioecor.oicical  effects,  suer, 
as  increases  ir.  employment  and  income  and  rester 
utilization  of  vacant  mousing..." 
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D 1 1 3 ,  pace 


be  contradicted  it:  Appendix  A 
.-.ere  you  s’ate.  'contract  v/ards. 


educe  population  ir.ni  era*,  i  or. . . . 


onsecuer.tlv  lower  ierar.d  fir 
e  “xpiair.  this  discrepancy. 


SYSTEM  CONCEPT  AND  DEPLOYMENT 


Document  so 


Page  1-8:  "The  missiles  and  trains  would  not  be  ooved 
out  of  the  garrison  except  during  times  of  national 


-In  tines  of  national  need,  civilian  rail  traffic  is 
expected  to  increast  also.  You've  stated  that  on  a  national 
average ,  t.he  increase  in  rail  traffic  would  impact  the  rails 
slightly.  Is  this  statement  true  for  every  state. i.e.  will 
each  state  only  experience  a  slight  increase  in  rail  traffic, 
or  will  some  states  have  greater  increases,  and  therefore 
?reater  Impacts  tc  be  felt?  '/hat  about  on  a  loc.nl  level? 
Looking  at  the  :roblem  free  a  nationwide  scope  tends  to 


OPERATIONS  SCENARIO 

Pag*  1-11:  "When  necessary,  resupply  would  he 
ace:  ap! I  shed  ir  e  variety  of  ways,  including  local 
purchases,  servicing  ir.  trair  yards,  servicing  by 


-If  servicing  off  a  base,  r.ow  would  you  establish  an 
explosive  safety  zone?  low  will  these  zones  impact  the 
work  ar* a s  in  train  yard3  cr  in  populated  areas?  How  will 
garbage  and  other  wastes  (human,  hazardous,  etc.)  be  collected 
and  disposed  of?  How  will  these  wastes  be  collected  and 
stored  m-boar:'  the  trains?  How  will  hazardo.  £  wastes, 
specifically,  nuclear  materials,  prope i  lar. ta ,  igniters, 


Page  S-43:  "Long- duration  iapaets  on  cultural 
resources  would  be  high  because  construction  would 
destroy  portions  of  two  sites... one  of  the  cost 
important  of  its  kind..." 

"...prehistoric  Bites  of  a  type  coacon  in  the 
region  would  be  disturbed." 

3ecause  you  have  identified  a  major  and  important  arch¬ 
aeological  site  at  Eaker  AFb,  on-base  option,  you  really 
have  no  choice  but  to  avoid  this  planned  site  for  basing. 
This  is  according  to  Appendix  A  of  the  DEIS.  Data  recovery 
plans  would  be  Inadequate.  end  even  if  you  tried  tc 
preserve  for  the  future,  there  i3  a  risk  of  pollution  cr 
contamination  due  to  an  accident  at  or  near  the  site, 
making  the  site  lost  for  r.ur.dreds  or  ever,  thousands  if 
years.  As  for  the  other  3ite  "... common  in  the  region  ", 
it  never-the-less  is  unique  also.  Like  a  snapshot  of  our 
families,  a  common  enough  occurance,  these  Sitej  pe.wide  a 
day-to-day  look  at  how  the  world  was.  Sooner  or  later  we 
will  run  cut  of  these  *  common  sites. 

Page  1-3:  "Certain  technical  aspects  of  the  er.7ir.ee,-' 
design  and  operating  concepts  fer  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  system  are  still  undergoing  change.” 

"...  the  relative  environmental  impacts .. .are  not 
expected  to  change..." 

-./hat  guarantee  can  you  *ive  that  these  changes  will  not 
affect  the  IIS?  Sjuppos e  you  fir.d  out  that  it  does  marge 
the  EIS,  will  the  public  be  tcid  ar.d  given  ire  chance  to 
review  ar.d  concert  or.  the  changes?  '..'hat  If  ar.  engineering 
change  causes  a  significant  impact,  ..'ill  the  project  then 
be  abandonee?  'hy  .«*.•’♦  all  engineering  aspects  nailed 
-•.own  yet?  .'r.at  type  of  rroblets  are  you  having? 


rroblets  are  you  having? 
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SYSTEM  TEST  SCENARIC 


Pag*  1-14:  "Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  taat  facility 
requirements  at  ether  locetions  are  generally  minor  and 
form  part  of  their  regular  missions." 

-i/hat  exactly  are  these  test  requirements?  "hat  are  the 
chances  of  a  mishap  occuring? 

P0SSIPL5  FUTURE  OPTIONS  FOR  DUAL  RAIL  EGSZS5 

Page  ’-17:  second  rail  connection  from  a  garrison 

to  a  rain  line...is  considered  at  a  le*«r  date..." 

-  /ill  n«v  scoring  tearing  be  'Jnd..et“d?  .ill  a  new  'DID 
be  drafted  err  -ren“d  tc  puilic  remit’? 

DECOMMISSIONING 

Page  i -If!  "The  r*icvar.t  laws  and  rocedures  may 


charge  ubstantialy 


arms  control  agreements 


The  Air  force  will  follow 


i i  often  a  " baryu 
this  veaper.  sy£t 


relevant  lawr  concerning  decommissioning  snoula  be  discussed 
now  and  Included  in  the  F.I5.  Specific  questierr  uust  te 
answered.  What  will  yc-u  do  with  the  nuclear  material? 

What  will  you  do  with  the  solid  propeilart?  The  propellant 
igniter?  The  liquid  fuel?  Ary  !  igh  explosive  material? 
GtV.er  'oitfonert:  of  ’re  mijsue?  If  the  ier  trucl  i  r.n  metj.uo 
is  tc  te  t ;  firing  ■  -e  as  ’He  ?“rs.'in<?  rissri.es  are, 
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NATIONAL  RAIl  TRANSPORTATION  IMPACTS 

-Thia  whole  aaction  needs  to  address  the  impacts  not  only 

on  •  national  level,  but  state  and  local  levels  aa  well. 

****** 

This  ia  because  soae  states  or  local  areas  art^rforee  off 
than  others  aa  far  as  traffic,  maintenance,  condition  of 
the  ralla,  personnel .  etc.  A  garrison  located  near  a  aajcr 
rail  yard  for  example  would  have  problems  getting  out  ontt 
the  main  liner,  or  norral  traffic  wccld  hs\e  tc  wait  to 
allow  the  garrison  train  to  pass  through.  And  wouldn't 
this  alert  any  observant  agent  that  this  apparently 
"notral*  trair  is  a  part  of  the  garrison?  ’ill  the 
garrison  trair s  pick  up  empty  rail  cars  tc  -jeke  it  look 
real'  What  impact  will  this  have  cn  the  railroads?  If 
you  use  leaded  rail  cars,  will  the  criteria  for  explosive 
sores  apply?  Now  will  the  public  be  protected  froir 
attack? 

ENVIRONMENTAL  ANALYSIS  METHODS 

Page  3-2:  "Controversy,  referred  to  in.  consideration 
4,  involves  disagreement  anot'^  -ecovnised  professionals 
over  environmental  iopaets  or  assess1  ent  r.ethods . 
Possible  controversy  oven  tr.e  purpose,  need,  or 
desirability  of  this  program  was  not  considered  in 
evaluating  the  significants  of  impacts." 

-Why  not?  Why  is  it  that  you  choose  to  study  only  those 
areas  that  will  help  your  cause,  but  r.ot  the  other  important 
areas  ♦‘•at  will  aff»“t  the  public?  Is  this  uhy  you  will 
not  the  psycM.ogical  imoacts  of  the  basing  plan? 

Why  can't  we  comment  on  puroose,  need,  and  desirability? 

Do  you  think  ignoring  an  impact  will  make  it  »o  a  ay? 

ziouim.’cz  csrr-rsr.; 

Page  3-1 C:  " . . ,  *o>!  i  otco  to  :ic  isoacts  .ere  judged 
to  le  significant  ■  er  ore  or  -ore  of  tr.e  followir..' 
would  occur: 
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these  rails  be  "nuclear  certified"?  ’.‘hat  about  the  other 
rails  in  the  state?  Will  they  be  certified? 


EXISTING  AND  FUTURE  BASELINE  CONDITIONS 

Page  4.8-7:  EDUCATION.  "Enrollment  is  projected  to 
increase  to  23,225  by  1990  and  to  24,750  by  1995, 
and  staffing  may  lncreaso  to  maintain  existing  pupil- 
to-teaoher  ratios." 


'/ho  will  pay  for  the  additional  teachers?  Car.  tr.e  local 
economies  withstand  tax  increases?  Where  will  the  qualified 
teachers  come  from?  Why  is  It  that  you  never  mention  that 


when  it  comes  to  eoocatio 


Page  4.8-7:  PUBLIC  SERVICES.  "...city  staffing 
would  have  to  increase  from  190  to  197..." 


As  with  educatlo 
are  not  hired,  - 


who  pays?  And  if  the  additional  people 
t  will  the  i’  oect3  be  or  tr.e  already 


P*»e  4.8-7;  E,PLDYMZ>?  AND  INCOME.  "The  p.-oposea 
action  would  create  new  jobs..." 


VI 11  these  jobs  be  skilled  or  unskilled  po  itions? 

|  Does  the  community  :ave  the  necessary  skilly  to  support 
|  your  effort?  Will  you  ay  rir.ieum  wage  only,  or  better? 
_ .  |  What  secondary  jobs  will  the  project  --reate?  ..hat  do  yoi 
'***  I  base  the  creation  of  secondary  jobs 


:a-e  4.8-15:  POTABLE  WATER  TREATMENT 

solid  and  hazardous  waste. 

I  -With  *..ce  increase  demands  or.  these  utlll 
operating  costs  will  probably  occur.  dll 
pay  for  these  increases? 


iese  utilities,  increased 
cur .  dill  t hr  Air  Force 


"Increases  in  existing  neighborhood  elementary 
school  enrollment  would  result  in  pupll-to-teacher 
ratios  that  are  larger  than  the  state  standards, 
thereby  threatening  accreditation." 

Why  are  only  the  elementary  schools  looked  at  when  applying 
this  criteria?  It  eeeos  that  when  a  high  school  is  eentloned 
to  exceed  pupll-to-teacher  ratios,  it  is  glossed  over  or 
ignored.  This  happened  when  you  talked  about  Little  Rock 
AFB,  taker  AFB,  Malnatrom,  and  Whiteman  AF3s.  -Ugh  school* 
are  every  bit  as  important  as  elementary  schools.  Even 
more  so  as  they  prepare  he  teens  to  enter  society.  High 
schools  can  lose  aecred/ tat  ion  also.  They  too  will  reed 
increased  staffing.  Impact  in  the  education  area  is  really 
lacking  in  this  study  ar.d  should  be  readdressed  to  show 
impact  on  all  schools. 

AFFECTED  ENVIRONMENTS  AND  ENVIRONMENTAL  CONSEQUENCES 

Page  4.0-2:  "The  area  between  the  garrison  perimeter 
fences  (a  30-ft  swath)  s:lus  two  additional  45-foot 
clear  zones  immediately  ir.side  and  outside  of  the 
fences  will  be  kept  clear  of  veyotaticr.  and  will  be 
graded . " 

What  methods  will  you  use  tc  keep  vegetation  clear?  Will 
you  use  herbicides?  What  will  they  be?  how  will  this 
affect  the  soil  both  short  term  and  long  term?  When  the 
garrison  is  decommissioned,  will  you  restore  the  lend 
to  its  original  condition? 

LITTLE  3 OCX  AIR  FORCE  3A5Z,  ARKANSAS 

Page  4.8-1:  "The  3.t  miles  of  existing  tree* 
would  require  upgrading." 

-Is  this  rail  an  example  of  the  rail  3ysten  in  Arkansas? 

Will  all  the  rails  i.;  <..*«  Juat.e  ^  upgraded?  Will 
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Page  4.8-16:  ENERGY  UTILITIES 

With  the  proposed  increases  in  diesel  fuel,  will  this  cause 
shortages  in  the  county?  Hill  this  drive  prices  up?  If 
the  garrison  is  deployed,  where  will  you  get  the  fuel  then? 

Hill  this  use  iopact  whatever  local  area  you  stop  in?  With 
the  increase  use  of  fuel,  that  means  an  increase  in  traffic 
from  hauling  in  the  fuel,  will  this  raise  tne  chance  of 
accident  and  spills? 

LAND  USE 

Page  4.8-21:  IMPACTS  CF  THE  PROPOSED  ACTIONS.  "The 
crozra-  would  require  relocation  sf  seven  existinc  cnbase 
facilities  including  the  conventional  weapons  storage 
area  and  the  Defense  Reut i 1 i rat  1 cn  and  Marketing 
Office  (CRHO)  facilities." 

'hat  are  the  environmental  i.epaets  of  moving  these  facilities, 
especially  the  DRMO  and  its  hazardous  vaste  storage  area? 

Where  do  you  intend  to  dispose  of  hazardous  wastes  handled 
by  DRMC?  Ill  ‘his  faciliV  comply  wit:-  tr.e  ri  zht-t«-k-.r. 
lavs? 

WATER  RESOURCES 

Page  4.8-29:  "...the  effect  of  the  additional  pumpage 

on  the  available  quantity  ana  quality  of  the  local 
groundwater  resources  is  expected  to  be  minor." 

'ith  the  recent  drought,  and  reports  from  state  officials 
that  the  treund-ater  levels  have  teer.  -iron  ire  steadier 
since  '944  'according  to  U.3.  leclfu  1 -a  1  Turve- ; ,  don't 
you  ‘rink  -hat  nr.y  '..-..creased  -at»r  -;a--  should  : «  '-rslier-d 
significant?  I ill  adiiMona.  .tidies  le  -or.:- -ted  1:  tni? 
area,  using  more  up-to-date  data?  .'ill  yo-  -a te 

farmers  v-.n  will  - u  lor;--  he  able  to  rum-:  water  *o 
irrigate  h.eir  -r^js?  .hat  .ill  you  jse  *..**  extra  water  r? 

.  M  - 
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geology  a::o  soils 


Pa^e  4,8*30:  "...the  New  Madrid  Seismic  Province 

is  located  approxinately  *50  Biles  northeast  of  tr.e 
installation,  and  it  is  likely  that  Little  Soc*  Air 
Force  Base  would  be  subject  to  strong  'round  cot ion 
froa  a  lar?e  earthquake  associates  with  tne  New  Madri 
Sei3«ic  Province." 

02  (  -Vhat  would  be  the  effects  as  a  result  of  ar.  earth- sake  :r. 
I  the  garrison?  Should  a  quake  occur,  wrat  safeguards  will 
|  protect  the  *-uhlic  fro®  radioactive  material  ar.d  ".her 

[hazardous  materials?  k  e  could,  a  probably  will, 
daca***  twe  “ails  Jucn  '  .at  the  -arriso.'  ■"  il  i  r.- :«■ 


-  f  a  -  i  5  st,  ■■  Irtu:.  *  .e  -arr  L.'~r.  .-it*:'.  ..hat  i *:.e  -Il.-’iI* 

00  I  course?  And  even  if  t:.e  rails  are  not  dama-ed,  would  you 
|  launch  from  the  carrisvr.  rite  anyway  'upon  orders.? 


I'-al,  .‘a*-’,  i  i^ra  .  I'-r.'’  c  w  •;  *  o  v>r?  *ff  -  r*  . .- .  • 

-“hat  trainin’  will  :  •  -iven  t:  local  ar.d  sta'e  a-*»r.  civs? 
00  ’.•Jill  all  local  arer.cies,  i.e.  statewide  .utile  health  ar.d 
safety  offi-es,  be  riv**r.  the  .e.cessary  trai.-.inr-  "ill 
you  pay  for  this  trainin'?  .  .at  if  rublio  needs  to 
0y  be  evacuates  for  any  reason,  fill  you  ay?  .‘.-.at  vvjIJ  be 
the  impacts  •  evacuati  *r.s  t.  -he  .  •-cal  eco-.o::;  ?  : ov  will 

68  ’  ;;;"'ry:'y:':'"‘r 
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and  the  components  of  the  high  explosive  materials.  Paints, 
and  solvents  to  be  used  should  be  included.  .’ill  the  local 
public  safety  and  health  officials  receive  the  Material 
Safety  Data  Sheets  for  these  substances? 

NATURAL  HAZARDS 

-If  a  Dlicz»-d  stop*  the  train,  will  ar.  explosive  hazard 
zone  be  ectafci  i  sr.oa?  How  will  you  in  this?  '..‘ill  you  re¬ 
locate  any  of  the  local  population  that  falls  In  this  zone? 
(fill  you  compensate  businesses  ■  r  farcers  f.r  I  t.j  f  income 
fhat  about  a  remain  or  r. urri  -ane?  'fill  *his  affect  ‘r.» 
movement  of  th»  -nil  -arris:  r.?  .'ill  /  :u  "Stall's::.  zzr.rs 


:hs  .  itr.  water  forsir.q 


SAFETY  FRAMr.’DRX  r  FAIL  ."{ STF^S 


Pa?e  5-b :  "The  Peacekeeper  -.ail  larrisor.  Pro*rac 
will  c*«ply  with  tf.ese  standards,  principles,  ar.d 


I  -In  a  national  eaer mercy,  will  the  -ivl.iar.  pilots  ne 

cverrulled  zr.  rail  safety  matters  and  -peratl:.?  practices? 

IV J h o  will  monitor  the  trains  iurin*  norma'  ceratin? 

rorditions?  .’ill  ,,!>u  sutait  to  an*  ruli«*}  nr  udeenent 
72  I  apains*  you  'c.  rad  rail  .  rartiva  r  rule/law  infractions? 


y-j.  1  jok*.-d  at  this  rrotles  :n  a  rtate 


-’.«hat  are  *  .«  ietaiis  of  the  trainin'  to  ce  ?:ver.’;  ill 
trainees  drive  the  trains?  .i'r.o  will  denim  ar.d  ievelop 
these  courses?  Lr.at  retrainin'  re qvi resents  will  tr.ere 

;  c  r.  =•  will  :*  -sk"  these  r  ersor.r.el  to  te  fully  ^jalified? 


75  .  .-i" 

1  jfcri -ar.t  3 ,  f-iew*.  -a.t.ru,  r.  f.'-ar  -stem...  r.-.n- 
-.iclear  material  ..-.eu  i.-.  * :  warhead  sue-,  a.-.  ce'c1'*"’ 
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-'.-.hat  are  the  chances  of  a  r.igh  explosive  detonation?  '.Vhat 
85  are  the  toxicological  effects  of  the  non-nuclear  materials 
in  the  warhead? 


EMERGENCY  RESPONSE 

Paeje  5-40:  "A  larger  security  perimeter  would  be 
established  by  local  authorities  to  protect  the 
public  from  risks  such  as  fires,  explosion,  and 
radiation  and  to  protect  the  mishap  cite  from 
disturbance  until  ir.veati  -at i  -.n  ar.d  cleanup  are 
complete. " 


of  these  officials  lr.  an  eier ' 


r.cy?  What  if  "her  prcbj< 
etc.,  how  will  all  these 


problems  '«  -  ar. died? 


■nay  be  able  to  do,  or  vhat  kind  or  s  ,p-or* 
rive  the  rarrison.  "-.ay  reed  t^  state  u:r 
in  the  “IS  what  exactly  will  v>. 


vli  find  a  idi  •.  1  onal  :r  rleas  ir.i  cm  o 


A.r  Force  as  not  -omt  1  *tly  addressed  r  i 

»'/»r.  we  do  ’.ave  quest:  is  *hat  we  f«-e.  ar"  s;  it. 
il  like  to  addressed  end  answered  m  t..e  Fir. 
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'■'ill  you  conduct  studies  on  the  air.  ground,  water,  enizal 
and  plant  life  at  all  proposed  sites  to  establish  baseline  data 
for  such  chenicals  such  as  r. ltrc.tr. .  nitrite,  nitrous  acid, 
annonia,  sulfide,  sulfites,  aethar.e,  or;anic  halogen,  and  chlorororn 

’<ill  the  Air  Force  cerfcra  continuous  son i tor in;  at  all  sites 
to  look  for  changes  and  trends  ir.  cr.enical  baseline  data’ 

7111  you  conduct  studies  on  t.-.e  air.  ground,  water,  anisal 


Pf.il road  accidents  are  a  fact 
pailroad  crossroads,  but  accidents 
aaterials.  'ne  of  the  worst  is 
accident  car.  cause  vr.at  is  known  as 
Vapor  Explosion,  an  accident  that  o 
Should  ar.  accident  of  this  type  ooo 
nearby,  could  the  oissile  cars  with 
las  explosion  a-.d  resulting  fire?  Z 
fire  cause  the  rockets  solid  or  liq 
would  be  the  environmental  inpacts 
Mow  could  firefighters  cope  witr.  su 
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sur  that  you  will  be  able  to  cleanup  any  contamination  fro*  accidents 
involving  a  nuclear  warhead?  How  would  you  attexpt  to  cleanup  the 
accident?  ?an  any  radioactive  materials  or  cor.tar iratior.  enter  the 
food  chain?  Besides  beinsr  radioactive,  rlutor.ius  i3  r.ivhly  toxic, 
what  is  the  toxicological  effects  of  in*e3tin;  or  inhaiin;  this 
material?  ‘./rat  is  tr.e  half-life  of  this  and  other  r. clear  material 
in  the  warhead?  Vhat  elements  will  the  nuclear  materials  decay  to? 


Ip  then  stay  alert  or  *er 


un  Jar.urar:  kith.  t.-.e  Soviet  satellite  loaacs-'S?^ 

entered  the  earth's  atncs^rear  over  la.aoa,  iisyersir.’  its 
1’raniuR  core  in  t-.e  air  a.-.s  or.  t  e  To.r.o.  rive  years  .tter, 
!os.ros-' i.12  fell  into  the  ooutn  Atlantic.  2  tain  re.ee  air.? 
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LOCATION  <(177**  SotnL  /ft*  /*>-<«> — tA}»c 
COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing-  Our  purpose  for  boating  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  «re  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  mty  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wlU  be  available  to  public  official#  and  citlsens  before  • 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  meet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environments!  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


7?  1 1 4, 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  toi 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

ten  Bernardino,  California  V340V 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIK  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaak  you  for  at  leading  tblr  haaring.  Our  purpooa  for  hosting  *JUa  hoaxing  Li  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  wa  have  da  term  feed  may  occur  tf  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  mada.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  bean  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


BARK 

.  MG  64063 


Director,  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCE-BHS/DEV 

Norton  Air  force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92409-6448 

Re:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrlaon  Prograa 


I've  been  a  resident  of  Warrenaburg  alnce  1949.  the  presence  of  Whltamen 
APB  has  always  been  e  part  of  ay  life.  While  the  ellltary  operations  at 
Whitman  APB  have  changed  over  the  yeara.  It  haa  always  supplied  employment, 
end  stability  to  the  Warrenaburg/Johnaon  County  economy.  I  wholeheartedly 
endorse  the  additional  military  activity  connected  with  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrlaon  Prograa. 

The  economic  Impact  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrlaon  Program,  and  the 
additional  dlvaralf lcatlon  of  people  coming  from  various  pares  of  the 
United  States  to  serve  the  new  alee  Ion,  would  be  a  benefit  to  Warrcasburg, 
Johnson  County,  and  the  surrounding  area. 

1  wleh  to  go  on  record  aa  supporting  tha  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  Prograa  at  Whiteman  A7B,  end  pledge  ay  personal  effort  end 
services  of  Clt Irena  Bank  to  assist  the  Air  Force  and  the  personnel  In 
making  the  deployment  aa  coafortabla  and  efficient  aa  poselble. 


/ 

c&Li* 


,  Naas  /  .  Struct  Address 
Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


City*  .  .  »**te 

A  4/  4UL. 

Lt  Col  Petar  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fores  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


■  tsl'*'  t 

Lyiafr  A.  Harmon 
President 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEEEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hooting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  mey  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goel  ia  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  tha  program  Is  mada.  Plsase  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  oot  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  ia  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  sad  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  mads.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  ow  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


and  chcckec  on  the  impact  statement  and  found  nothing  which  would  deter 
the  deployment  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Peacekeeper  In  this  area.  I  can  sec 
no  adverse  effect  on  the  environment  which  cannot  be  controlled  and  1  be¬ 
lieve  that  the  central  location  of  Whiteman  aakes  it  an  ideal  location 
for  the  deployment  of  the  system  and  certainly  complements  the  other 
defense  systems  already  in  place  and  under  construction. _ 


rpel  message  that  gives  wa  tha  cowsge  to  spaak  and  act  in  ways  which  are 
often  oowiter  to  the  prevailing  notion  that  self-preservation  panel  to  the 

»  of  extraordinarily  d  tructlva  aaans.  Aa  ona  who  haa  fait  lad  to  take  a  vow 


of  non-violence,  I  believe  I  oust  peacefully  and  lovingly  work  toward  tha  removal 
of  all  nuclear  weapons  until  the  tiaa  of  ay  own  death.  Let  ua  all  ksep  each  other 


w-sMoe  N.  Dover  4101  N.  Tracy 
Ple^e  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  to> 


City  State 

i  City  m.  64116 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMI/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fores  Base 

ban  Bernardino,  California  92499 


i  hand  this  form  In  or  msll  toi 


Lt  Col  Pster  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/OEV 

Norton  Air  Pores  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92499 
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5380  Saonvcr 

W.  Elooifi*  i»Ia,  MI  48033 

August  3.  1^88 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  V 
AFfcC. &nS-Dev 
Norton  AFfc,  CA 
92409-&884 


Dee 


Lt.  Col.  Welsh, 


I  protest  the  plan  ti 
Wurtsmith  Air  Fores  base  m  ! 
want  to  sot  tnese 
about  tns  stats  on  cominerei* 
increase  tns  always  present 
or  accident.  Tnxs  proposal 
the  environment. 


The 


iresent  international 
In  i  ted  States  and  th< 
agreements  regarding 
ncrease  our  capacity 
ssilea.  and  submarines 
have  more  than  enough  to  blow  i 
ci tv  several  times  Over  -  and  the 
they  would  destroy  the  civilized 
the  need  *or  nuclear  defense  i 

weapons . 


addi  t. 

need 

bombei 


ny  nx  in  garrisons  at 
.  Certainly  1  do  not 
>  trains  to  oe  snipped 
Their  presence  would 
sabotage,  terrorism, 
>rv  negative  impact  on 


situation  gives  great  nope 
i  Soviet  Union  can  reach 
arms  control .  There  is  no 
to  retaliate.  we  nave 
with  nuclear  warneads.  We 
>p  every  Soviet  missile  and 
,  can  newer  be  used  because 
<•')  world.  We  must  lessen 
■ather  than  increase  the 


Jean  S.  Frol  opow 


fceo.  wm.  S.  Broom* I  eld,  IBth  Oistri 
Sen.  Donald  fciegle 
Sen.  Carl  Levin 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  sttenlinf  this  hearing  Our  purpose  for  hosting  thb  hearing  Is  to 
cum  marine  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  havs  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  l*  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wiU  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made,  please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environ  is 


nviron mental  Impaot  Statement.  y  / 

AT**- 


r  ~  ri 


/^L 


~Sr, 


_ //Lsrf  Sf/ir  coirs' 


'Xsc, tY^ /i-r  si-fotf*' 

//.?  /e+--v  ^  U*  -r 

Sr  - 

pS-tU/A ,  S'**  r  SZ’.oCl  SZf/'rScy/  /*/ 


- - - - c? 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot  /  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 
,  _  ,  AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

SS4?)  7  Norton  Air  Force  E 


c-gs 


'-/?*/.  Z? 


San  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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901  E.  Llnvood  -  Apt.  34 
Kansas  City,  Missouri 
July  29.  1936 


John  K.  Klot*/Sat unlay,  June  37,  1987 


Jetorah’s  ifltnesse#  featured  H  Salvador  In  their  19B1  XSARSQQ&- 


f 


Assistant  ConatBsloner  (Compliance) 
Intomcl  Revenue  Servlca 
Department  of  the  Treasury 
15th  St.  and  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  N.  if. 
Washington,  D.  C.  20220 


Dear  air; 

My  name  la  John  Melvin  Slots  and  ay  social  security  number  Is 
469-52-1525 •  I  can  00  longer  in  good  conscience  pay  the  taxes 
which  continue  the  production  and  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons; 
subvsrt  or  hslp  to  violently  overthrow  tbs  govemmsnts  of  other 
nation  states;  maintain  registration  for  military  comorlptlon  out¬ 
side  a  declared  national  emergency  and  that  Tor  a  conocrlptlon 
which  conscripts  Into  civilian  "aorvics"  and  service  In  the  regukAr 
armed  forces  of  the  United  States  rather  than  only  Into  the  aliltla 
of  the  horns  state  of  each  conscript. 

If  the  Internal  Rovenue  Service  will  direct  my  emoloysra  to 
cease  witholding  my  federal  taxos  only  (not  ay  social  security  tax 
which  I  want  wltheld)  Z  hersby  agree  to  placo  the  amount  of  federal 
trtx  being  wltheld  at  the  present  time  each  paycheck  Into  a  legal 
eeorow  account  at  Laurel  American  Sank  of  Senses  City,  Missouri. 

I  will  continue,  under  this  condition  only,  to  file  ay  Internal 
Rgrenue  Service  documents (including  Incoas  tax  f oradpannually. 

I  will  further  add  to  the  escrow  account  the  full  amount  of  any 
federal  tax  owed  at  the  end  of  the  yo^r  but  will  not  withdraw  any 
excess  federal  tax  wltheld. 


If  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  continues  to  wlthold  federal 
tax  monies  from  each  paycheck,  however,  please  take  notice  as  of 
the  date  of  th'-S  letter  that  I  will  be  forced  to  CiTjUS.  Oil  ttfl.- 
anerati. on  with  the  Internal  Revenue  Service  as  ./ell  as  the  revenue 
service  of  ny  state  of  resldenoQ. 

In  the  case  that  I  am  allied  to  keep  ay  federal  tax  witholding 
amount  In  escrow  and  In  the  case  that  I  must  refuse  all  cuopeiatlou 
I  will  continue  to  hold  federal  tax  ultho-dlng  monies  in  afiorOw  or 


-the  United  States  ceases  all  production  and  deployment  of 
nuclear  weapons 

-the  United  States  ceases  to  subvert  or  help  to  violently 
overthrow  the  governments  of  other  nation  ctated 
-the  United  States  ceases  to  maintain  registration  of  military 
conscription  outside  a  dscllred  national  -aergency 
-the  united  Stabeo  ceases  forever  from  using  conscriots  out¬ 
side  the  militia  of  said  conscrlptis  hone  state  or  (when  In 
federal  service  In  said  mllttl«>OJtslde  trtv  territory  of  the 
United  •utts  under  any  condition*- -even  max*^ 


I  enclose  a  leaflet  Including  a  "rsglstratlon"  form  for  tax 
refuse/re  and  a  letter  the  editor  published  m  the  Kansas  City  Star, 
June  27,  1536,  in  which  I  publicly  declare  my  support  for  the 
Citizens'  Tax  Moratorium.  Jfr  participation  ha*  been  totally  spelled 

In  this  le*.  *or.  I  I  /  At  *  /  . 

jff\  v  A//.  y-  John  ..elvln  Kiot*_ 


/  '*  v 


s.  s.  *4*9-52-1525 


The  reason  can  be  found  In  these  seleoted  lines: 

Jorge  and  Sugenlo  Vasques  •  »  »  Monday,  December  17, 

1979  .  .  .  the  hamlenda  was  taken  over  by  farmers  baoked 
by  a  group  of  guerilla  fighters.  .  .  .  the  following 
morning  armed  foroea  arrived  with  soldiers  and  tanks,  and 
tbs  rebel  foroes  were  asked  to  surrender,  ihen  the  re¬ 
quest  was  answered  with  gunfire,  the  armed  forces  opened 
firs* 

The  battle  lasted  two  sad  a  half  hours,  turning  the 
hacienda  Into  a  piacl  of  devastation.  Bodies  of  young 
and  old  were  scattedM  about  like  leaves  on  the  ground. 

Our  two  brothers  were  among  the  dead.  Those  who  survived 
later  told  how  they  refused  to  take  uf  arms  and  had  In¬ 
sisted  on  complete  neutrality.  For  this  they  were  labeled 
cowards  and  sent  Into  the  zone  where  the  action  was  the 
heaviest. 

The  bus band ■  and  wlvee  and  friends  of  tbs  victims  hsd 
no  idea  of  what  bad  happened  to  theli  l#ved  ones,  tumors 
began  to  circulate  that  they  were  all  dumped  Into  a  common 
grave.  Ten  days  latsr  26  bodies  were  found  under  a  mound 
of  earth.  They  were  unrecognisable.  After  hours  of  sear¬ 
ching,  th*  bodies  of  Jorge  and  KUgenlo  were  found  .  .  . 

In  1577  the  Island  peasant  oomMimlty  of  Solentlname  In  Lake 

Nicaragua  was  destroysd  by  state  polio*  under  Somota.  Rueeto 

Cardinal,  a  fellow  Catholic  priest  and  friend  of  Daniil  Berrlgjn, 

helped  found  It  and  when  It  waa  destroyed  he  Joined  Frent*  Sandlnista. 

Berrlgan  wrote  thl#  to  his  friend  in  an  "open  letter"  In  1978: 

...  In  this  bloody  oentury,  religion  has  little  to  offer, 
little  that  1*  not  contaminated  or  broken  or  in  bed  tatth.  Put 
on*  thlhg  w*  have:  our  refusal  to  take  up  bombs  or  guns,  aimed 
at  the  flesh  of  brothers  and  sisters  .  .  .  refusing  the  enmities 
pushed  at  us  by  warmaking  state  or  warbleeslng  church. 

Thl#  Is  a  long  loneliness,  and  a  thankless  on#.  On#  may# 

"no"  when  every  aohs  of  the  heart  would  say  "yes.  Ve.  too,  long 
for  a  community  on  the  land,  heartening  liturgies,  our  ovn  turf, 
the  arts,  a  plaoe  whs re  ean*  ecology  can  heal  us.  tad  the  fetg 
boot  >•##  down.  It  destroys  everything  w«  have  built.  And  we 
recoil •  Perhaps  In  shock,  perhaps  In  a  change  of  heart,  w«  begin 
to  savor  on  our  tongues  a  language  tlmt  Is  current  all  around  us: 
phrases  like  "legitimate  violence,"  "limited  retaliation,  killing 
for  the  ltve  of  the  kingdom."  ...  we  have  oroesed  over*  *•  are 
now  in  an  any.  Ilk#  th#  pope's  ar^,  or  Luther's,  or  the  crusad¬ 
ers,  or  the  Mielias.  #e  have  disappeared  Into  this  world  •  •  • 

If  we  cannot  easily  handle  both  gospel  and  gun,  we  drop  the  gospel, 
an  impediment  .  .$• 

And  our  wesponeT 

They  are  eomtaalnatfd  In  what  they  do,  and  condesned  in  what 
they  cannot  do.  Theye  la  blood  on  then,  as  on  our  handsk  And 
like  these  bloody  hand*,  they  jag  no  longer  $gal  injustice  or 
aueoor  the  homeless. 
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Editor 

Eagle-Babe on 
Wichita,  Ki. 

It  dOM  not  take  Majorities  to  acre  govern— nts ;  it  takes  envoi ttad  Minorities. 

Wo— n  could  not  have  achieved  voting  right#  without  to—  pioneers  going  to  >11. 
Union#  war#  one#  Illegal  and  pert  ecu  tod ;  they  could  not  have  gotten  justice  for 
— rfcer*  without  ths  power  of  ths  strlks.  Qandhi  could  not  here  liberated  India 
without  a  Salt  March  and  textile  boycott.  Martin  Luther  King  Jr.  could  not  hart, 
won  civil  rights  legislation  without  a  bus  boycott  and  lunch  countar  sit-ins. 

To  think  that  aavlng  our  world  fro*  nuclear  annihilation  is  going  to  require  lees 
of  ua  is  oetrich-llke  foolishness.  And  to  think  that  we  can  protest  effectively 
while  continuing  to  pay  the  Qovern— nt  whoee  policies  we  know  are  so  viciously 
destructive  is  a  tragic  and.coetly  self -deception. 

If  dm  million  A— rlcans  write  letters,  vote,  or  — rch  tomorrow,  tnat  can  anc 
will  be  Ignored.  If  one  will Ion  A— rlcans  refuse  to  oay  their  taxes,  that  will 
be  the  end  of  the  ar—  race. 

If  each  — aber  of  Congress  heard  fro*  1,000  constituent  taxpayers  that  they  were 
going  to  cease  pay— nt  until  the  United  States  a  toes  driving  the  arm  race  and 
leaves  Central  A— rica  in  peace,  I  think  we  would  see  so—  votes  change.  It's 
up  to  us.  If  our  days  are  already  shortened.  If  our  children  look  to  us  to  win 
than  a  future,  if  we  really  want  to  save  our  world,  can  we— in  conscience— do  less? 

The  Citizens '  Tax  Moratorium  (CTM)  la  a  nationwide  network  of  people  who  after 
—aaurlng  the  Magnitude  of  the  evil  toward  which  the  present  regime  is  leading 
ua  (destrueticn  of  hu— nlty  and  enslave— nt  of  Central  A— rlcans)  and  after 
attempting  all  other  peaceful  nans  for  charge,  find  it  justified  to  threaten  the 
revenue  base  of  our  Government.  CTM  Is  a  network  of  potential  war  tax  refusers 
{wtr'a)  coordinated  by  a  quarterly  newsletter  published  in  Los  Angelas. 

Me  who  are  —  ebera  of  CTM  are  seeking  to  go  beyond  symbolic  resistance  by  reg¬ 
istering  1000  potential  wtr'a  in  each  Congressional  District,  a  total  of  1i35,0OO 
people.  Me  are  doing  this  on  the  assumption  that  if  there  were  l»35,OCO  potential 
wtr's,  we  could,  when  we  chose,  effectively  demand  a  reconsideration  by  Congress 
of  how  our  tax  moneys  are  being  spent.  This  is  because  the  IRS  would  not  have 
the  capacity  to  audit  andotherwise  enforce  tax  pay— nt  of  all  those  who  In  com¬ 
pany  with  the  L35,000  would  be  refusing  to  pay. 


cztizxss'  tax  wuttman*(F0rA*far  /</*—*# ***+) 


Ray  Anderson 
P.  0.  Box  203*1  „ 
tflohlte,  Kanes a  67206 
1316)  666-7100 

Joel  0.  Taunton 
1.  0.  Box  8>*69 


B.  0.  Box  83 
Los  AngUei, 
(2137  39*- 


tes,  California  90063 
39*-*03* 


John  M.  Hots 
901  X.  Lin  wood 
Kansas  City,  Missouri 

6*109 

(616)  931-2027 
(as  of  June  25,  1988) 


*  i  1 


Me  who  belong  to  CTM  believe  that  the  power  of  potential  wtr's  in  union  can  be 
more  effective  than  all  the  trials  and  struggles  of  individual  actual  wtr'a,  brave 
and  necessary  as  they  — y  have  been.  Potential  wtr's  — y  never  Yiave  to  begin  a 
"taxpayers'  moratorium.”  That's  the  power  of  the  strike— so—  tl— s  It  baa  to  be 
used;  if  you  are  strong  enough  it  doesn't. 

Me  are  —king  those  who  believe  that  Mess  tax  refusal  could  change  pur  govern— nt 
policies  to  organise  email  inf  or— 1  groups  within  this  District  to  register  po¬ 
tential  wtr'a  and  to  discuss  how  and  when  to  threaten  a  tax  moratorium.  Without 
disclosing  whether  or  not  they  ere  current  wtr's,  mid  without  pressure  to  do  so 
before  any  Individual  is  reedy,  we  are  asking  these  groups  to  network  with  others 
in  this  District  and  attest  to  increase  our  combined  — sfcenhip  to  the  1000  nark. 

If  you  are  impressed  with  our  purpose  and  program  and  want  to  know  how  you  can 
help,  write  Citizens 1  Tax  Moratorium,  P.0.  Box  2032*1 ,  Wichita,  Ka.  67208. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goe!  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


LOCATION  1?OlK  _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  ynu  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  'n  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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e  hand  this  form  Hi  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Petar  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  I240t 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thla  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  boating  this  hearing  to  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rad  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  mitten  we  may  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Osr  goal  to  •  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  to  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  hove  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  tbe  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Pleeee  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  19441 
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To  Whom  It  May  Concern 

The  West  Plains  Association  of  Cities  wishes  to  90  on  record  as 
supporting  the  results  of  the  Kail  Garrison  Envi ronmenta I  impact 
Study.  It  is  our  belief  that  the  report  is  environmentally  and 
economically  balanced  reflecting  a  fair  and  accurate  report  of  the 
facts. 


Sincerely, 

Gil  Q,l~ 

A I  Ugdon  I 

Mayor,  City  of  Cheney  1 
Chair,  West  Plains  Association 
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A  STATEMENT  FROM  HENRY  COUNTY  ECONOMIC  DEVELOPMENT  COUNCIL 
REGARDING 

RAIL  QACRISOM  PEACEKEEPER  NETWORK 
PRESENTED  TO 

RAIL  GARRISON  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  HEARING 
HIGH  SCHOOL.  NARRENSBURG.  MISSOURI 
AUGUST  3.  198 B 


My  nama  la  Lyl*  Cummings,  1104  S.  7Ch.  Clinton,  MO.  I  » 
currently  the  cha Irian  of  Henry  County  Economic  Development 
Council.  The  council  msmbarahlp  la  mada  up  of  a  croaa  aection 
o l  elected  city-county  officiate.  Industry,  business,  and 
private  citizens. 

Our  purpose  is  to  work  for  Economic  Growth  In  the  Henry 
County  area.  Me  are  recognized  as  an  E.D.A.  County  by  the 
Federal  Economic  Development  Administration. 

Hy  appearance  on  their  behalf  Is  to  show  support  of  ths 
proposed  Rail  Garrison  location  at  Whiteman  Air  Fotee  Baae. 

we  further  support  the  railroad  spur  concept  as  a  2nd 
connection  as  notsd  in  4.  11.  14  "Environmental  Concerns 
associated  with  a  future  second  rail  connection." 

An  inquiry  was  made  to  a  qualified  person  regarding  the 
environmental  Impact  and  no  significant  problams  ate  forseen  in 
changes  of  wetlands. 

Sines  I960.  Hsnry  County  residents  hsvs  wocksd  and  llvsd 
among  the  Whiteman  Airforce  base  missile  installations  with  no 
major  objections  from  our  local  populas. 

The  Rati  Garrison  being  based  on  Whiteman  Air  Base  for  the 
above  reasons  would  not.  in  our  opinion,  bs  objsctsbls. 

The  "Rail  Garrison"  Installation  at  Whitaman  Air  Fores  Bass 
would  also  enhance  our  economic  base  here  In  Henry  County, 
particularly  the  North  East  quadrant.  The  city  of  Windsor  is 
located  In  the  North  East  quadrant.  Only  14. S  mllss  of  new 
construction  would  qtve  an  exit  route  to  Mieaour i-Kansss-Texas 
railroad,  away  from  largs  astro  acaaa. 


LOCATION 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.3.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Oar  purposa  for  hosting  thk  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  ms  bsvs  determined  stay  ooeur  It  iha 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  faring  to 
our  attention  matters  ms  may  hsvs  inadvertently  overlooked.  Oar  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  bs  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  mads.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  fael  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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City 


Stata 
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Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  *2489 
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I  on  Edwin  J.  Denman/  Mayor/  City  of  Clinton/  Missouri  located 
approximately  Thirty-seven  (37)  miles  southwesterly  from  Whiteman  Air 
Force  Bose  and  within  the  confines  of  the  area  currently  supporting  the 
mission  of  the  351st  Strategic  Missile  Wing. 

Since  the  inception  os  a  Military  facility  engoged  In  securing 
the  Peace  of  our  Notion,  State  and  surrounding  canmunlties.  It  hos  provided 
a  positive  economic  Impact  thereby  enhancing  growth  In  the  area.  Our 
resident*  have  hod  full  knowledge  of  the  Mission  of  the  351st  and  hove 
peacefully  co-exlsted  with  the  Deterring  Forces. 

The  City  of  Clinton  and  Henry  County,  Missouri  have  o  vital 
interest  in  the  future,  not  only  of  our  domain,  but  the  surrounding 
conmunltles  os  well.  In  addition  to  the  current  mission  of  the  351st 
Strategic  Missile  wing  and  Its  positive  economic  Impact  from  expenditures 
by  Air  Force  personnel  and  the  future  Advanced  Technology  Berber  basing 
with  its  positive  potential,  we  feel  that  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Missile 
Roll  Garrison  would  be  an  added  asset  for  the  total  carmunlty, 

The  Military  personnel  have  been  and  will  continue  as  Good 
Neighbors.  Not  only  that  aspect  has  been  considered,  but  we  readily 
recognize  that  It  will  be  good  for  an  economy  that  has  suffered  tremendously 
over  the  past  few  years  due  to  the  sagging  Agricultural  economy  and  decline 
In  farming  efforts.  Expenditures  brought  about  by  basing  the  Rail  Garftson 
In  the  area  would  hove  an  affect  on  not  only  the  conmunltles  contiguous  to 
wafb  but  to  a  wide  area  around  It. 

The  Clinton  City  Council,  on  behalf  of  Its  constituents,  hos 
gone  on  record  In  support  of  the  proposed  Roll  Garrison  basing  ot  Whiteman 
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Air  Force  Bose  as  evidenced  by  adoption  of  a  supporting  Resolution  (copy 
attached)  affirming  that  position.  A  similar  action  was  taken  and  our 
position  presented  during  o  previous  hearing  7  April  1988.  We  are 
cognizance  of  the  great  contributions  that  military  personnel  make  In  the 
area.  They  are  readily  accepted  and  encourage  to  interact  In  connunlty 
progrtws  and  efforts. 

It  Is  the  considered  opinion  that,  through  the  present  efforts 
of  the  Whiteman  Area  Steering  Council,  the  increased  activities  that  may 
be  brought  about  by  locating  the  Rail  Garrison  at  WAFB.  con  be  adequately, 
expeditiously  and  effectively  dealt  with  to  the  positive  benefit  of  all. 

We  stand  reody  to  do  our  part  to  absorb  the  orobl&ns  as  well  os  '.he  benefits. 

In  sunoary,  the  City  of  Clinton  wholeheartely  supports  the  concept 
of  basing  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  Garrison  as  an  additional  Mission  for 
Whiteman  Air  Force  Base.  We  will  continue  to  strive  to  maintain  cooperative 
and  coordinated  efforts  of  the  Military  community  to  minimize  the  obstacles 
In  this  undertaking  which  will  act  as  a  catalyst  to  overcame  our  struggling 
with  an  already  depressed  agricultural  economy. 

In  reiteration,  the  citizens  of  Clifuw.  do  actively  support  the 
efforts  to  designate  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  as  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
and  give  assurance  of  cooperation,  coordination  and  open  communication  to 
this  effort. 

On  behalf  of  the  Citizens  of  Clinton,  1  w<sh  to  *hank  you  for  this 
opportunity  to  speak  In  support  of  the  Military  .jimuntty. 

Respectfully  Submitted, 


EDWIN  J.  DENMAN 
Mayor 


Attachment 


RESOLUTION  NO.  28-80 

WHEREAS ,  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  is  being  considered  as  a 
possible  sice  for  basing  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison; 
and 

WHEREAS,  the  location  of  Whiteman  Air  Force  base,  approximat¬ 
ely  thirty-seven  137)  miles  northeasterly  from  the 
City  of  Clinton,  Missouri,  represents  a  force  of  influ¬ 
ence  on  the  local  economy;  and 

WHEREAS,  for  the  past  approximat e ly  twenty  (20)  years  the 
City  of  Clinton  and  surrounding  communities  have  suppor¬ 
ted  the  Himinn  nf  the  United  lir  Fort,  and 


ted  the 
Whiteman 


„  _  have  suppor- 

Mission  of  the  United  States  Air  Force  and 
wmteman  Air  Force  Base,  during  which  time  the  area 
has  experienced  no  adverse  circumstances;  and 

WHEREAS,  personnel  assigned  to  Nh iceman  Air  Force  Base 
have  maintained  excellent  community  relations  and 
participated  in  community  projects  and  have  been  suppor¬ 
tive  of  the  area;  and, 

WHEREAS,  the  designation  of  Whiteman  Mr  Force  Base  as 
a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  would  have  a  positive 
economic  impact  on  the  City  of  Clinton  and _ surrounding 
communities  within  a  fifty-mile  radius  of  the ’.Ease. 

NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  BY  THE  CITY  COUNCIL  OF  THE 
CITY  OF  CLINTON,  HENRY  COUNTY,  MISSOURI: 

THAT,  the,  citizens,  through  the  city  Council,  actively 
support  the  efforts  to  designate,  as  an  additional 
Mission,  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  to  serve  as  a  site 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison;  and  further 

THAT,  the  increased  activity  brought  about  by  such  desig¬ 
nation  is  welcomed  as  a  positive  community  impact 
and  cooperation  in  the  resolution  of  many  facets  of 
such  designation  is  pledged;  and  further 

THAT,  the  City  of  Clinton  will  stride  to  maintain  the  cooper¬ 
ative  and  coordinated  efforts  of  the  Military  to  minimize 
the  obstacles  in  this  undertaking;  and  further 


THAT,  the  basing 
as  having  a 


f  the  Peacekeeper  Rai 1  Garr 
postlve  economic  impact  o 


son  is  regarded 
an  are*  that 
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AMERICAN  FRIENDS  SERVICE  COMMITTEE 


is  struggling  with  the  depressed  agricultural  economy 
in  the  area  and  throughout  the  State. 


ADOPTED  THIS  2ND  DAY  OF  AUGUST,  1988. 


ATTEST: 

SUSAN  J.  SHIELDS 
City  Clerk 


1 ,  Susan  J.  Shields,  City  Clerk  for  the  City  of  Clinton, 
Missouri,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  foregoing  instrument 
is  a  true  and  correct  as  it  appears  on  the  official  records 
for  the  City  of  Clinton,  Henry  County,  Missouri. 

W,tnea*eth  my  hand  and  seal  this  3rd  day  of  August, 


SUSAN  J.  SHIELDS 
City  Clerk 


Kansas  cm  raooKAM  comeirru 
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HEARING  OR  DEPLOYIOT  Of  NX  HI  SSI  LIS  IN  THE  NAIL  GARRISON  WOE 
HARNENSNUNG.  MISSOURI 

August  3.  1988 

The  Kansas  City  Offlct  of  the  American  Frfends  Service  Conafttee  fs  concerned 
that  the  deployment  of  MX  Missiles  In  the  Rail  Garrison  Mode  as  proposed 
by  the  Air  Force  will  further  target  Mid-western  populations  for  Soviet 
Nuclear  attack. 

A  July  10th  Kansas  City  Star  article  stated  that  the  Metropolitan  area  Is 
currently  targeted  by  no  less  than  five  Soviet  nuclear  warheads;  this  because 
military  bases,  defense  contractors,  1,000  missiles  In  200  silos  and 
coamunleatlons/transportatlon  networks  are  located  within  the  extended  Kansas 
City  region. 

The  focus  of  this  article  was  civil  defense  In  Kansas  City.  The  director  of 
the  Kansas  City  Emergency  Management  Administration  characterized  the  civil 
defense  program  as  "in  disarray."  This  "disarray"  can  be  found  in  civil  defense 
programs  throughout  the  United  States. 

Given  the  lack  of  preparedness  of  our  area  civil  defense  office.  It  Is  difficult 
to  Imagine  the  Air  Force  as  actually  contemplating  the  MX  Rail  Garrison,  which 
will  make  the  Midwest  an  even  more  likely  target.  The  deployment  sites,  as 
well  as  the  surrounding  areas  In  which  the  missile’s  trains  would  patrol, 
would  become  targets  for  "barrage"  attacks  as  the  Soviets  saturate  the  area  with 
nuclear  warheads. 

According  to  the  Report  of  the  Panel  on  ICBM  Modernization  to  the  Cowittee  on 
Armed  Services  of  the  United  States  House  of  Representatives  Subcotmalttees  on 
Research  and  Development  and  Procurement  and  Military  and  Procurement  Systems 
(March  21,1986),  the  purpose  of  the  rail  garrison  basing  mode  of  the  MX  missile 
Is  to  reduce  "the  vulnerability  of  the  land-based  element  of  the  nation's 
nuclear  deterrent." 

This  report  gaes  on  to  state  the  "rail  garrHon  trains  will  disperse  across  the 
U.S.  rail  network,  becoming  "lost*  among  day-to-day  rail  traffic."  In  order  to 
become  "lost*  the  train  would  have  to  at  least  pass  through  major  civilian  rail 
yards.  It  is  reasonable  to  assume  that  "becoming  lost"  would  at  times  actually 
require  the  trains  to  stop  for  periods  of  times  in  civilian  rail  yards  or 
residential  areas. 


matiOmm  ornci  1*0’  CM****  (rate  .*.« 

An  Affirmative  Action  Employer 
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MX  Rill  Hearings 

The  Report  of  the  Pinel  further  states  that  the  trains  would  actually  be  under 
“the  direction  of  the  civilian  rail  transportation  system. “  Later  In  the  report 
concern  Is  expressed  over  the  reaction  of  a  number  of  local  comnunltles  through 
which  the  trains  will  pass.  Dartlcularly  those  that  have  adopted  “nuclear  free 
tone"  ordinances. 

All  of  this  clearly  Indicates  that  In  times  of  International  crisis  the  Air 
Force  Intends  to  make  the  MX  missile  system  less  vulnerable  to  a  Soviet  military 
attack  by  dispersing  the  rail  based  missiles  to  areas  where  civilian  persons 
live  and  work.  This  represents  a  clear  use  of  civilians  to  render  weapons  Immune 
to  military  operations. 

Shielding  weapons  of  mass  destruction  by  transporting  them  to  civilian  areas 
Is  a  clear  violation  of  Article  28  of  the  1949  6eneva  Convention.  The  only 
purposes  that  could  be  served  by  moving  the  MX  missiles  off  a  military  base  and 
onto  the  civilian  rail  system  are  to  confuse  the  Soviets  about  the  location  of 
the  missiles  and  to  Inhibit  a  Soviet  preemptive  attack  on  the  missiles  by 
placing  them  within  civilian  areas. 

In  ooth  cases  the  Intent  Is  to  make  our  weapons  less  susceptable  to  Soviet 
attack.  Both  the  intent  and  the  effect  o'  the  rail  garrison  basing  mode  Is  a 
violation  of  the  spirit  and  letter  of  a  treaty  that  the  United  States  is  sworn 
to  uphold.  It  will  amount  to  use  of  the  civilian  population  to  protect  the  U.S. 
arsenal  from  military  operations. 

While  we  are  very  concerned  over  this  specific  proposal  to  violate  a  provision 
of  the  Geneva  Conventions,  we  are  aware  that  this  is  mearely  the  latest 
Instance  of  U.S.  willingness  to  set  aside  treaties  If  they  hamper  the  development 
of  new  weapons  systems.  In  recent  years  the  Reagan  Administration  has  publicly 
announced  its  intention  to  violate  the  terms  of  the  SALT  II  treaty  in  order 
to  deploy  the  new  Trident  II  missiles  and  to  violate  the  ABM  Treaty  in  order  to 
proceed  with  its  Strategic  Defense  Initiative. 

We  believe  that  arms  control  treaties  and  a  process  toward  Incremental 
bilateral  nuclear  disarmament  are  the  only  way  to  provide  security  In  the  nuclear 
age.  Therefore,  we  are  deeply  concerned  that  this  new  armament  proposal  not 
only  represents  a  further  escalation  of  the  arms  race,  but  also  an  attack  on 
a  treaty  to  which  the  United  States  Is  a  party  and  a  destabilization  of  the 
START  talks.  The  Rail  Garrison  is  Inconsistent  with  the  US.  negotiating 
position. 
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U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEEEEPBR  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  thla  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  oooeequeneea  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  mattera  wa  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  he  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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The  deployment  of  the  MX  missile  in  Rail  Garrison  Node  will  decrease  our 
national  security.  It  Is  Just  one  more  scheme  to  deploy  a  new  weapon  system 
that  will  result  In  additional  Soviet  weapons  deployment.  It  will  also 
further  erode  international  confidence  In  the  United  States  as  a  nation  who  Is 
willing  to  live  by  the  treaties  It  signs.  The  erosion  of  a  climate  of 
International  confidence  i«  treaty  compliance  Is  a  major  threat  to  our  national 
security.  ,k> 


Much  has  been  made  of  the  need  to  modernize  our  nuclear  weapon  systems. 

I  suggest  that  what  we  need  to  “modernize"  Is  our  genuine  pursuit  of  policies 
to  enhance  our  security  through  working  for  mutual,  verifiable  agreements  to 
halt  and  reverse  the  arms  race. 

' 1  v«_  s*>  va-«_ 

f  \  .  ‘  .  Submitted  by 

o'-  O  .  N- -v  Cl,,  s«ltB 

c>  -C  ve  Program  Comnlttee  Member,  Kansas  City  Oiflce 
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Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot  Lt  Col  Petar  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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U.a  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoae  for  boating  thla  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wa  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  sttention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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i  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baas 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Prrttdmg  Commitwmir 
LEIAND  STEWART 


COUNTY  OF  JOHNSON 

WARRENSRURG.  MISSOURI  64093 


mutuomr  JFwTtm  DttttKt 
GLEN  GOODWIN 


Commmx>nar  MWown  Charm 


The  Johnson  County  Comlsslon 
"Rail  c.ar r Ison  Peacekeeper"  n« 
as  one  of  the  deployment  base; 


uld  like  to  go  on  record  as  supporting  the 
ork  designation  of  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base 
or  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carr  Ison  system. 


Logistics  have  always  depended  upon  strategic  locations.  Whiteman  I 
Force  Base  Is  located  centrally  In  th.?  United  States  and  therefore, 
accessibility  to  points  throughout  the  country  shou id  be  considered  i 
positive  factor. 

The  citizens  of  Johnson  County  have  lived  among  Mlnuteman  Missile  Bi 
for  years  and  are  very  aware  of  the  Importance  of  a  strong  military 
Johnson  t.ountlans  have  always  supported  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base's  bi 
missions  and  have  welcomed  the  base  personnel  Into  Its  communities. 
Many  military  families  have  returned  to  live  In  Johnson  County  aftei 
discharges.  Businesses  and  local  communities  continue  to  welcome  tl 
economy  the  base  generates. 


In 


oncluslon,  Johnson  County  views  the  deployment  of  Whiteman  Alt 
In  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrison  network  as  a  very  positive  t 
the  V.S.  'Government,  lohnson  and  surrounding  counties. 

THE  JOHNSON  COUNTY  COMMISSION 


Ray  Jwrlng/  Presiding  Cowslai 

f  ■  i 

-fcC.-rri/ 


<len  Goodwin,  Western  Commissioner 

Am  2LcJ> _ 
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Statmit  pro— umd  at  tail  Garrison  Seeping  taeting,  warrenafaurg,  M3, 

August  3rd,  1988.  By:  Ben  J.  tangina,  tayor ,  City  of  Windsor,  M3  6S360. 

Ttoi  Director 

ar/irotwental  Planning 
AFICE  -  BMSAKV 
(tartan  AFB, 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92409-6448 

I^t  the  record  ah ow  that  the  City  of  Windsor  fully  supports  the  hasing  of 
the  Peacekeeper  tell  Gam  am  System  at  fchitansn  Air  Ftaroe  Base,  Mi— xiri.  Ow¬ 
elty,  along  with  many  of  the  other  cities  near  and  armmd  the  base,  have  for  many, 
nasty  years  supported  the  various  military  missions  assigned  to  the  Base.  Its 
present  responsibility  of  maintaining  and  controlling  ISO  Kinuteman  11  Missile  sites 
is  in  every  way  cmpetable  with  accepting  an  additional  missile  mission. 

There  are  other  reasons,  that  are  of  a  positive  nature,  for  basing  the  Raul 
Garrison  System  on  Whitman  Air  Force  Base.  It  is  centrally  located  and  readily 
accessible  to  the  various  nudes  of  transportation,  both  East-West  and  North-Sooth. 
This  is  especially  true  of  the  network  of  rail  systems  which  voild  provide  mil  tip  le 
opportunities  of  choice  for  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  System. 

The  feasibility  of  adding  the  aecend  rail  connector,  addressed  in  the  Draft 
ttivircnnental  Dxpact  Stat—ent  an  page  4.11-46,  would  greatly  enhance  the  exit 
opportunities  of  the  Missile  System  from  the  Base  Males.  A  further  appraisal  of 
these  opportunities  are  graphically  portrayed  on  the  National  teal  Network  an 
page  4.1-4  figure  4. 1.2-1.  (to  other  base,  being  considered  for  this  mission,  can 
nrntch  these  exit  opportunities. 

1  hrve  reviewed  the  Inpact  Charts  an  pages  9-40-41,  Figures  9-33-34  and 
found  that,  in  both  the  proposed  and  alternative  action,  with  the  exception  of  the 
land  use  and  bioloqical  resources,  the  inpacts  an  all  other  resources  vculd  not 
be  significant. 

Many  of  the  military  personnel  and  their  families  have,  since  the 
establishment  of  this  base,  elected  to  reside  in  the  City  of  Windsor  and  the 
other  oontrunities  surrounding  this  instal  laticn.  They  have  not  cnly  contributed 
a  service  to  this  nation  but  also  to  the  cities  in  which  they  live.  They  have 
been  a  definite  asset  to  our  cities. 

Ccnversely,  many  of  our  Citizens  have  been  afforded  the  opportunity  of 
enployment  at  this  installation  thereby  contributing  to  the  econonic  well  being 
of  this  area. 

The  Security  of  this  Nation  is  the  responsibility  of  every  Citizen  of  these 
tfuted  states,  not  just  the  Military.  It  is  in  this  spirit  of  ccrrcn  bond  of 


respcnsibility  that  we  heartily  support  the  basing  of  the  I 
1  Syston  cn  Mutaran  Air  Force  Base,  Missouri. 


Ben  J.  HBngina,  Mayor 
City  of  Windsor,  M3  65360 


Copy  to:  Cbl .  TTvmaa  E.  Kueming,  Jr. 

Qoimander,  351  Strategic  Missile  Wing 
Whiteman  AFB,  M3  65305-5000 
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EBERTING  CHIROPRACTIC  CENTER 


Lems  E.  Emitinc,  d.c 
Arthur  L.  Everting,  oc ,  f,u.C.*, 


2T  5.  Mate 

r.o.  B01  is 

OiMM.  Mi.  M7M 


Strategic  arms  concerning  thermo  nuclear  devices 
leads  a  controversial  yet  realistic  role  in  the  present 
day  scenario  of  world  peace.  It  would  be  ideal  if  by 
tomorrow  everybody  would  come  to  the  concision  that  our 
energy  would  be  better  spent  ir  directed  towards  other 
objectives  and  the  machines  of  war  could  be  set  aside, 
let  realistically  Our  nation  does  not  exist  in  an  eden, 
its  neighbors  are  both  friendly  and  unfriendly  and  the 
toreat  of  losing  our  way  of  life  becomes  ever  so  close 
,  i?  1  the  advancement  of  communism  in  South  America,  Europe 
■ij  Ajia.  1  am  in  support  of  the  efforts  of  our  armed 
forces  in  their  attempts  and  successes  in  maintaining 
,.r.j,..*r  balance  of  world  power  in  order  to  preserve  world 
The  rail  garrison  and  the  stealth  bomber  programs 
irj  ,ut  1  reflexion  of  our  times.  They  are  not  a  threat 
-j.  :  guarantee  to  our  security  and  a  promise  that  we 
.lull  not  fall  to  the  demise  of  those  wanting  what  we 
iiiv.1.  Neither  our  nation,  people  or  freedom  are  expendable 
entities,  we  must  stand  strong,  ready  and  convincing  to 
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TRUMAN  AREA  AUDIT  BUREAU 


P.  O.  8OX  157 
CLINTON,  MISSOURI  64735 

United  States  Air  Force 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA  92400-6448 

RE:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  <  fCBHI 

As  a  former  USAF  weather  observer  at  Whiteman  AFB  and  in  Vietnam, 
as  well  as  an  18-year  resident  and  businessman  in  Clinton, 
Missouri,  I  wholeheartedly  endorse  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
concept  and  deployment  at  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri. 

In  over  twenty  years  in  this  area,  and  actively  involved  in 
all  segments  of  community  life,  1  have  noted  only  positive 
support  by  the  citizenry  for  the  mission  of  the  351st  SMW. 
The  people  of  this  area  have  a  positive  rapport  with  both 
the  command  and  support  forces  that  we  meet  in  our  daily  lives. 

The  "Air  Base  -  Community  Council"  concept  has  fostered  a 
good  environment  and  I  am  confident  that  thn  residents  will 
continue  to  support  this  added  mission  should  Whiteman  AFB 
be  selected. 

In  preperation  for  this  letter,  I  spoke  with  Hon.  Ike  Skelton,  MC 
4th  Congressional  District,  and  a  distinguished  member  of 
the  House  Armed  Services  Committee.  ike  assured  me  that  the 
people  in  the  missle  complex  area  never  complain  about  the 
military  mission,  and  he  feels  that  a  good  relationship  will 
continue  with  the  Rail  Garrison. 

Additionally,  selection  of  Whiteman  will  have  a  strong  positive 
economic  impact,  as  will  the  B-J  Stealth  Bomber--in  fact, 
it  is  already  helping  all  the  communities  in  the  west  central 
parts  of  Missouri. 

Those  that  oppose  this  plan  and  implementation  are,  as  you 
might  assume,  from  outside  the  general  area,  and  do  so  for 
their  own  personal  reasons.  They  do  not  ref  leer  the  *»titude 
of  the  local  population. 

In  conclusion,  1  believe  that  those  of  us  who  “live  with  it" 
on  a  daily  basis  will  welcome  and  support  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  as  a  vital  and  necessary  deterrent  In  our  defense 
system,  not  only  here  in  Missouri,  but  throughout  the  United 
States  as  well. 


RJW/cjb 

cc:  Ike  Skelton 

KMp  TAA8  on  your  b 


Robert  J.  Wilkins  IX 
President 

•  Phono  (816)  185- 


2-38 


DOCUMENT  75 


COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  K>RCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaak  you  for  atteodtag  thb  haaring.  Or  purpose  for  boating  thb  hearing  ii  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  comay  nca*  we  here  determined  may  ocour  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrieon  procram  proceed,  and  afford  yoa  an  opportunity  to  brine  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  foal  b  a  thorot^h 
environmental  analyab  that  will  be  awllabie  to  public  official*  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  oo  the  program  b  made.  Please  use  thb  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  beuea  that  you  feel  hew  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environ  mental  Impact  Statement. 


Local  1098  fully 


Please  hand  thb  form  in  or  mad  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BNS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRI80N  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thb  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  boating  thb  hearing  b  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  It  a  thorough 
environmental  analyab  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  thb  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


After  reviewing  your  jjroijcam.  I  fully  support  your  Porpoaed 
Peacekeeper  .tail  Garrison  Facility  at  Wurtaauth  APB.  Michigan 
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COMMENT  MEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thb  hearing.  Our  purpoee  far  boat  lag  thb  hearing  b  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  oonooync—  we  have  determined  may  oecur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  sad  afford  you  aa  egport«lty  to  bring  to 
Our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  badveetently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  b  a  thoro^ti 
environmental  analyab  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  amd  citizen*  before  a 
final  decbWm  on  the  program  I*  mad*.  Plane*  urn  thb  sheet  to  bring  to  ow  attention 
environmental  b— as  that  you  feel  have  not  bees  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environ  mental  Impact  Statement. 


i  hand  thb  form  In  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Foret  Beat 

San  Bernardino,  California  93109 
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ACTION  REALTY  COMPANY  03 

ait  mostm  wAOume  •  eox  *ji  •  wanwomauno.  wmaoum  ernes 


ACTION  REALTY  COMPANY  would  like  to  90  on  record  as  supporting  the  "Rail 
Garrison  Peacekeeper*  network  designation  of  Whiteman  Air  force  Base  as 
one  of  the  deployatent  bases  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System. 

Logistics  have  always  depended  upon  strategic  locations.  Whiteman  Air 
force  Base  Is  located  centrally  In  the  United  States  and  therefore,  Us 
accessibility  to  points  throughout  the  country  should  be  considered  as  a 
postltve  factor. 

The  Citizens  of  Warrensburg  ahve  lived  among  Mlnuteman  Missile  Bases  for 
■any  years  and  very  aware  of  the  Importance  of  a  strong  military  defence. 
Warrensburq  has  always  supoorted  Whiteman  Air  force  8ases’s  basic  missions 
and  have  welcomed  the  base  personnel  Into  Its  coaimirltles.  Businesses  and 
local  comwjni ties  continue  to  welcome  the  added  economy  the  base  generates. 

ACTION  REALTY  COMPANY  has  approximate  20  Active  REal  Estate  Agents  and  all 
of  us  and  our  families  are  very  supportive  of  this  project. 


Elvln  Maloney,  BROKER/OWNER 


a  hand  thb  form  In  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walah 
AFRCE-BNS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Fore*  Baa* 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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Christine  Itrbcrouift 

9514  Mulbtrry  Dnv» 
Shreveport,  LA  71(15 
July  31,  1988 


at  Public  Hearing  on  Env 
ot  "Peacekeeper"  Rail  Ga 


ronaentel  lapacc  Analyei 
riaon  Prograa 


Z  want  to  aake  a  etateaent  concerning  the  Rail  Garrison  Program 
1  an  speaking  as  a  concerned  citisen,  not  as  a  technician-  Z  *' 
speaking  (row  a  human  perspective,  not  a  technological  vievpoin' 
t  strongly  oppose  the  "Peacekeeper"  Rail  Garrison  Prograa.  I  w 
to  suggest  a  serious  cons  i  de r at  ion  of  a! ternar i ves .  Instead  of 
Rail  Garrison  Prograa,  I  want  to  suggest  a  Comprehensive  Test  B 
Treaty  to  end  all  testing  of  nuclear  weapons  by  the  United  Stst< 
I  aa  suggesting  that  wt  as  a  city  and  aa  a  country  adopt  a  huaa 
solution  to  the  huaan  problems  of  world  conflict  and  tensions, 
Stead  of  a  lrchnal«»<rsl  solution.  »  sp  ■  !  — v  u*  i 

beyond  aore  sophisticated  weapons,  I  believe  national  security 
involves  solving  environmental  problems,  educating  our  citizens 
and  providing  justice  for  the  poor. 

Keep  Hope  Alive, 


C 1  ~fc-  U-  •>.  t-M 
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COMMENT  8HEET 

0.1  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAU.  0ARR190H  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarriaon  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wlu  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


d  this  form  in  or  mail  tot 


Ll  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMVDEV 

Norton  Air  Fore*  Baas 

8an  Bernardino,  California  M409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaak  you  for  attesting  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  tiring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

Wtute  la  environ  ant?  My  lltcla  dog  la  a  part  of  the  environment 
aa  aa  1  and  the  entire  world.  One  accident  la  all  It  takes 
and  accidents  do  happen.  Notice  how  our  microphone*  did  not 
work  properly  at  the  meeting* _ 

Putt  lag  aotm_bomts_on  r  a  1 !  3  i  m  j  ra  graerly  _  ch  ff  Jhe  n.er  ofj*n 
accident  and  all  It  take*  le  one. _ 


c  (tend  this  form  in  or  msil  toi 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  9H0S 
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LOCATION  Warrensbu 


DATE  August  3,  1988 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.Sm  AIR  FORCE  PKACEREEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  meeting.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  meeting  is  to  give  you 
sn  opportunity  to  assist  us  In  identifying  pertinent  Issues  for  analysis  within  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough  environmental  document  that 
will  be  made  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a  final  decision  on  basing 
and  deployment  is  made.  Piesse  use  this  sheet  to  bring  tv  our  slier. Lon  potential 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  should  be  analyzed  in  the  environmental  impact 
statement. 


Karen  A.  Prlns  Route  1.  Box  129  Columbia,  MO  65201 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  tot 


Director,  Environmental  Planning  Division 
AFRCE-BM8/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  CA  M4M 
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Why  has  the  Air  Force  restricted  it's  invest igation  of 
environmental  impact  issues  to  only  the  area  immediately 
surrounding  the  proposed  bases,  specifically  here  the 
Whiteman  Air  Force  Base?  Do  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
people  along  the  track  route  not  count?  Is  their  health  and 
safety  not  a  concern  here?  Is  that  why  there  were  no 
hearings  in  any  areas  except  at  the  proposed  sites? 

The  report  with  the  charts  and  figures  containing 
equations,  ratios  and  percentages  looks  impressive  to  some. 
But  vhere  is  the  human  element  in  all  of  this?  Your  report 
doe&  not  address  the  issue  of  human  fallibility,  human 
error,  carelessness,  momentary  thoughtlessness,  greed, 
disregard  for  the  sanctity  of  life  -  whatever  motivates  or 
influences  the  people  who  operate  the  proposed  system. 

These  are  human  values  and  intangible  but  nevertheless 
highly  relevant  to  the  issue  of  environmental  impact. 

And  the  proposed  system.  There  has  never  been  a  system 
of  any  sort  developed  and  put  into  operation  which  did  not 
experience  serious  flaws  and  mechanical  or  technical 
failures.  On  paper,  in  theory,  in  the  report  you’ve  made  it 
all  sound  fine.  That  there's  less  than  1%  chance  of  even 
one  person  dying  due  to  "mishaps" . 

This  is  absolutely  impossible.  According  to  your  map  - 
Figure  4. 1.2-1  labelled  "Potential  Routes  for  Initial 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Deployment",  MX  trains  will  be 
passing  through  or  outside  such  major  metropolitan  areas  as 
Kansas  City,  St.  LouLi,  Chicago.  Dallas,  Denver,  Memphis, 
Detroit  and  many  more.  As  traffic  increases,  so  does  the 
likelihood  of  human  error  and  an  accident.  In  your 
estimation  and  analysis,  what  number  of  people  woull 
constitute  a  reasonable  amount  as  expendable  in  an  accident 
in  order  to  implement  this  system? 
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The  draft  barely  touches  on  the  environmental  impact 
that  would  occur  should  an  MX  train  nave  an  accident  in  a 
relatively  isolated  area  -  and  then  there  is  no  mention  of 
illness,  homelessness,  misery  and  death.  Furthermore,  the 
report  fails  to  examine  the  impact  if  such  an  accident 
should  occur  i_n  or  near  a  vast  metropolitan  city  with 
millions  of  people.  The  Air  Force  seems  to  Ignore  the  fact 
that  this  system  wiM  leave  the  base.  And  when  it 
doe9.  where  does  it  go’’ 

How  far  are  we  willing  to  go  as  a  nation,  in  putting 
our  own  citizens  at  such  high  risk  in  supposedly  defending 
ourselves  against  the  Soviets?  Why  has  the  draft  not 
examined  and  prepared  a  comparative  study  of  the  more  than 
thirty  basing  modes?  Why  have  you  considered  the  100  MX 
missiles  an  alternat.ve  when  Congress  has  specifically 
mandated  50  missiles?  This  is  not  a  proper  alternative. 

And  why  have  you  not  considered  the  "No  Action" 
alternative?  Why,  when  we  have  the  Trident  submarines  which 
are  highly  mobile,  do  we  need  a  land-based  mobile  system 
which  is  daily  more  dangerous  to  us  than  to  the  Soviets? 

In  presenting  this  report  as  information  to  our  Congress, 
upon  which  they  are  supposed  to  make  an  informed  decision 
as  to  whether  the  Rail  Garrison  is  implemented  or  not.  this 
report  is  Incomplete  and  therefore  inaccurate. 

While  I  am  for  good  defense.  I  am  totally  opposed  to 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison  and  weapon  deployment  systems  which  by 
their  very  character  imply  that  areas  of  our  country  and 
segments  of  our  population  are  expendable.  The  end  does  not 
justify  the  means. 

Please  respond  to  these  questions  and  comments  in  the 
final  Environmental  Statement. 

Thank  you. 


Karen  Prins 

Route  1.  Box  129,  Columbia. 


(314)657-2967 
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MEMO  FROM: 
Ginny  Homza 


Staff  Assistant 

11.  S.  Senator  J.  Sennet  t  Johnston 


Statement  of  Sen.  Bennett  Johnston 
Public  meting  on  NX  Rail  Garrison  Proposal 
Barksdale  Air  Fores  Base 
July  26,  1988 


These  statements  were  read  at  the  public  hearing  last  night 
in  Bossier  City,  LA,  for  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base. 


I  sand  ay  grsstlngi  to  those  of  you  attending  the  public 
masting  on  the  proposal  for  an  NX  Rail  Garriaon  at  Barksdale  Air 
Force  Baas.  Regretfully,  the  business  of  the  Senate  prevents  as 
from  being  here  with  you  to  listen  to  your  important  concerns. 

I  fsal  strongly  that  the  NX  Rail  Garrison  proposal  will  be  a 
net  benefit  for  the  state  of  Louisiana.  It  la  a  significant 
project  for  Barksdale  and  for  Shreveport-Boseier  City  Chat  will 
provide  much  needed  Jobs  f?r  our  area.  The  project  will  alao 
bring  untold  ailllona  of  dollars  into  northwest  Louisiana  each 
year. 

While  this  proposal  is  important  for  Louisiana,  I  agree  that 
we  in  Congress  must  encourage  the  O.S.  Air  Force  to  alleviate  the 
effect  on  the  local  environment.  The  Environmental  lapact 
Statement  prepared  by  the  Air  For:#  for  Barksdale  states  that 
"the  design  of  the  garrison  and  SLignaant  of  the  rail  spur  would 
minimise  the  total  wetland  disturoance  at  this  location  within 
program  engineering  and  safety  requirements" .  Little  adverse 
impact  la  foreseen  for  threatened  and  endangered  apacles  such  as 
the  American  alligator  and  the  rad-cockaded  woodpecker.  I  fully 
expect  the  Air  Force  to  taka  th*  proper  mitigation  measures  to 
insure  that  the  lapact  on  the  environment  le  minimal. 

I  hope  that  thle  public  meeting  la  successful  in  allaying 
environmental  concerns.  The  NX  Rail  Garrison  le  a  strategically 
sound  and  senaibla  project  that  t  hope  you  will  Join  me  in 
strongly  supporting. 

Thank  you  all  for  coaing  to  thie  meeting. 
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July  26,  1988 


Statement  of  U.S.  Sen.  John 
Mr  Force  Base  MX  Rail 


Breaux  concerning  the  Barksdale 
Garrison 


Hearing  Statement  t>\ 

Mary  Sinclair 
5?ll  Summerset  Or 
Midland.  Michigan  48t>40 

Wurtsmill)  Air  Force  tissr 
MX  Rail  Garrison  Protect 
July  28.  im 

My  name  it  Mary  Sinclair  and  1  am  a  resident  at  Midland.  Michigan  J  have  a 
Matters  Degree  in  Environmental  Communications  irom  the  University  at  Michigan 
and  I  have  taught  at  the  University  My  professional  experience  also  include* 
technical  vriung  for  the  Dow  Chemical  Co  and  Dow  Corning,  and  scientific  writing  and 
editing  on  national  chemical  publications 


I  regret  that  X  am  unable  to  attend  the  meeting  this 
evening  due  to  a  heavy  legislative  schedule  in  Washington 
at  this  time . 

I  am  aware  some  concern  has  been  expressed  about  the 
loss  of  habitat,  specifically  alligators  and  red-headed 
woodpeckers,  if  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  is  constructed  or  the 
refuge  at  Barksdale. 

As  you  know,  X  have  a  longstanding  commitment  concern¬ 
ing  the  conservation  of  endangered  species  and  will  work 
with  the  D.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service  and  other  interested 
parties  to  ensure  that  this  program  proceeds  without 
endangering  the  continued  existence  of  wildlife. 

I  look  forward  to  continuing  our  collective  efforts  on 
this  proposal  and  if  X  can  be  cf  any  further  assistance, 
please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me 


1 

2 


As  a  amen  of  Michigan  and  one  who  considers  Northern  Michigan  as  an 
unsurpassed  recreational  area  in  the  muon.  1  am  deeply  .unearned  about  the  plan  to 
place  an  MX  Rail  Garnsoo  system  based  at  Wurumith  Air  Force  F  ise  t  this  State 
The  rail  tenades  of  this  system  will  reach  out  and  disrupt  prime  tourist  and 
recreational  areas  throughout  the  Eastern  pari  of  Michigan  s  outstanding  tourm  area; 
It  will  destroy  the  greatest  value  that  this  region  has  by  imposing  a  grotesque 
monument  to  the  military  culture  that  is  increasingly  encroaching  on  all  aspects  of 
civilian  life  in  this  country,  it  raises  the  question  whether  we  are  indeed  being 
defended  by  this  bizarre  infrastructure  or  whether  we.  and  our  whole  life  support 
system  of  air.  earth  and  water,  are  being  held  hostage  by  this  one  aspect  of  our 
national  life, -the  military 


31  Of  all  resources  that  will  be  threatened  by  this  protect,  the  impacts  on  the  water 
A  |  supplies  of  this  area.  - its  lakes  and  streams,  the  wetlands  and  all  of  the  fish  and 
wildlife  that  are  dependent  on  them  is  of  paramount  concern  These  resources  are 
essential  to  the  health  and  well-being  of  the  people  who  five  here  as  well  as  tu  Use 
many  thousands  of  atizens  who  come  to  visit  this  area  to  be  restored  and  renewed  bv 
this  extraordinary  natural  bounty. 


The  history  of  water  management  and  tone  waste  management  at  Vurisanh  is  not 
one  that  can  give  the  people  of  Michigan  any  confidence  in  what  will  happen  in  the 
future  Yet  the  draft  environmental  impact  statement  states  that  the  impact  on  water 
resources  of  this  MX  Rail  project  will  be  greatest  at  Vurtsmuh  Air  Force  Base  'Drati 
E1S  2.8 )  These  impacts  are  expected  to  be  significant  because  water  oeed>  would  be 
drawn  from  wells  vulnerable  to  groundwater  contamination  from  adjacent  areas  of  the 
local  aquifer 


In  the  past  there  has  been  serious  ground  water  contamination  as  a  result  of 
activities  at  l he  Base  principally  from  inchkxethykne.  dtchtororihvlene  and  benaene 
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These  contaminants  leaked  from  underground  storage  tanks  and  have  required 
extensive  dean- up  operations  In  1987.  the  Michigan  Dept  of  Natural  Resources 
ranked  Wurtsmith  as  fifth  out  of  the  1.532  toxic  waste  sites  in  the  state  This  is  a 
ranking  according  to  the  threat  to  the  environment  and  human  health 

The  principal  aquifer  in  the  Wurtsmith  area  is  a  sand  and  gravel  umi  that  extends 
from  land  surface  to  a  depth  that  averages  65  ft .  according  to  me  \>  $  Geological 
Survey  (Report  86-4188)  This  aquifer  is  mostly  under  water  table  conditions  The 
depth  to  water  ranges  from  about  25  ft  lo  less  than  10  ft.  Most  ground  water  flow  is 
eastward  toward  Van  Etten  Lake  and  Van  Etten  Creek,  a  small  par:  flows  southward  to 
the  Ausable  River  However,  according  to  the  l1  S  Geological  Survey,  ihc  natural 
direction  of  flow  is  significantly  altered  as  waier  moves  toward  pumped  wells 

Basing  ihe  missile  system  at  Wurtsmith  would  result  m  a  12  percent  increase  in 
the  use  of  ground  water  This  significant  new  demand  lor  water  is  me  reason  lor  me 
great  concern  that  this  increased  pumping  will  pull  contaminated  ground  water  into 
unconiiminated  wells  U  S.  Geological  Survey  has  pointed  out  that  there  are  onlv 
limited  potable  water  supplies  at  the  Base  (Ibid .  p  21  The  Draft  E1S  states  that  the 
very  shallow  aquifer  of  this  area  must  supply  not  only  the  Base  but  the  townships  of 
Oscoda  and  AuSable  The  aquifer  is  highly  vulnerable  to  contamination  from  surface 
chemical  spills  and  leaking  storage  tank?  Moderate  to  high  levels  oi  tnchkxoethviene 
dichtoroethvlene  and  benzene  underlie  several  areas  of  the  Base  In  addition 
substantia!  increases  in  phosphorous  and  ammonia  concentrations  have  been 
measured  in  the  groundwater  underlying  the  infiltration  ponds  near  me  AuSabk 
River  through  which  wastewater  effluents  are  discharged  from  the  Base  <E!S.  4.12  34) 

The  supply  wells  are  already  vulnerable  to  contamination  from  adjacent  locations 
within  the  aquifer  and  expensive  groundwater  protection  measures  must  currently  be 
maintained  to  assure  adequate  quality  According  to  the  E1S  the  demands  of  the 
proposed  program  would  further  aggravate  this  situation  I  hereiore  the  impan 
would  be  significant  Water  from  Lake  Huron  is  being  considered  as  an  alternative 
new  source,  but  according  to  the  E1S.  such  a  new  regional  supplv  might  cause 
substantial  water  resource  impacts,  and  needs  a  good  deal  of  study  to  determine  its 
feasibility  (4.12-37) 

All  of  these  facts  point  to  the  conclusion  (hat  basing  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  at 
Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base  m  Northeastern  Michigan  would  be  unwise  not  onlv  irom 
the  point  of  view  of  safe  operation  of  the  svsiem  but  also  with  respect  to  the  he* lift 
and  safety  of  the  atizens  of  the  region,  and  the  well  being  of  many  thousands  « 
people  thruout  the  country  who  need  the  natural  benefits  that  this  area  has  to  offer 


Fatty  furve* 

3401  Monterey  Driva 
Colusbis,  Ml ••our 1  45203 

314  442-7055 

TEST!  MO  XT  FOB  DEIS  BEARING  OM  MX  Mil  CAMISOH  FFOPOSAL 
Good  evening,  gentltnen,  and  welcoaM  to  Missouri.  I  respectfully  hope 
your  atay  In  our  proud  atata  ha#  baan  anjoyabla  and  your  contact  with 
Mlasourlana  plaaaant,  In  aplta  of  tha  fact  that  nany  of  ua  hopa  you  navar 
hava  tha  occaaalon  to  return  hara  on  bualnaaa  again. 

My  concama  arialng  from  tha  otharvlaa  carafully  praparad  DEIS,  aten  fro* 
tha  nany  aastmptiona  and  infarancaa  In  aaction  5,  Safety  Conaldaratloiu . 

Aa  no  one  can  foraaaa  all  tha  poaaibla  variable*  in  each  of  tha  following 
caaat,  I  would  Ilka  to  ilat  tha  more  obvioua  atatasptlone . 

On  air  transport i  The  probability  of  a  alahap  during  air  transport  of 
tha  reentry  ayataaa  ia  axtreaely  mil." 

On  tomadoeai  "...  a  aovlng  train  could  be  derailed  by  track  daaaged 
by  a  tornado  or  could  be  derailed  by  tha  force  of  a  tornado.  The  probab¬ 
ility  of  auch  a  alahap  la  vary  aaall  and  none  would  be  aavete  enough  to 
cauaa  a  ralaaaa  of  any  batardoua  material." 

On  flooding!  "Flooda  aay  aoften  roadbeda  causing  track  disruption  and 
derailaanta.  Tha  forces  in  these  derailments  would  not  be  aufftcient  to 
cauaa  any  serious  lapacts." 

On  earthquakes i  Earthquakes  from  intensity  of  6.1  and  higher  could 
cauaa  derailment  of  trains,  destroy  buildings  and  derail  trains. 

"However,  it  would  not  result  In  the  damage  to  the  Peacekeeper  aleella 
which  could  cause  a  hazardous  material  release." 

I’m  aura  tha  people  living  in  tha  area  of  tha  Chernobyl  nuclear  power  plant 
astiaed  the  safety  systems  there  precluded  all  risk  to  bodily  injury  and 
destruction  of  their  environment  and  war*  reassured  of  that  by  branches 
of  their  government. 

The  disturbing  infarancaa  on  which  invalid  conclusion*  war*  drawn  were 
ona,  that  because  the  Air  Force  Special  Cargo  Squadron* has  not  experienced 
a  mishap  transporting  nuclear  materials  in  25  years,  which  created  damage 
to  the  reentry  system,  that  it  navar  will  happen.  The  second  inference 
la  that  because  tha  Atomic  Energy  CoMlaalon  and  Department  of  Energy  have 
transported  nuclear  weapons  by  rail  for  over  2*  years  without  any  nishape 
reportable  under  FRA  standards  that,  one*  again,  an  accident  never  will  happen. 
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Qntil  July  3  19M,  the  Mishap  r«cord  of  the  sophisticated  radar  technology 
•f  tut  type  aboard  t^«  Vincennes  battleship  would  have  allowed  tnferancea 
to  be  drawn  that  the  dastructioa  of  290  civilian  livas  would  never  h ava 

happened. 

Aa  I  statad  In  my  previous  teatlnooy,  a  plana  crash  did  occur  In  Thule, 
Craantand  In  January,  lWd.  Tha  S-52  boatber  carried  four  nuclear  weapons , 
all  war*  da* troy ad  by  fire,  had lose tire  contaainatlon  occurred  ovar 
237,000  cubic  feat.  Let's  consider  what  would  happen  If  one  of  the  dangers 
Mentioned  above,  and  diaaiaaed  by  assumption  and  Inference  in  the  DEIS, 
should  occur  as  happened  In  Thule,  Greenland-  It's  no  longer  a  crash 
site  of  uninhabited  sea  Ice.  It  la  now  our  countryaidat  It  la  tha  very 
air  we  breath  poisoned ,  and  there  la  no  escaping  It.  It  Is  turning  to 
the  children  we  gave  life  to  and  watch  then  increase  their  risk  of  s 
hofible  death  with  every  breath  they  take.  Tour  tablea  for  calculating 
risk  to  the  general  population  caused  by  the  MX  kail  Garrison  plan  are 
very  is^re salve  but  not  the  least  bit  comforting.  It  takes  s  Mightier 
power  than  the  Air  Force  to  control  for  the  margin  of  error  created 
by  aasusptloo  and  inference.  The  military  Mentality  that  conputea  for 
levels  of  acceptable  losses  of  human  lives  does  not  apply  to  the  civilian 
population.  It  only  takes  one  time  and  the  results  would  be  catastrophic. 

Flense  go  beck  to  your  rooms  tonight  and  consider  how  very  important  it 
is  to  reco— and  the  ho  Action  Alternative,  In  the  final  EIS.  It  is  your 
responsibility  as  defenders  of  American  lives. 
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OUR  VIEWS  0**  these  issues  me  tempered  because  we  are  KEENLY  aware  THAT  THE 
MILITARY  ALSO  SHARES  THESE  CONCERNS.  LIVING  AS  WE  TO  IN  THE  PROXIMITY  OF  A 
MISSILE  BASE,  WC  UNDERSTAND,  ACCEPT,  AND  APPRECIATE  THAT  THE  MILITARY  MISSION 
IS  QME  OF  PEACE.  IT  IS  SIGNIFICANT  TO  NOTE  THAT  THE  PEOPLE  MOST  DIRECTLY 
AFFECTED  BY  THE  DEPLOYMENT  OF  THE  RAIL  GARRISON  AT  WHITEMAN  ARE  AFFIRMATIVE  IN 
THEIR  SUPPORT. 

THANK  YOU  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  EXPRESS  THESE  SENTIMENTS  WHICH  REPRESENT  THE 
OPINION  OF  MANY  OF  THE  PEOPLE  GATHERED  AT  THIS  HEARING  TONIGHT. 

%ETu}u~-a-^a-~ 


I  AM  DELORES  MUOSON,  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  WHITEMAN  AREA  STEERING  COUNCIL ,  WHICH  IS 
TWf  CIVILIAN  GROUP  ORGANIZED  TO  DEVELOP  APPROPRIATE  PLANS  TO  DEAL  WITH  THE 
IMPACT  OF  THE  STEALTH  BOMBER. 

AS  EVERYONE  IN  THIS  ROOM  KNOWS.  WHITEMAN  AIR  FORCE  HAS  BEEN  DESIGNATED  AS  THE 
FIRST  SITE  FOR  THE  DEPLOYMENT  Of  THE  STEALTH  BOMBER.  ACCORDING  TO  THE  DEPART¬ 
MENT  OF  DEFENSE.  THE  CENTRAL  LOCATION,  THE  EXISTING  fUNWAYS.  ANO  THE  AVAILABLE 
AIRSPACE  WERE  ALL  IMPORTANT  CONSIDERATIONS  WHEN  SELECTING  WHITEMAN.  THE  MOST 
IMPORTANT  FACTOR,  HOWEVER.  WAS  THE  ATTITUDE  OF  THE  PEOPLE  IN  THE  SURROUNDING 
COMMUNITIES  AND  THEIR  RELATIONSHIP  TO  THE  BASE. 

I  MENTION  THIS  TONIGHT  BECAUSE  THAT  SAME  POSITIVE  ATTITUDE  ANO  RELATIONSHIP 
EXISTS  IN  REGARD  TO  THE  RAIL  GARRISON.  THE  PUBLIC  HEARING  TONIGHT  IS  NOT  TO 
DISCUSS  WHETHER  THE  RAIL  GARRISON  SHOULD  BE  DEPLOYED.  THAT  DECISION  HAS  BEEN 
MADE.  RATHER  WE  ARE  HERE  TO  DISCUSS  THE  MERITS  OF  SELECTING  WHITEMAN  AIR  FORCE 
BASE  AS  THE  LOCATION  SITE.  MISSOURI  IS  IN  THE  CENTER  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES, 

THE  MAINLINE  OF  THE  UNION  °AriFIC  RAILROAD  IS  AOJACENT  TO  THE  BASE.  AND  LAND 
IS  AVAILABLE  FOR  NECESSARY  FACILITY  CONSTRUCTION.  THESE  CONSIDERATIONS  HAY  BE 
EQUAL  at  OTHER  SITES,  BUT  THE  MOST  IMPORTANT  INGREDIENT,  THAT  OF  PUBLIC  SUPPORT, 
IS.  WE  BELIEVE,  UNEOUALLED  AT  OTHER  POTENTIAL  SITES. 

THE  WHITEMAN  AREA  STEERING  COUNCIL.  REPRESENTING  THE  COmjNITIES  IN  THE 
SURROUNOING  5-COUNTY  AREA,  HAS  VOTED  UNANIMOUSLY  TO  ENDORSE  THE  DEPLOYMENT  OF 
THE  RAIL  GARRISON  AT  WHITEMAN  AIR  FORCE  BASE.  THE  PLANNING  WHICH  IS  IN  PROCESS 
TO  DEAL  WITH  THE  STEALTH  COULD  EASILY  ENCOMPASS  THE  RAIL  GARRISON. 

WE  RECOGNIZE  AND  RESPECT  THOSE  PERSONS  WHO  EXPRESS  CONCERN  ABOUT  THE  PUBLIC 
SAFETY,  THE  CONDITION  GF  THE  RAIL  TRACKS.  THE  UNCERTAINTY  OF  TRAINS  TRAVELING 
THROUGH  POPULATED  AREAS,  AND  THE  VERY  EXISTENCE  OF  NUCLEAR  WEAPONS.  HOWEVER. 
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There  are  four  egjor  enviroeental  concern*  that  need  co  be 
addressed.  The  first  eginly  effects  the  tlythevllle  area  and  ha* 
already  been  addressed  by  tbe  DtlS  -  the  potential  impact  fro*  the 
earthquakes  related  to  tne  lev  Madrid  fault  systea.  TAU  could 
conceivably  effect  tbe  Little  loci  All  area  as  veil,  although  the 
Little  lock  area  is  nor*  threatened  by  tornados-  It  is  our  feeling 
that  the  eartbquke  threat  alone  should  eliminate  the  Biychevine 
area  and  render  the  Little  Rock  area  questionable.  The  frequency 
of  tornados  in  the  Little  lock  area  vhich  could  aake  tracks 
lepassable  and  train  vrecka  more  likely  vould  ve  feel  aafca  chat 
area  an  unlikely  choice.  The  DCtS  falls  to  consider  tbe  eitent  of 
the  impact  its  placement  vould  have  on  the  already  environuentally 
stressed  LlAFB.  The  reverse  of  this,  vhether  Che  environmental 
stresses  are  so  great  as  to  aake  the  placing  of  the  MX  at  the  LlAFB 
unfeasible,  also  has  to  be  considered.  USGS  has  located  is  areas 
on  the  bese  that  are  or  have  m  the  past  been  contaminated  and  a 
UP  for  these  areas  has  been  submitted  to  tbe  USAP.  AT  least  nine 
Of  these  sues  vould  be  directly  in  the  path  of  the  construction 
described  in  the  OILS.  Since  It  viii  be  impossible  to  build  on  top 
of  these  sites  until  restoration  has  been  completed,  the  delays 
involved  should  eliminate  the  LlAFB  as  a  potential  site,  in 
addition  to  the  usual  contamination  related  to  military  activities, 
the  base  v«s  at  one  time  the  site  of  agent  orange  production  vbich 
continued  on  its  borders  by  the  Vertac  plant  until  just  recently. 
Both  ground  and  surface  vaters  and  aoilg  vere  heavily  contaminated 
vith  diosln  and  a  vhole  range  of  related  phenols  and  bentenes.  The 
stresas  running  through  the  plant  and  the  base  floe  into  the  Bayou 
Meto  vhich  has  been  impacted  heavily  by  their  activities  and  the 
discharges  from  vatevater  treatment  plants  of  the  base  comaunity 
and  neighboring  coaaunity.  a  fishing  ban  has  been  in  existence  for 
the  last  fifteen  yesrs  and  cleaning  efforts  are  planned  at  the 
plant.  Thure  la  no  easy  solution  to  the  problem  of  restoring  such 
sites.  As  the  USGS  IBP  shovs ,  It  vui  be  tvo  yesrs  before  a  plan 
is  ready  for  the  base.  Actual  cleanup  vtn  take  up  to  thirty 
yeera.  The  area  surrounding  the  base  has  been  the  site  for  some 
eighteen  Titan  missiles.  The  nearby  Damascus  sltm  experienced  one 
explosion  caused  by  a  dropped  vrench  that  nearly  blev  up  a 
substantial  part  of  the  state  and  caused  environmental  damage  that 
hat  never  been  fully  assessed  -  not  to  mention  deaths  and  injur  las 
to  military  personell.  Over  the  years  there  have  been  nueerous 
amor  spills  on  these  sites,  meiniy  of  fuels,  that  have  caused 
coaplsints  from  nearby  citlaens.  The  record  of  the  military  is  so 
bad  that  on*  could  conclude  thet  the  defense  of  the  nation  should 
be  contracted  to  some  private  firm  that  has  a  good  environmental 
record  and  does  not  depend  upon  young  careless  man  as  the  main 
eoaoponant  of  their  labor  f**ce.  m  addition  to  those  directly 
related  Military  stresses  to  the  environment,  tbe  area  is  one  of 
tha  fastast  grovtng  araaa  in  tha  atata.  Population  grovth  baa 
outstripped  the  areas  vster  supply  and  tome  communttias,  including 
Jactsonvilia  bava  had  to  go  to  outsida  vatar  supplies  in  Little 
lock  and  in  Lonoka  County.  One  possible  cause  of  the  high  accident 
rata  in  Arkansas  both  aaong  tha  military  and  ratlvay  sorters  is  the 
ready  availability  of  drugs  in  the  state.  Arkanaaa  is  one  of  the 
primary  mar ljuanna-groving  statas  in  tha  nation  -  right  behind 
California .  it  ia  also  one  of  the  malm  drug  routes  into  the 
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country,  kotb  th*  bllltary  tbd  railway  vorkara  la  Arkaaaaa  bav* 
baan  notorioua  for  their  high  drug  ui«  rat**.  Otbar  ayataaa 
including  vatavatar  traataant,  transport,  and  police  protection 
b«v*  all  D**n  stressed  dua  to  tb*  influx  of  population.  Major 
accidanta  involving  trucks  and  trains  bava  baan  a  fact  of  Ufa  in 
this  ara*  -  soaa  of  than  involving  toxic  aatariais  and  causing 
substantial  daaagas  into  tha  alllions  of  dollars  to  naarby 
rasidants.  At  laast  on*  acctdant  in  th*  last  fav  yaars  involved  a 
truck  carrying  highly  toxic  ailltary-ralatad  fuals.  Tha  stata  as  a 
•ho l a  nas  had  an  accident  rata  on  railroads  that  far  exceeds  th* 
national  avaraga  -close  to  forty  asjor  accidents  par  year  in  the 
last  fav  yaars.  Th*  point  of  an  this  is  that  th*  area  should  not 
ba  subjected  to  any  unnecessary  anv lronaantal  stresses,  since  the 
MX  is  unnecessary  and  is  a  destabilising  contributor  to  th* 
possibility  of  nuclear  var.  ve  (eel  it  should  not  be  placed  any 
there,  aosc  certainly  not  In  Arkansas  -  ve  Arkansans  have  dons 
enough  and  have  suffered  enough  froa  tha  presence  of  the  allltary 
and  tneir  instruments  of  destruction. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  MR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  th* 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  wring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Stata 

Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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LOCATION  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  MR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RML  GARRISON  PROGRAM  * 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  meeting.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  meeting  is  to  give  you 
an  opportunity  to  assist  us  in  identifying  pertinent  Issues  for  analysis  within  the 
environmental  Impact  statement.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough  environmental  document  that 
will  be  made  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  •  final  decision  on  basing 
and  deployment  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention  potential 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  should  be  analyzed  in  the  environmental  impact 
statement. 


NOTE i  THIS  IS  ONLY  THE  FIRST  PART  CF  MY  STATEMENT  AT  THE  I 
HEARING 
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_  _.. .  _  _  __  _ _  Jampaign  to  Stop  the  MX,  And  I  am 

v*rv  opposed  to  the  MX.  The  appropriate  time  for  response  by  tSe 


PEIS  hearing. 


freight  trains,  one  of  which  contained  toxic  materials.  With  an 
aging  railroad  system  and  the  documented  use  of  drugs  by  train 

i  could  oeew  with  a  train - 


carrying  these  nuclear  bombs. 


the  MX-bcaring  trains  will  operate.  (Each  MX  missile  weighs _ 

190,000  pounds  and  is  ?1  /eel  long.!  These  trains  wouia  be  sua“-— 

a  head-on  collision  at  the  time  thit  the  missile  is  ready  to  be 
{ i redT* 

The  environmental  analysis  for  such  a  catastrophic  accident  should 
Include” l^e  possible  number  or  citizens  who  wouic  oe  adversely 


disaster  (that  is,  describe  the  type  of  destruction  possible  at 
Tflfferarit  distances  from  tne  disaster  site). 
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ctnter  of  Little  Rock. 


fterry  flatty  612  Hall  Dr. 


Street  Addr«M 
Pleaaa  hand  this  fnrm  In  nr  mall  toi 


Little  Rock 
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City 

Director,  Fnvironmr:'l»•  fMvWor. 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino.  CA  91409 
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12179  y . Ba y  Shore-Odr. 
Traverse  City.  Hi.  49684 
5  Aug . '88 


Director  Envtronnental  Planning 

AFRCE-BMS/OEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernaroino.  CA  92409-6448 

Oear  Director.  Lt.  Peter  Walsh: 


Draft  Environmental  IHpact  Statement 
Hearing  #2  Oscoda.  HI.  re;  MX-’Peece- 
keeper 1  Mi ssl e '  Bail  Garrison  Hearing. 


«l 


Having  attended  the  opening  hearing  on  above  for  Wur$*uth  af  Base  and  received 
copy  of  the  June  1988  Draft  Enyi ronmenta I Ipace  Statement,  we  are  stating  our 
individual  position  on  same.  We  are  marking  the  43rd  aniversary  time  of 
dropping  the  first  atomic  250  mg.  bombs  August  6  and  9  at  Hiroshima  and 
Nagasaki  on  their  civilian  pooulation,  in  effect  ending  w.w.ll  with  Japan. 

(1)  The  environmental  impact  will  be  deterimental to  wetlands  in  the  Au 
Sable  river  watershed  and  Van  Etten  lake  areas.  A  member  of  the  Gordie 
Fraser  &  Associates  (Traverse  City, HI.)  survey  crew  in  preliminary  work 
so  stated  his  conclusions  on  same^fter  working  on  the  proposedsi te . 

I  (2)  The  MX  garrison  proposal  is  unfeasible  and  rather  than  being-PEace 
|  keeper"  is  a  first  st4rike  weapon  in  the  view.  1  believe. of  Center  of  Oe- 
Fense  Information  that  researches  such  matters. 

(3)  Our  rail  system  in  its  entirety  would  be  at  risk  m  case  of  an  actual 
attack  which  would  endanger  all  shipping  of  necessary  goods. 

(4)  we  nave  US  Air  Force  air  photos  taken  of  effects  immediately  after  the 
679  Au9.'45  attacks  from  the  B-52  Etck  Mae  borings.  We  are  aware  of  the 
Joint  USA/Japan  Atomic  Effects  Study  Center,  Hiroshima,  and  visited  both 
Peace  Par*  Museiums  and  me  bomb  epicenters.  . 

In  view  of  thse  and  other  reasons  for  non-expansion  of  so-called  "defense”  and 
"deterrant"  atomic  weapons,  we  ask  that  this  effort  to  expand  the  faulted 
MX-Missle  system  be  discontinued  as  an  unwarranted  expense  for  national 
security . 


Submitted  wi  th(^Con.cef  n  by, 

i-..  <?  r  i>  . 

Eimw  K .  (Mrs  .  A . 


Vernon)  Williams 


cc:  Sens.  Oon  ftiegle  (B.-Mi.  Carl  Levin  (D.-Mi) 
Rep.  Guy  VanderJagt  (R-Hi.9th  Dist.) 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  0ARRI80N  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  me  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wlU  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  s 
final  decision  on  the  program  (s  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Norton  Air  Force  Base 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRI80N  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  G«*r»wor.  program  DO'cred*.  si.J  ifford  you  sn  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorougn 
environmental  Analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U-B.  Alt  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  iUw*m  tMa  hearing .  Our  piwpoee  for  hoattag  this  hearing  b  to 
aummarisa  for  you  tbs  anvlraomactal  bows  qua  non  wo  hsvo  determined  may  occur  if  tho 
Pena ah* spar  Roil  Garrison  program  proceed^  sad  afford  you  on  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  sttMtkM  asttors  as  aay  hsvo  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  pool  is  a  thorough 
onvtroomonud  analysts  that  will  bo  available  to  public  official*  and  elttsons  before  a 
final  decision  on  tbs  pragma  Is  aado.  Plssso  uno  this  shoot  to  bring  to  our  attention 
oavtronaonUl  tames  that  you  foal  hsvo  not  boon  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


d  thta  fora  In  or  mall  toi 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

8an  Bernsrdlno,  Csllfornis  91409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thanh  you  for  attending  this  waring.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  (a  to 
suaaarite  for  you  tw  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  aay  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  (his  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 


7^ 


~/ 


e  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  99409 
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COMMUTT  SHUT 

UX  Alt  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GA ARMOR  PROGRAM 

Tb— k  you  for  attamdtag  tMa  hearing.  Our  purpo—  for  host lag  this  hearing  la  to 
auamari—  for  you  tba  eavtroeawatal  aon— qasnrse  we  boro  dateraio* d  up  occur  If  the 
P— ofc—pt  Rail  Garrison  pragma  procooM.  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  brine  to 
our  attention  Matter*  wo  nay  have  I—  dr —fatly  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
wrtwawtal  — alyala  tint  will  bo  arailatoie  to  public  officials  sad  cl t liana  boforo  a 
final  doe  Woo  on  tin  prograa  la  mads.  Plan—  u—  this  atnot  to  brtn(  to  our  attention 
aUTtroo n ratal  I— mm  tint  you  faol  bar*  aot  boon  adequately  analysed  In  tin  Draft 
Bavfcona— tal  Inpoct  Btatonont. 
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Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 
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Norton  Air  Force  Bees 

San  Bernardino,  California  93469 


Grand  Forks  County  ^ 


Board  of  Commissioners 
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PEACEKEEPER  HAIL  .1ARRIS0N  RESOLUTION 
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WHEREAS,  re  all  hope  and  pray  for  vorld  peace,  but  must 

remember  that  the  Jolted  States  is  regarded  as  an 
adversary  by  many  nations  and  they  vould  welcome 
thi  opportunity  to  render  us  helpless  against 
their  forces,  and 

WHEREAS,  we  oust  all  be  against  nuclear  arminla  la  tlon  out  at 
this  point  In  history,  ue  aust  continue  to  illo* 
our  leaders  to  negotiate  fro*  a  position  of 
strength  instead  of  conciliation,  and 

WHEREAS,  Peacekeeper  Rail  Jarrlson  defense  System  has  been 
chosen  by  Congress  and  the  President  for  ennancing 
the  nations  defensive  ays  tens,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrlaoo  Protect  reureaents 

the  most  practical,  cost  affordable  systea  utiliz¬ 
ing  existing  ICMH  missiles  and  the  J.S.  Railroad 
System,  and 

WHEREAS,  only  in  times  of  national  emergency  vould  the 

trains  equipped  vltn  tne  operational  peacekeeper 
missiles  be  directed  to  leave  the  Garrisons  and 
deploy  el  thin  the  rail  system,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Srand  Porks  Air  Porce  Rase  plays  an  Integral 
part  In  tne  nations  defense  stra  teglcally  located 
In  the  nortnern  tier  states,  and 

WHEREAS,  Irani  Porks  Air  Porca  Sase  has  tne  land  and  tne 
people  to  deploy  this  system,  and  is  Ideally 
located  on  major  rail  lines  elth  many  additional 
miles  of  track  located  vlthin  hours,  and 

MOW,  THEREFORE.  BE  IT  RESOLVED,  that  the  Irand  Porks  County 

Commission  goes  on  record  In  support  of  Irani  Porks  Air 

Porce  3ase  being  chosen  as  a  leployment  site  for  tne  pro¬ 
posed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Jarrlson  System. 


^.ZZZr-Tl- 

J44es  A.  Earl,  Chairman 
Brand  Porks  County  Commission 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  at lending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  hove  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rati  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  It  a  thorough 
environmentrl  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Porce  Base 

San  Bernardino.  California  91409 
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A*»OCl«t*d  Ccjntractort  n»k.  m»n 


*n  m  mat  hni  tw«  i 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 


The  Associated  General  Contractors  of  North  Dakota,  wishes  to  go  on  record 
(n  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Projecc  being  proposed  to  be  built  at  the  Grand 
Forks  Air  Base. 

The  AGC  of  North  Dakota  Is  a  Construction  Trade  Association  representing 
JO*  general  contractors  and  3S0  allied  firms  In  North  Dakota.  Collectively  these 
companies  are  capable  and  qualified  to  provide  all  construction  services  required 
of  such  a  project. 

While  this  project  represents  a  sound  Investment  In  the  defense  system  nf 
of  the  Nation,  It  would  at  the  same  time  create  a  minimum  of  3,000  jobs  In  North 
Dakota  during  the  construction  phases  of  the  Installation.  The  business  activity 
generated  and  tax  benefits  to  the  State  as  a  result  of  this  project  would  be  $195 
million  and  $3.85  million  respectively.  These  figures  are  based  on  an  independent 
study  of  the  economic  Impact  generated  by  North  Dakota's  Construction  Industry. 

Again,  we  urge  the  completion  of  this  project  at  Grand  Forks. 


Sincerely, 


J. 


URT1S  L.  PETERSON 
Executive  Vice  President 
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NORTH  DAKOTA  STATE  BUILDING  AND 
CONSTRUCTION  TRADES  COUNCIL 

SISMAIiVk  MUtm  (lAfcOTA  UVi 

August  8.  1988 


TESTIMONY  FROM  DAVID  A.  FONSTON .  PRESIDENT  A  EXECUTIVE  DIRECTOR 
OF  THE  N.D  STATE  BUILDING  A  CONSTRUCTION  TRADES  COUNCIL 

TO  The  Department  of  the  Airforce  on  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
Prof ran  Environmental  Impact  Hearing 

1  am  David  A  Funston.  President  and  Executive  Director  of  the  North 
Dakota  Building  A  Trades  Council.  I  represent  the  Construction  Unions  of 
North  Dakota . 

He  are  here  to  give  this  project  our  full  support  Members  of  the 
Building  Trades  have  been  a  part  of  every  major  defense  project  in  North 
Dakota.  He  are  proud  to  have  been  Included  and  proud  of  our  record  of 
getting  the  work  done  on  time  and/or  a  head  of  schedule.  This  has  been 
our  record  in  the  past  and  will  be  aa  long  as  we  sre  involved  in  any 
project . 

We  have  members  who  have  helped  build  the  Dew  Line  in  Greenland  and  built 
projects  on  the  South  Pole,  and  we  still  have  to  this  day,  members  going 
to  those  faraway  places  from  time  to  time  to  perform  msintenaoce  and 
construction  Me  can  and  will  supply  workers  for  any  construction 
project  in  North  Dakota,  there  has  not  been  enough  work  in  North  Dakota 
for  our  entire  membership  since  1984.  but  this  project  would  certainly 
help  us  and  the  defense  of  this  country. 

He  have  «  long  history  of  being  a  part  of  the  Department  of  Defenae 
meetings  here  in  Grand  Forks.  The  participants  in  these  meetings  have 
and  still  are  the  Federal  Mediation  Service,  Department  of  Airforce,  Army 
Corp  of  Engineers,  and  the  Construction  Unions  in  North  Dakota. 

Again,  for  the  record  we  are  here  to  give  our  full  support  to  this 
project  and  to  assist  in  any  way  we  can  to  get  this  project  for  North 
Dakota.  And  if  it  ia  built,  work  for  successful  completion  of  the 
project . 

Thank  you.  and  if  you  have  any  questions  I  would  be  more  than  happy  to 
answer  then  now  or  later. 


<51ncerely.  ^ — , 

David  A.  Funston. 

President  A  Executive  Director 


TRUMAN  SOKENSON 
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DENNIS  MURPHY 
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1  •  I  a*  A  L  ~Ai. m  £  A  W  A‘ (' ■>  from  A1  /hi  ,‘s  A r /  <  ti  _  X  ■  ' 

support  deployment  0f  tne  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Grand 
Forks  Air  Force  Base- 


I  a* 


/■'/  f  A’l r,.0,  ’  //> 


support  deployment  o«  trie  Peacekeeper  Fail  Garrison  at  Grand 
Forks  Air  Force  Base  as  the  most  cost-effective  way  to  add 
mobility  to  our  in  ter cont  l  non ta 1  ballistic  missile  force- 

j-  I  support  the  Rail  Garrison  project  because  peace  without 
freedom  is  no  trade-off-  The  price  of  peace  is  vigilance  and 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  will  allow  the  U-S-  to  maintain  that 
vigi lance • 

k  ■  Rail  Garrison  will  increase  the  deterrent  capability  oi  our 
nation’s  strategic  forces  by  its  mobile  char ac ter i st i c s •  I 
support  deployment  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks- 

5-  I  support  ettt  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  because  it’s  good 
for  North  Dakota  and  good  for  America- 

b-  America  needs  to  proceed  with  deployment  of  Peacekeepr  Rail 
Garrison.  History  has  shown  that  our  enemies  respect  Strength: 
they  will  negotiate  only  when  we  demonstrate  our  resolve  to 
modernise  our  strategic  forces- 

7.  1  ..  ftl  4iartXrfv;ro.  frW  I  believe  Grand 

Forks  has  the  necessary  attributes  to  welcome  the  people  and  the 
mission  associated  with  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  I  support 
its  deployment  here- 


Arguments  in  response  to  specific  criticism: 

stiAu.  iCBn  is  less  destabilizing 

This  is  not  supposed  to  be  forum  to  debate  the  strategic 
worthiness  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  versus  the  Snail 
IC0M.  That  debate  will  take  place  in  Washington.  If  congress 
proceeds  with  deployment  of  the  Rail  Garrison  concept-.  Grand 
Forks  AF8  is  an  excellent  choice  because  of  its  lost  cost  factor 
and  its  access  to  rail  lines-  I  support  deployment  of  Rail 
Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  AFB- 

ARtA  BUSINESSES  SUPPORT  RAIL  GARRISON  TO  STRENGTHEN  BUSINESS 
I  am  businessman  in  this  community-  Tonight  I 

have  heard  opponents  of  this  system  criticize  the  business 
community  its  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  project-  I  take 
offense  at  those  criticisms-  1  Support  Rail  Garr i son- - not 
because  I  want  more  business!  I  support  it  because  I  cherish  the 
freedom  that  permits  me  to  own  my  own  business-  Rail  Garrison 
will  give  our  strategic  weapons  the  accuracy  and  Sur v i vab l 1 i ty  to 
make  sure  that  all  Americans  have  choices--for  many  generations 
to  come- 

PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  IS  A  FIRST-STRUE  WEAPON 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  a  system  designed  to  provide 
mobility  to  our  i nter c o"t v nent a  1  ballistic  missile  forces-  This 
mobility  will  make  the  missile  difficult  to  target  and  therefore 
more  survivable  than  land  based  ICBhs-  I  can't  see  how  opponents 
can  label  this  system  a  first-strike  weapon  when  its  stated  and 
designed  intent  is  to  survive  a  first  stiko  by  an  enemy- 
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PCACCKCCPER  is  p.  t*bili;:ng 

Opponents  have  called  the  Peacekeeper  Kail  Garrison 
destabi lizing-  They  say  missile  trains  leaving  the  garrison 
would  force  an  enemy  to  Strike-  I  propose  that  the  opposite 
would  happen-  An  enemy  would  be  less  likely  to  attack  if  he  knew 
the  missile  trains  have  dispersed  because  our  retaliatory  forces 
can  survive-  1  support  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  at  a  cost 
effective  way  to  ensure  survivability  of  our  strategic  forces- 

PCACEKCtPER  °tlL  GARRISOH  IS  DESTABILIZING 

If  the  Peacekeeper  missile  is  so  destabilizing*  why  is  it  that 
the  U-S-  has  deployed  10  new  Peacekeeper  missiles  in  Wyoming  and 
the  relationship  between  the  super  powers  has  continued  to  warm- 
This  demonstrates  to  se  that  the  Soviets  respect  power-  Let  us 
continue  negotiations  to  effect  a  verifiable  reduction  in  arms* 
but  we  must  continue  with  our  resolve  to  defend  our  great  nation- 
I  support  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison- 

PEACEKEEPER  WOULP  INVITE  A  STRIKE  BY  OUR  ENEMIES 
Some  have  argued  that  moving  the  missile  trains  out  of  the 
garrison  would  cause  our  enemies  to  believe  our  intent  was 
hostile  and  force  an  attack-  I  propose  that  our  enemies  would 
see  this  show  of  force  as  a  warning  to  stop  their  threatening 
actions-  What  really  concerns  me  is  the  feeling  that  as  a  nation 
we  are  experiencing  a  lessening  of  our  resolve  to  defend 
ourselves-  Being  strong  does  not  invite  an  attack*  being  weak 
invites  attack- 


RESOLUTION  OF  THE  POLE  COUNTY 

BOARD  OP  COMMISSIONERS 

The  following  resolution  was  offered  by  Coonissioner 
Eugene  Mattson: 

WHEREAS ,  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  will 
promote  world  peace;  and, 

WHEREAS,  The  Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base  has,  and  the 
proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  will  have,  a 
strong  positive  effect  on  the  economy  of  Northwestern 
Minnesota  and  Eastern  North  Dakota. 

NOW  THEREFORE  BE  IT  RESOLVED,  By  the  Board  or  County 
Conmisslonera  of  Polk  County  that  the  Board  supports 
the  establishment  and  operation  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  System  at  the  Grand  Forka  Air  Force  Baae. 

Commissioner  Reltmeler  seconded  the  foregoing 

resolution  and  it  was  declared  adopted  upon  the  following 

vote.  YEAS:  Mattson,  Bakken,  Reltmeler,  Syverson  NAYS; 

None . 


Adopted  this  2nd  day  of  August,  1988. 


it  1  Radi,  Chairman 


Earl  Radi,  Chairman 
Polk  County  Board  of 
Ccmniss  loners 


|  STATE  OF  MINNESOTA) 

)  ss. 

COUNTY  OF  POLE  ) 

I,  John  P.  Schmaienberg,  County  Coordinator  to  and  Clerk  of 
the  Polk  County  Board  of  coanist loners  do  hereby  certify 
that  I  have  compared  the  foregoing  resolution  with  the 
original  resolution  filed  in  my  office  on  the  2nd  day  of 
August,  1988  and  that  the  same  is  a  true  and  correct  copy  of 
the  whole  thereof. 

WITNESS  my  hand  and  Official  Seal  of  Polk  County  at 


Crookston,  Minnesota  this  2nd  day  ^of  Ay^st 
John  P.  Schwa! 
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PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  6ARRIS0S  RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS,  We  are  all  against  nuclear  annihilation,  we  recognize  that  In 
todays  world  there  are  forces  chat  could  easily  be  swayed 
Inco  a  first  strike  against  us  If  It  were  not  for  the  fear  of 
retaliation. 

WHEREAS,  The  leaders  of  our  Government  and  the  Soviet  Union  have  been 
making  some  limited  progress  in  nuclear  arms  reduction  ve 
must  continue  to  ellow  our  leaders  to  negotiate  from  a 
position  of  strength. 

WHEREAS,  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlson  defense  system  has  been  chosen 
by  congress  and  the  President  as  a  priority  to  enhance  our 
national  defense  system. 

WHEREAS,  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlson  defense  system  offers  a  highly 
mobile,  survlvable,  cost  efficient  way  of  strengthening  our 
nuclear  deterrent  and  our  national  dafensa. 

WHEREAS,  The  Grand  Forka  Air  Force  Base  plays  an  important  role  la  our 
nations  defense  in  its  st  ateglc  location  on  the  Northern 


WHEREAS,  Grand  Forks  has  an  excessive  r a II road  system  and  c.ie  land  and 
people  to  deploy  this  system. 

NOW.  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  Crand  Forks  Kiwanls  Club  goes  on 
recurd  in  support  of  the  Grand  Forks  AF8  being  chosen  as  a  deployment 
site  for  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System. 


August  6,  1986 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCS-BPe/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  5ernsrdlno,  CA  9TGC9 

Dear  Sir: 

As  today  Is  the  G>nl  anniversary  of  tins  Hiroshima  bombing,  lt  is  a  flttirg  day 
for  ns  to  voice  to  you  my  opposition  to  the  "Peace keeper"  Fall  Garrison  Proposal 
for  Fairchild  Air  Force  Base,  and  to  nuclear  weapons  In  general. 

Having  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  .Statement  for  the  proposal,  I  rec- 
commei  ■  that  the  No  Actio;;  Alternative  is  the  only  conscientious  decision.  There¬ 
fore,  the  Final  El?  rust  treat  that  alternative  In  grea.-r  detail,  so  that  the 
statement  will  reflect  the  advantages  that  No  Action  offers  over  the  Proposed 
Action,  I  Imagine  the  reason  that  the  No  Action  Alternative  was  not  treated  in 
greater  detail  was  because  lt  represents  "no  lnpact."  But  first  we  must  remember 
that  the  existence  of  Fairchild  A.F.B.  as  lt  Is,  16  a  continual  impact  upon  the 
Spokane  ftlver  ecosystem.  Second,  the  attention  accorded  the  Proposed  Action  In 
comparison  to  the  No  Action  Alternative  creates  an  Imbalance  In  the  DEIS  that 
could  easily  bias  any  decision  based  upon  the  document, 

In  many  respects,  the  DEIS  Is  extremely  thorough.  It  shows  that  many  safety  pre¬ 
cautions  have  been  planned  for  the  program — except  for  tM  most  obvious,  most 
effective,  and  most  permanent  precaution,  the  No  Action  Alternative.  Certainly 
there  are  aafety  concerns  with  the  rail -based  garrison  that  the  DEIS  does  not 
treat]  In  wartime,  for  Instance,  Is  not  playing  hlde-onl-seek  with  lCBN'a  endan¬ 
gering  the  lives  of  Americans  rather  than  protecting  them?  But  that's  national 
security  policy.  The  DEIS  states  that  "A  wide  range  of  Issues  related  to  the 
physical  and  social  environment.  Including  safety  considerations,  i*re  Identified 
through  the  seopirg  process  arxl  have  been  Incorporated  Into  the  analysis"  (S-3? ) • 
But  many  more  Issues  "related  to  the  physical  and  social  environment"  have  been 
willfully  ignored.  For  the  statement  to  not  treat  the  No  Action  Alternative  seri¬ 
ously  (less  Uisn  100  words  in  a  document  the  else  of  the  Sears  catalog),  and  for 
lt  not  to  Include  In  detail  the  peace  and  anti-nuclear  concerns  raised  at  the 
Scoplr «  Nearly,  which  certainly  are  "Issues  related  to  the  physical  and  social 
environment,"  la  for  the  Air  Faroe  to  exclvle  Itself  fn»  the  democratic  prin¬ 
ciples  upon  which  public  hearings  are  based.  The  DEIS,  ;  feel,  demands  a  compar¬ 
ative  analysis  of  the  advantages  and  disadvantages  of  each  alternative,  ard  much 
so re  input  from  disinterested  parties. 

As  I  Suggested  above,  I  feel  that  the  Air  Force  has  deliberately  limited  the 
scope  of  the  EIS  to  exclude  controversial  topics.  The  Executive  Summary  of  the 
Draft  SIS  states  that  "This  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  was  prepared  to 
aid  in  the  following  decisions!  whether  or  not  to  deploy  Peacekeeper  Mealies  in 
the  Roil  Carrlson  basing  mode.  .  { S — 1 ) .  Decisions  of  this  magnitude  cannot  be 

wisely  made  if  we  limit  ourselves  to  data  that  can  bo  counted  and  measured.  The 
DEIS  also  siates  that  "The  environmental  resource  categories  are  convenient  groups 
of  issue  areas  which  cover  the  entire  spectrum  of  environmental  Issues  likely  to 
be  experienced  ss  s  result  of  the  program"  (3-1).  I  disagree i  there  are  vitally 
Important  environmental  concerns  that  **•-  **» lament  Ignores,  which  I  shall  address. 
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The  Program  Overview  refers  to  requests  Md«  at  the  Scoping  Hearing  for  "an  anal¬ 
ysis  of  las  tms  that  aw  outside  the  scope  of  this  gIS.  These  included  reqi*ata 
to  analyte  the  effects  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  deployment  on  present  and 
future  arms  control  agreements.  Other  comments  invited  analysis  of  wartime  ef¬ 
fects,  the  morality  of  bulldir*  nuclear  weapons,  ard  of  psychological  reactions 
some  local  residents  nay  have  to  Peacekeeper  deployment.  The  purpose  of  an  SIS, 
however,  is  to  analyte  possible  environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action 
and  its  reasonable  alternatives,  including  the  Ho  Action  Alternative.  A  discussion 
of  morality,  national  security  policy,  or  psychological  effect  is  beyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS"  (1-20). 

If  "the  purpose  of  an  EIS  la  to  analyte  possible  environmental  consequences,"  It 
must  do  so  thoroughly.  Am  I  not,  ani  are  not  we  all.  a  part  of  our  environment? 
Don’t  I  live  here?  Don't  I  breathe  this  air  and  drink  thin  water?  Hasn't  this 
land  mil  me  who  I  am?  Aid  as  a  part  of  this  environment,  don't  I  help  to  make 
It  what  it  Is?  Do  not  our  psyched  cgical  health,  our  political  relationships 
with  our  rwlghbors,  aixi  our  moral  character,  shape  the  land  m  live  upon? 

To  mkm  environmental  decisions  as  If  they  can  be  made  free  of  human  psychology, 
lndepe  relent  of  our  national  security  policy,  and  without  consideration  of  moral 
expenditures,  is  to  be  Ignorant  of  how  the  world  functions,  and  to  act  with  a  cri¬ 
minal  negligence.  Over  a  century  ago,  cot  that  fax  from  here,  Chief  Seattle  tried 
to  explain  that  all  things  are  parts  of  the  web  of  life,  and  that  Out  *m  do  in 
on  place  on  the  web  affects  all  other  parts  of  it.  He  cannot  be  amoral  about  our 
only  planet {  envirorewntal  decisions  that  are  not  made  morally  will  surely  have 
lwioral  results.  Ends  cannot  justify  means,  but  means  will  determine  ends. 

Ttwrefore,  as  an  Issue  "related  to  the  physical  and  social  environment,”  I  suggest 
that  the  EIS  look  at  studies  of  the  impacts  that  Death  Row  Inmates  have  upon  their 
environment,  and  the  impact  that  environment  has  upon  the  inmates'  health— not 
wzely  physical ,  but  also  psychological ,  mental,  and  emotional.  NX  miaslles  gar¬ 
risoned  at  Fairchild  would  make  Spokane  County  a  general  target  area.  What  is 
the  effect  of  living  with  a  loaded  gun  at  your  temple?  For  moot  of  us,  a  nuclear 
bomb  is  an  abstraction,  but  Just  living  among  them  has  already  had  noticeable 
effects  on  ua.  The  concerns  and  fears  of  our  schoolchildren,  for  instance,  have 
been  well -documented.  The  EIS  needs  to  look  into  *11  possible  health  effects— 
not  merely  physical  health— much  more  seriously  than  It  does. 

The  Air  force  also  suggests  in  the  DEIS  that  "wartU*  effects”  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  the  statement.  I  siggest  that  phrases  like  “peacetime  deployment"  and 
“deterrenoe  to  maintain  peace"  are  contradictions  hiding  lies.  In  a  discussion 
of  nuclear  weaponry,  distinctions  between  wartime  am  peacetime  are  Irrelevant! 
preparedness  for  war  cannot  be  called  peace,  nor  can  true  peace  be  maintained 
through  threats  of  violence.  And  calling  a  nuclear  missile  a  "peacekeeper”  is  a 
bitarre,  sadistic  joke.  Abraham  Huste  sold,  "There  is  no  way  to  peace!  ^sace  la 
the  way."  Again,  an  end  (peace)  cannot  Justify  means  (weapons),  but  means  (wea- 
pcno)  will  determine  their  end  (war).  Peace  must  be  both  our  end  and  our  means. 

The  DEIS  states  that  "In  recent  years,  there  has  been  a  growing  concern  about  the 
vulnerability  of  the  Strategic  Triad  to  the  emerging  Soviet  threats"  (1-1).  No¬ 
where  does  the  statement  mention  who  these  concerned  parties  axei  nor  does  it  In¬ 
vestigate  whether  the  threats  axe  real  or  Imagined.  An  assumption  this  breed, 
without  documentation  or  support,  is  shoddy  Icgic.  My  stulents  would  call  it  a 
atraw  man  argument.  If  I  do  not  feel  threatened  by  the  Soviet  Union,  why  must  you 
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ever  daze  use,  arri  that  It  would  pui  an  end  to  ms.  Slnom  Nobel's  day,  we've 
ueed  dynamite  for  everything  from  mining  to  bank  robbing.  How  long,  I  worrier.  .  . 

Towards  the  enl  of  thm  DEIS  it  is  stated  that  "Public  safety  haa  been  end  will 
continue  to  be  of  utmost  concern  throughout  the  development  and  proposed  deploy- 
Mnt  of  Uw  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrison  system"  (5-1).  But  nowhere  in  the  DEIS  is 
there  an  analysis  of  the  health  effects  of  Incoming  missiles  (the  chances  of 
which,  I  believe,  would  be  increased  by  any  deployment  of  any  MX  missiles )— nor 
is  there  an  analysis  of  the  effect*  of  outgoing  missiles  on  a  Soviet  city.  Of 
course  our  missiles  (we  must  trust)  are  aimed  only  at  hardened  targets— and  the 
Air  Force  assures  us  that  the  missiles  will  hit  their  hardened  targets.  But  can 
we,  the  American  people,  afford  to  assume  that  the  Air  Force  will  be  r*«kt? 
mist  not  be  willing  to  allow  the  Air  Force  to  take  on  so  golly  a  responsibility. 
The  missiles  may  miss.  What  impact  would  this  have  on,  say,  Spokane  a  Friendship 
City  in  the  Soviet  Union,  Makhachkala?  Without  an  in-depth  analysis  of  the 
effects  of  a  nuclear  bombing  of  both  Spokane  and  Makhachkala,  the  DE7S  .s 
incomplete  and  unfinished . 

Please  put  me  on  record  as  urging  the  Air  Force  to  choose  the  No  Action  Alter¬ 
native,  at  Fairchild  A.F.B.  if  not  at  all  the  candidate  bases. 

Finally,  please  allow  me  to  take  this  time  to  thank  you,  It.  Col.  Walsh,  for  my 
copy  of  the  Draft  Envlroiumntel  Impact  Statement,  and  also  for  your  hardline  or 
the  hearings.  You  treated  with  great  respect  an  sidle  nee  that  did  not  often 
enough  accord  you  the  same.  Although  we  each  have  our  own  work  to  do  »/d  our 
worfc  my  often  be  at  odds,  I  appreciate  and  admire  your  professional  manner. 


K)** i 

Kelth  Aubrey 
S.  155  Poplar,  #5 
Spokane,  WA  992 Oh 


Sen.  Dan  Evans 
Sen.  Brock  Adams 
Congressman  Tom  Foley 
Cov.  Booth  Gardner 
Mayor  Vicki  McNeill 
Lt.  Col.  rtter  Walsh 
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protect  me?  And  idiy  must  I  pay  for  that  protection?  Domestically,  we  call  this 
kind  of  protection  "racketeering."  I  suggest  that  the  American  public  has  bee. 
duped  into  playing  the  role  of  a  struggling  shopkeeper,  and  that  the  military  has 
been  similarly  duped  into  playing  the  role  of  a  p<lice  force  with  a  corrupt  head¬ 
quarters,  by  the  organized  crime  syndicate  of  the  weapons  producers. 

To  conclude  this  line  of  reasoning,  I  believe  that  the  issues  settled  upon  by  the 
Air  Foroe  are  evidenoe  of  Its  unwillingness  to  lists  to  the  public.  The  Final 
CIS  will  show  tdiether  or  not  the  Air  Foroe  acts  in  the  spirit  of  the  democracy 
lt  purport*  to  protect. 

Concerning  the  impacts  tie  rail  garrison  program  would  have  on  wildlife  at  Fair- 
child,  the  DEIS  states  that  "Long -duration  impacts  on  biological  resources  would 
be  moderate  (defined  in  the  DEIS  as  'begins  to  adversely  affect  the  condition  of 
populations,  biological  communities,  or  the  integrity  of  ecological  systems. 

(For  example,  the  proposed  program  begins  to  affect  the  reproductive  success  of 
a  species. )‘J  because  ue timid  areas  would  experience  permanent  disturbance  and 
several  federal -candidate  and  state-recognized  sensitive  species  would  likely  be 
affected.  These  impacts  would  be  significant  because  of  the  ecological  importance 
of  the  habitats  and  the  concern  these  potential  wetland  lapa eta  would  cause  in 
natural  resource  management  agencies"  (S-43).  This,  I  feel,  is  reason  alone  to 
disquall  y  Fairchild  as  a  candidate  base.  According  to  the  LEI 3 .  the  Swains on" a 
and  ferruginous  hawks  and  the  great  blue  heron  stand  to  be  evicted  from  their 
marsh  homes,  which  will  be  filled,  and  to  suffer  an  increase  in  mortality,  to 
make  room  for  the  MX  trains.  Am  I  seriously  asking  that  the  United  States  Air 
Force  let  a  few  hawks  and  herons,  a  few  acres  of  wetland,  stand  in  its  way'’ 
Absolutely.  Hawks,  herons,  and  marshes  will  do  sore  peacekeeping  than  will 
nuclear  missiles. 

The  DEIS  suggests  many  mitigation  measures  that  can  be  undertaken.  I  suggest 
that  the  only  mitigation  possible  is  No  Action. 

The  DEIS  also  states  that  "Primary  attention  was  given  to  those  plant  and  animal 
species  whose  local  populations  would  be  reduced  by  program-releted  activities 
and  regional  communities  that  would  be  disturbed  by  program  impacts"  (3-2?). 
However,  lt  ignores  the  fact  that  all  species  would  be  reduced  by  the  major  "pro¬ 
gram-related  activity,"  and  all  communities  would  be  disturbed  by  the  major  "pro¬ 
gram  impact"— namely,  the  explosion  of  a  nuclear  warhead,  be  it  in  Spokane  County 
or  in  the  Soviet  Union.  Of  all  the  "program  impacts"  that  need  to  be  analyzed, 
this  is  the  most  Important.  The  failure  to  even  sent  Ion  It  in  the  statement  is 
like  an  ichthyologist’s  study  of  sharks  falllrg  to  mention  the  teeth. 

In  the  becutive  Summary  of  the  DEIS,  we  sure  told  that  rail -baaed  MX  missiles 
pose  "a  negligible  risk  to  human  health  and  the  environment"  (S-Ljj).  This  makes 
me  wonder  if  the  Air  Force  fully  understands  how  a  missile  works.  Furthermore, 
the  Operations  Scenario  (l-ll)  never  addresses  the  launching  of  a  miss  lit  -cer¬ 
tainly  the  primary  operation  for  which  the  MX  was  created  and  is  Intended. 

The  oentral  assumption  that  underlies  the  grouping  cf  the  environmental  iaeims, 
that  in  fact  underlies  the  entire  statement,  is  that  the  United  States  and  the 
Soviet  Union  will  never  In  actuality  use  these  unimaginably  explosive  weapon. 
Unimaginably  explosive.  None  of  ua  ia  capable  of  imaginatively  comprehend lnr  a 
nuclear  explosion.  It's  too  big.  But  we  must  zemeaber  that  Alfred  Nobel  intended 
dynamite  as  a  deterrent.  He  felt  It  was  too  unimaginably  explosive  for  anyone  to 
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U.l  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hoe  ting  this  hearing  is  to 
lure narize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  heva  inadvertently  overlooked  Our  goal  ia  a  thoroi^h 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

-X  avotg  TPe  MV  met..-  / „ 


foA/r/*HtK  . 


r  FA.  /r(|  r>* 

4-  f/royr  rm  t 


_2>»/v'  7//  flG&Sr,  o  • 

Name  Street  Address  City  Stete  /VA/  -4%  74/ 


t  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to> 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bose 

San  Bernardino,  California  IHOI 
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-lo*n  Stockton 
fox  I <2 

Crui  bn««,  Ht. 

5V032 

U.  Col.  Patwr  Ualah 
/tnCf-WB/MT 
Norton  ATI,  Co. 
«40e-44*g 


I  am  writing  tbli  lot tor  In  reapwnaa  to  tbo  lavironmwetal  Ipict 
Scot— oat  on  tbo  yropoad  MZ'niooilo  oyotoo  u  tbo  roil  gdrriao*  boood 
made. 

I  wont  to  exprdaa  or  appaeieiaa  to  ebo  dapiapmaet  or  tbo  BK  ilitllt 
apatam  in  oar  baaing  ootfo.  It  io  07  opinion  thot  thin  >7* too  roproooota 
on ti quo tod  tochno lojy  cad  thoroforo  io  n  wooto  of  our  tox  dollar.  Tbo  tool 
of  ita  cooatrwetion  aiwi  to  bo  to  fottoo  tbo  poekotbooka  of  tbo  larga 
dofooao  contractor*  rat  ho  r  than  to  actual I7  oabooeo  our  dmfaoaa  07 a too. 
Aar  proooot  aiaoiioa  aro  nor#  ebon  adapupto  to  aoot  our  dofoeoo  nooda  with 
tbo  MX  aiaailo  Juat  adding  ooorfcill  ond  flrat  atrlfco  copobi 1 itioo.  In  tbo 
pro non ca  of  our  rural  oconoolc  probloaa  woraoood  bp  drought,  low  pricoa, 
groaahoppara  ate.,  tbo  HX  aiaailo  will  atoad  out  00  on  axampla  of 
•xtravagant  QOTornoaat  woato  that  wilt  onlp  place  a  further  drain  on  our 
oconoop. 

1  olao  wont  to  object  to  tbo  failure  of  tbo  IIS  to  oddroaa  tbo 
popchoiagical  lopecta  of  tbia  vary  aiaibio  and  warp  doatructiwa  tan 
war bead  epataa.  Tbo  aubjoct  of  tbo  of foe to  of  a  nuclear  aocidoot  la  alao 
inadoQuatalp  addroaaod  la  tbo  proooot  BIS.  Loatlp,  1  object  to  tbooo 
hoar inga  only  being  bold  io  oao  location  when  other  area a  ouch  aa 
Levi *t own  alao  hawo  rail  liaea  and  would  bo  lopoctod  under  tbia  current 
propooai . 


7oan  Stock to 
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TEXAS  REVIEW  AND  C9KNT  SYSTEM 
REVIEW  NOTIFICATION 


Appllcant/Orlglngtlng  Agency:  U.S.  AIR  FORCE 
Project  Title:  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  SYSTEM 


Funding  Agency:  DOO 

Date  Received:  June  30,  1988 


SAI/EIS#:  TX-R-88-07-06-000 1-50-00 
Date  Comnts  Due  BPO:  08/13/88 


■  REVIEW  PARTICIPANTS  ■ 


Texas  Air  Control  Board 
Department  of  Public  Safety 
Bureau  of  Economic  Geology 
General  Land  Office 
Texas  Department  of  Health 
Texas  Historical  Cowtsslon 

State  Oept.  of  Highways  and  Public  Transportation 

West  Central  Texas  Council  of  Governments 

Railroad  Commission 

Texas  Parks  and  Wildlife  Department 

Texas  Water  Commission 

Texas  Water  Development  Board 


£]  No  Coament. 


Return  Comments  to: 


T.C.  RomR,  StatesingTe  Point  of  Contact 
Governor's  Office  of  Budget  and  Planning 
P.0.  Box  12428 
Austin,  Texas  7B711 
(512)  463-1778 
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Grand  Forks  ,  NO 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  ho* ting  this  hearing  is  to 
sunt e arise  for  you  the  environment*]  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Thi 


was  supposed  to  be  a  fprum  to  debate  the 


i rumen  t  al 


consequences  that  may  occu 


proceeds,  not  to  debate  the  nuclear  arms  issue.  Nuclear  arms 
are  a  reality  and  good  basic  common  sense  will  lead  u$  to 
a  point  of  understanding  that  they  must  be  a  part  of  our  defenc 
program.  Good  basic  common  sense  also  will  lead  us  to  a  final 
choice  of  Grand  Forks,  NO  as  a  location  for  Rail  Garrison. 

I  am  a  resident  of  Grand  Forks  and  a  businessman  in  this 
community.  I  strongly  support  the  development  of  Rail  Garrison 
at  Grand  Forks  AFB.  NO. 


Don  Fischer  714  Belmont  Grand  FQrks,  NO  S8?0l 


Name  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  In  or  msll  to: 


City 


Stste 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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Michigan  has  not  been  untouched  by  these  water  problems. 

Despite  efforts  to  clean  Michigan  waters,  and  remarkable 
improvements  in  some  areas,  notably  phosphates  and  DDT,  BOO  toxic 
chemicals  have  been  Identified  in  the  Great  Lakes.  Most  recently 
quantities  of  mercury  have  been  found  in  Michigan  sport  fish. 
According  tc  the  Michigan  Department  of  Natural  Resources  (MDNR) : 

1500  dumps  and  landfills  dot  the  Michigan  landscaper  3,000 
facilities  pump  waste  water  into  the  ground!  20,000  abandoned  oil 
and  gas  wells  threaten  water  supplies  along  with  thousands  of 
leaking  underground  storage  tanks. 

Again,  according  to  the  MDNR,  1,000  places  have  known 
groundwater  contamination,  and  estimates  of  50,000  more  where  the 
water  is  fouled.  ^Michigan  has  56  Superfund  sites  with  13 
proposedi  in  addition  Michigan  has  1,532  toxic  waste  sites. 

Which  brings  us  to  my  reason  for  being  here. 

Do  we  need  more  devestation  of  our  forests?  Do  we  need  the 
leveling  of  244  acres  of  jack  pine  as  a  result  of  the  deployment 
of  the  MX  rail  garrison  project?  Do  we  need  the  disruption  of 
437  acres  of  undeveloped  land  including  wetlands  as  a  result  of 
this  project? 

In  1967,  the  MDMR  ranked  Murtsmlth  as  the  fifth  worst  toxic 
site  in  the  state.  Because  of  the  expanded  water  usage  demanded 
by  the  missile  system,  contamination  of  the  ahallow  aquifer 
supplying  water  to  the  Wurtsmith  base,  and  the  townships  of 
Oscoda  and  AuSable,  is  a  real  possibllty.  Do  we  need  the  further 
contamination  of  groundwater  in  northeastern  Michigan? 

And  for  what? 

A  'defense  system'  that  increases  the  llkllhood  of  a  nuclear 
accident,  and/or  a  nuclear  exchange.  A  system  that  has  been 
questioned  repeatedly  as  vulnerable  to  attack,  and  a  wasteful 
expenditure  of  tax  monies. 

In  September  1964,  19  Nobel  prize  winners  issued  a  joint 
statement  saying  humanity  faced  extinction  through  either  nuclear 
war  or  environmental  catastrophe  unless  we  changed  our  ways. 

The  statement  went  on  to  say,  "What  nuclear  war  could  do  in  50 
to  ISO  minutes,  an  exploding  population  assaulting  the  earth's 
life-support  systems  could  do  in  50  to  150  years." 

The  MX  rail  garrison  project  represents  a  threat  to  life  from 
both  perspectives,  nuclear  and  environmental.  Its  existence  will 
represent  one  more  threat  to  the  nearly  instantaneous  extinction 
of  life  on  this  planet.  Its  existence  will  cost  hundreds  of 
millions  of  dollars  that  could  help  attack  the  real  problems  of 
the  global  community:  the  destruction  of  our  oceans,  the 
devastation  of  our  forests,  the  pollution  of  our  waters,  the  loss 
of  topsoil,  and  growing  erosion  of  the  earth's  ozone  layer. 

Finally,  its  existence  will  represent  a  direct  threat  to  the 
environmental  quality  of  northeastern  Michigan. 

For  those  reasons,  The  Lone  Tree  Council  wishes  to  go  on 
record  supporting  life:  We-**y  "mo"  to  the  basing  of  the  MX  rail 
garrison  system  at  Murtsmlth  Air  Force  Base. 

v*  '■  ,  ... 


irT. 


Bearing  Statement  by 

Terry  R.  Miller 

3329  Glendora 

Bay  City,  Michigan  40706 


Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base 
NX  Rail  Garrison  Project 
July  28,  1988 


My  name  is  Terry  R.  Miller,  and  I  am  a  resident  of  Bay  City, 
Michigan.*  I  am  a  teacher  for  the  School  System  of  the  City  of 
Saginaw.  Por  the  past  ten  years  I  have  had  a  strong  and  active 
concern  in  environmental  matters,  particularly  in  the  Saginaw 
Valley.  .1  am  presently  chairman  of  the  Lone  Tree  Council,  an 
environmental  group  founded  in  1976  to  actively  oppose  the 
Consumers  Power  Company's  construction  of  a  nuclear  power 
facility  in  Midland,  Michigan.  4<lth  the  cancellation  of  that 
project.  Lone  Tree  has  concerned  Itself  with  a  number  of 
environmental  issues  in  the  state  and  locally  —  that  la  why  I  am 
here  this  evening. 

Scientists  tell  us  there  are  at  least  four  ecological 
situations  that  demand  immediate  remedial  action  on  a  global 
scale.  I  want  to  discuss  two  of  those. 

The  first  is  the  rapid  destruction  of  oxygen-supplying  life 
forms.  As  we  pollute  our  oceans,  we  are  diminishing  one  of 
our  greatest  sources  of  oxygen  for  all  life.  The  Mediterranean 
Sea  is  almost  barren  on  the  bottom:  fish  and  vegetation  that  used 
to  be  so  plentiful  are  now  very  sparse.  Bow  many  of  ua  have  not 
seen  the  horror  stories  brought  to  us  via  television:  beaches 
covered  with  plastic  garbage;  crack  vials,  needles  and  syringes; 
dead  and  decaying  rats;  shellfish  too  toxic  to  eat;  hmke  and 
tilefish  with  ugly  red  lesions  on  their  bellies  and  fins  that  are 
rotting  away.  As  ocean  explorer  Jacques -Cousteau  said:  The  very 
aurvlval  of  the  human  apeciea  depends  upon  the  maintenance  of  an 
ocean  clean  and  alive. ..The  ocean  is  our  planet's  life  belt." 

The  other  great  oxygen  factory  is  our  forests.  Yet  they  too 
are  rapidly  being  destroyed  by  chain  saws  and  bulldozers.  And  if 
the  bulldozers  are  resisted,  smokestacks  spew  forth  oxides  of 
sulfur  and  nitrogen,  which  add  to  high-flying  particles  from 
urban  smog,  and  are  carried  hundreds  of  miles  to  get  dumped  as 
"acid  rain"  on  our  forests  and  lakes.  According  to  a  number  of 
studies,  Michigan  forests  and  lakes  are  now  experiencing  the 
industrial  destruction  of  acid  rain. 

A  second  ecological  situation  is  the  rapid  depletion  of  our 
drinking  water  supplies.  Pot  instance,  the  Oglala  Aquifer  under 
the  Great  Plains  states  of  the  O.S  is  almost  exhausted.  In  parts 
of-  the  fimllas-Fort  Worth  area,  the  water  table  has  dropped  more 
than  400  feet  in  25  years.  What  we  are  not  using  up  we  are 
polluting.  Carelessly  discarded  industrial  wastes  have  already 
poisoned  around  water  that  many  people  have  depended  on  for  their 
supply.  "Love  Canals”  are  being  discovered  all  over. 
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UB  Soul*  StM  9im< 

Ovoda  UKtMgaoMFMmj’ 


FIRST °f 
AMERICA 


Director,  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCE-BKS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92409-6446 

Gentlemen: 

On  behalf  of  tha  three  banking  institutions.  First  of  America  Bank- 
Oacoda,  Farmer*  6  Merchants  State  Bank,  and  Huron  CoMunlty  Bank, 
ve  have  placed  the  housing  shortage  concern  as  Identified  In  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  high  In  our  planning  process.  It 
la  our  desire  to  provide  the  funds  necaaaary  to  build  the  houatng 
required  to  correct  thla  particular  concern. 

The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  la  an  Important  part  of  tha 
overall  mission  and  ve,  the  financial  Institutions  of  loaco  County, 
want  to  do  our  part  to  see  that  the  Peacekeeper  la  deployed  here 
on  Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base. 


Sincerely, 

Ralph  H.  Ferbar 
President /CEO 
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/yd 


9?^).  w*  - 

call  to  conscience 


'YTUrn  yw***-' 


Oo  not  Mistake  our  silence  for  complicity  with 
this  terrorising  arms  race.  Rather  accept  our  pre¬ 
sence  here  as  testimony  of  our  Moral  outrage  ami  a 
beckoning  and  lowing  call  to  conscience. 

Let  us  recall  together  that  Dachau  and  Auschwitz 
were  accepted  by  Hitler,  the  government,  business  and 
ordinary  people  as  environmentally  sound.  The  earth 
held  mass  burial  grounds  of  millions  of  people.  The 
air  captured  the  aroma  of  incinerated  flesh  and  the 
waters  of  Europe  drained  the  blood  of  innocent  victims. 

Today,  in  defiance  of  international  law,  in  crimes 
against  God  and  humanity,  the  Pentagon  and  politicians 
defile  God's  fragile  earth  and  people  with  an  escalated 
plan  for  death  and  destruction: 

Germany  U.S.A. 

Master  race  Master  nation 

OtCtator  gone  insane  ,  ,  ,  •  Corporate  machine  gone 
Insane 

Concentration  camps  .  ,  .  .  •  Captivity  of  minds  &  soul 
Military  I  civilian  *  .  •  «  «  Civilian-military 


jobs  economy 

Crematoriums  MX  Rail  Garrison,  Cruise, 

Stealth,  Hinuteman, 
Trident,  Star  Wars 

Genocide  .  Omnicide 


...  but  not  In  our  none  ! ! ! 
CAU  US  ALL  TO  CONSCIENCE  !!! 
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STATEMENT  OF  AGREEMENT  REGARDING  WURTSMITH  AIR  FORCE  BASE 
PARTICIPATION  IN  A  REGIONAL  WATER  SYSTEM  SERVING  EASTERN  IOSCO 
COUNTY,  MICHIGAN. 

Ju 1 y  27.  1908 


1 


1.  Th*  cs"<nunitit*  of  Esst  Tawas  arid  Tawas  City  have  *xp#ri»nc#d 
* igni f  icant  growth  to  th*  point  that  th*  currant  Tawas  A r«a  water 
treatment  facility  no  longar  ad.guat.ly  »»rv«»  tha  naada  of  their 
population.  In  lata  idminir  1987,  tha  Michigan  Dapartmant  of 
Public  Maalth  indicatad  to  tha  Tawii  community  that  a  modarni j»d , 
.pprovad  municipal  water  system  mutt  ba  constructed.  At  tha  sama 
tirna,  Mr.  Frederick  Scaralla,  District  Engineer  of  tha  Michigan 
Department  of  Public  Health,  corresponded  with  Tawas  City,  East 
Tawas.  Baldwin  Township,  AuSable  Township,  Oscoda  Townahip  and 
Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base  noting  the  State  of  Michigan**  *trong 
recommeniat ion  that  the  opportunity  for  e  regional  water  plant  to 
solve  the  problem*  and  potential  problem*  of  si*  communltita*  waa 
clear  and  feasible.  Shortly  thereafter  a  regional  water  aystem 
study  waa  commiav.oned  and  th#  firm  of  McN am*#.  Mortar  A  Seeley 


The  following  Statement  of  Agreement  Regarding  Wurtamith  Axr 
Force  Ba*e  Par t ic i pat  ion  in  a  Regional  Hater  System  i*  intended 
to  confirm  the  feaaibility  of  Wurtamith  Air  Force  Bass 
involvement  in  a  regional  water  system  to  serve  the  communities 
of  eaatern  Iosco  County.  Further,  this  Statement  is  intended  to 
cl.rify  the  current  status  of  tha  proposal  within  tha  Dapartmant 
of  Dafanaa  and  to  nota  tha  urgency  of  expediting  currant  and 
asiocl.ttd  raviawi  and  approvals  associated  with  Wurtamith  Air 
Force  Base  par t i c i pat  ion  in  a  regional  water  system. 
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W»  should  never  forget  that  everything  Adolph 
Hiller  did  in  Germany  was  -legal-  and  everything 
that  the  Hungarian  freedom  fighters  did  in  Hungary 
was  "Illegal."  It  was  “illegal"  to  comfort  a  Jew 
in  Hitler's  Germany.  Even  so,  I  am  sure  that,  had 
1  lived  in  Germany  at  the  time,  I  would  have  aided 
and  comforted  my  Jewish  brothers  and  sisters. 

Martin  Luther  King,  Jr. 


Victor  Frankl ,  the  Jewish  psychiatrist  and 
survivor  of  German  concentration  camps,  said  that 
in  time  of  crisis  people  do  one  of  three  things: 

They  deny  it...  they  despair...  or  they  coamUt 
themselves  to  ask  critical  questions.  Perhaps  you 
and  I,  being  who  we  are  can  give  the  gift  of  Chrlsltan 
discomfort.  0y  knowing  enough  to  say  no,  we  can  make 
it  impossible  for  anyone  to  make  war  easily.  And 
we  can  give  others  the  knowledge  it  takes  to  do  the 
same. 

Joan  Chittister,  OSB 
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was  hi red  to  pwrform  th*  study. 

2.  At  thl»  tim*  it  *pp**r*  th*t  th*  southern  contingent, 

E**t  T*was,  Tawas  City,  and  Baldwin  Township  are  committed  to 
a  regional  water  project.  They  have  no  choice  but  to  utilize  th* 

Lake  Huron  resource  with  a  new  water  system.  Th*  northern 
contingent  is  dependent  upon  Wurtsmith  AFB  par t i c i pat  ion  in  » 
regional  sustain.  On  1C  May  1988  ,  an  unsolicited  proposal  was 
provided  to  Wurtsmith  AFB  that  proposed  mt*'  service  to  th*  base 
as  described  in  th*  regional  water  pla.t  study.  Since  then, 

Wurtsmith  AFB  has  been  involved  in  a  cost  comparison  analysis  of 

that  regional  water  plant  study  as  compared  to  the  following: 
maintaining  status  quo,  a  Fv  91  Military  Construction  Program 
(MC P)  water  plant  serving  th*  base  aion*  or  serving  th*  Air  Force 
Base  and  th#  townships  of  Oscoda  and  AuSable,  a  newly  developed 
well  field  on  the  Air  Force  Base.  o>  a  deeo  we  1  i  system  on  tne 
base.  This  cost  comparison  art»ly*i*  is  done  a?  the  base  level 

but  is  then  forwarded  to  HQ  SAC  for  further  analysis  imd 

eventually  submitted  to  HQ  USAF  in  Washington  D.  C. 

3.  The  analysis  process  described  above  m*y  eliminate  current 
potential  for  success  of  a  regional  system.  T  he  Michigan 
Department  of  Public  Health  (mDPh)  has  stressed  *na*  test  Tewa-, 
and  Tawas  City  must  commanc*  action  in  the  imstdi  i’.f  future  to 
insure  that  a  n#w  water  plant  is  brought  on  line  in  a  timely 
fashion.  It  may  take  60  to  180  day*  to  complete  the  ro%» 
comparison  process.  Decreasing  th*  length  of  tim*  to  complete  ♦ he 
cost  comparison  process  must  be  accomplished.  Delay  will  result 
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in  significant  additional  costs  to  the  total  •ffoi-t*  for 

both  Wurtlsith  Air  fores  Bss*  and  local  govtrnsantal  units.  Tha 
big hast  and  bast  use  of  t*»  dall*rm  is  a  ’•mgionsX  lyitsa. 

Wurtsmith  Air  Fore*  Base's  apparent  ground  quality  control 
problem  addressed  but  future  costs  associated  aith  purifying, 

etc.  would  be  avoided  by  a  positive  response  to  the  regional 
water  concept.  Wurtsmith  AFB ,  currently  has  identified  and 
installed  a  new  well  field  and  provided  for  the  future  by 

programming  a  $14  million  MCP  project  to  utilize  the  Lake  Huron 
water  resource.  The  fact  that  SAC  has  elected  to  not  make  this 
project  a  high  priority  on  a  year-to-year  basis  since  1984, 
suggests  that  it  is  being  held  in  reeerve  'or  the  time  when 
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Carl  Levin  and  O.S.  Congressman  Robert  Davis  have  been  brief-d  m 
the  pest  regarding  the  eventual  need  for  a  water  source  from  Lake 
Huron.  Their  support  nas  beer,  pledged  ■-  n  the  MCP  arena,  and  it 
is  anticipated  tb*t  «  streamlined  pr0-ess  as  proposed  herei" 
would  also  gain  thtir  favor. 


rhe  local  governmental  uni ts  of  i 
to  provide  all  necessary  i nfor. 


Iosco  County  are  ; 
data  and  documi 


ftim*  tA fesfc-c,  Suf-T-UPs.  f,*“  rtaWl>'  T4*-  **'-w  • 

Of i  «j.  Cltlks  Iw'*4**  _  *” 
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participate  in  this  regional  project  adventure  has  been  estimate' 
$6  million.  |f  this  money  could  be  generated  at  Fv  end  "fallout 


".  This  eorrespondenc 
local  governments  a 
Committee  with  the 
leadership  *nd  is  < 
be  able  to  assist 
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CHARTER  TOWNSHIP  OF  OSCODA 


T  lipPn II IS171 

(Me  W  *■  SaparWnr  TtSUtl 
OMm  W  *■  Cls*  rjsawi 
OMndSt  T  emirs  m-  T«n 


July  29,  1988 


Director,  Environmental  Planning 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Mr  Force  Bate 

San  Bamardino,  CA  92409-6448 

the  Peacekeeping  talaalon  of  the  United  States  Mr 
Force  Is  certainly  critical  to  tha  free  society 
and  life  atyle  we  enjoy  In  this  great  country. 

Tha  Oscoda  Coonunlty  la  very  proud  to  be  a  part 
of  that  nlasion  by  being  e  host  to  Wurt smith  Mr 
Force  Base. 

yurt  smith  Mr  Force  Baae  has  bean  part  of  our 
coonunlty  for  tuny  years.  Tha  out  and  vowa  of 
the  Mr  Force  have  been  frelnde  and  neighbors  to 


We  will  be  proud  to  have  the  rail  garrison  locstsd 
here  In  our  community. 


Thank  you, 

Robert  K.  Foster 

Oscoda  Township  Supsrvlsor 
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State 


Lt  Col  Fetor  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fore*  Baas 

San  Btrnardtoo,  California  *149* 


LOCATION  L<J  l->  A  7-  £.**t/-r±u 


COMMENT  MUT 

OX  AIK  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  QARUKM  PROGRAM 
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July  28.  1980 

Good  Even in*  Gent leaen. 

My  nane  is  Clenna  L  Snider,  and  I  reside  In  Midland,  Michigan  1  have  cone 
here  today  because  I  have  oone  urgent  concerns  about  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  Progran  proposed  by  President  Reagan  in  1983.  and  Mow  being  studied 
by  the  United  States  Air  Force  for  lnplenentation  by  1991. 

My  concern*  and  observations  are  not  those  of  a  person  with  a  background  and 
training  in  science,  but, as  I  have  read  portiona  of  the  Environnental  Inpact 
Statenent.  and  also  a  progran  review  issued  by  the  House  Arned  Services 
Connittee  In  March.  1988,  plue  several  other  articles,  ay  concerns  grow  They 
range  fron  the  big  picture'  -  of  huge  and  very  deadly  ICBM'e  roaning  around 
the  countryside  and  through  our  cities  on  a  regular  basis  for  nalntenance;  to 
the  very  snail  picture  of  the  destruction  of  Michigan  Jack  Pine  forests  - 
habitat  of  the  endangered  Rirtland  s  Marbler,  and  deetruction  of  tnportant 
wetland  areas,  and  of  the  wildlife  population  inhabiting  theae  areas. 

I  feel  that  the  citizens  of  Michigan,  as  well  as  citirene  of  the  entire 
United  States  need  to  have  nany  questions  answered  before  any  decisions  on 
inplenentin*  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Progran  is  nade. 

Sone  of  then  are 

First  Has  it  been  shown  that  the  125.000  or  nore  nilea  of  connerclal 
railroads  will  be  able  to  safely  handle  theae  niaeile  care,  which  are  nuch 
heavier  that  nornal  cars,  and  at  70  plus  ft,  long,  are  a  third  longer  than 
the  usual  55  ft  for  a  nornal  car"’ 

Next  How  has  lt  been  shown  that  a  deployment  tine  of  2  to  8  houre  could  be 
In  eny  way  aurvlvable  or  even  effective,  when  Soviet  ICBM'e  atteck  30  ninutee 
after  launch? 

Another  question  Fron  our  Inquiries,  lt  appeare  that  the  Michigan  Department 
of  Natural  Reeourcee  has  not  in  any  way  been  contacted  or  notified  about  the 
Rail  Garrlaon  Project  proposal*-  even  though  It'i  construction  and 
lnplenentation  will  danage  andl destroy  aone  inportant  forests,  wetlands,  and 
habitant  of  endangered  epee  lea  |Jn  ^Michigan .  Wh^^not^  ^  rfj  /T  r 

Now.  aone  question  about  the  Future  Second  Rail  Connector  discussed  on 
p.p.  4  12-43  to  46  Why  would  a  second  rail  line  be  needed,  since  it 
appears  to  run  nearly  parallel  to  the  present  line?  The  construction  of  this 
new  line  would  be  very  coetly.  and  very  environnental ly  danaging,  according 
to  the  IIS.  It  details  the  construction  of  13  large  bridges  over  pristine 
recreational  rivers,  through  fishing  easenent  area*,  near  2  dans,  roadside 
parka,  ate. 
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IHy  last  question  is  being  aaked  by  nany  people  In  Midland.  There  le  a 
reference  on  p.  4.12*45  which  etates  as  follows:  The  noet  western  3  alias 
(36  acres)  of  right  of  way  would  be  located  near  the  urban  area  of  Midland. 
iHlchlgen.  Specific  land  use  In  this  area  is  unknown,  but  there  could  be 
[conflict  with  inhabited  buildings  on  the  eastern  edge  of  that  city.  Why  is 
.nothing  known  about  this  area  if  euch  a  supposedly  carefully  detailed  and 
Iconplete  study  was  nade? 


"TAc 
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PREPARED  BY: 

WILLARD  B.  HUNTER 
5417  WANETAH  DRIVE 
MIDLAND,  MICHIGAN  48640 
517-631-4718 


PEACEKEEPER  MISSILE  TALK 

ON  JULY  27,  1956  A  U  S.  B-47  CRASHED  AT  A  ROYAL  AIR 
FORCE  STATION  NORTHEAST  OF  CAMBRIDGE,  ENGLAND.  IT 
HIT  A  STORAGE  IGLOO  HOUSING  THREE  MARK  6  NUCLEAR 
BOMBS.  BREMEN  EXTINGUISHED  THE  BURNING  FUEL  BEFORE 
IT  IGNITED  THE  8,000  LBS  OF  TNT  IN  THE  TRIGGER 
MECHANISMS  OF  TV  i  BOMBS.  ONE  AIR  FORCE  GENERAL 
COMMENTED  "IT  IS  POSSIBLE  THAT  A  PART  OF  EASTERN 
ENGLAND  WOULD  HAVE  BECOME  A  DESERT  HAD  THE  TNT 
EXPLODED." 

IN  GOLDSBORO,  N.C.  JANUARY  24,  1961  A  B-52  FELL 
APART  IN  MIDAIR  AND  RELEASED  TWO  24-MEGATON 
NUCLEAR  BOMBS.  ONE  BOMB  WAS  NEVER  FOUND.  THE 
SECOND  BOMB  WAS  RECOVERED  AND  STUDIED.  FIVE 

of  rrs  six  safety  devices  had  failed,  (source 

CENTER  FOR  DEFENSE  ^FORMATION) 

NUCLEAR  WEAPON  ACCIDENTS  HAPPEN. 


THE  PEACEKEEPER  MISSILE  PROGRAM  WILL  COST  THE 
U.S.  TAXPAYERS  IN  EXCESS  OF  $30  BILLION  DOLLARS 
THIS  COST  IS  MORE  THAN  THE  B1  BOMBER  PROGRAM.  IT  IS 
THE  MOST  EXPENSIVE  MISSILE  PROGRAM  IN  AMERICAN 
HISTORY  ON  A  PER  UNIT  BASIS.  IT  INVOLVES  A  NEW, 
UNTESTED  DELIVERY  SYSTEM.  NEVER  BEFORE  IN  U.S. 
HISTORY  HAVE  NUCLEAR  MISSILES  MOVED  AROUND 
THE  U.S.  COUNTRYSIDE  AND  BEEN  LAUNCHED  FROM 
RAILROAD  CARS.  FROM  A  NATIONAL  SECURITY 
PERSPECTIVE  THE  MILITARY  MAY  FIND  THIS  BASING 
SYSTEM  VERY  ATTRACTIVE,  BUT  FROM  A  PUBLIC 
SAFETY  PERSPECTIVE  IT  IS  FRIGHTENING  AND  LOADED 
WITH  POTENTIAL  0 ANGER.  WITH  THIS  BASING  MODE  WE 
HAVE  MORE  TO  WORRY  ABOUT  FROM  OUR  OWN  AIR  FORCE 
THAN  FROM  SOVIETS  MISSILES! 

THIS  EVENINGS  HEARING  IS  FOR  CITIZENS  TO  RESPOND 
TO  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
RELEASED  TO  THE  PUBLIC  JUST  TWO  WEEKS  AGO. 

YOUR  SCHEDULE  SUGGESTS  THAT  IT  IS  NDT  THE  FINAL 
HEARING  PLANNED.  THE  EPA  WILL  CONDUCT,  I 
PRESUME,  THE  FORMAL  HEARINGS. 

THE  PURPOSE  OF  AN  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  IS 
TO  PROVIDE  IN  A  SINGLE  DOCUMENT  EVIDENCE  SUPPORTING 
THE  SPONSORS  VIEWPOINT  THAT  THE  SPONSOR'S  PROPOSED 
ACTION  IS  ENVIRONMENTALLY  SAFE.  THAT  DOCUMENT 
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SHOULD  PROVIDE.  BEYOND  THE  SHADOW  OF  A  DOUBT. 

I 

SEGMENTS.  THERE  IS,  HOWEVER,  LITTLE  OR  NO  DATA 

EVIDENCE  THAT  ALL  REASONABLE  AND  MANY 

TO  SUPPORT  YOUR  CONCLUSIONS.  YOU  HAVE  CHOSEN 

UNREASONABLE  CONT1GENCIES  HAVE  BEEN  CONSIDERED  AND 

FOR  SOME  UNKNOWN  REASON  TO  TOTALLY  EXCLUDE 

PLANNED  FOR 

THE  BACKGROUND  INFORMATION  UPON  WHICH  YOU 

BASE  YOUR  DECISIONS.  IT  IS  IMPOSSIBLE  TO  HAVE 

GENTLEMEN,  IN  THAT  CONTEXT.  WHAT  YOU  HAVE  SUBMITTED 

CONFIDENCE  IN  THE  SAFETY  OF  YOUR  PROGRAM  WITHOUT 

AS  AN  EIS  IS  NOT  ACCEPTABLE  IT  FAILS  TO  SUPPORT  YOUR 

5 

THIS  INPUT.  HOW  CAN  WE  AGREE  OR  DISAGREE  WITH  YOUR 

PROPOSED  ACTION. 

CONCLUSIONS  V  ■'  7HOUT  SEEING  THE  EVIDENCE  COLLECTED  TO 

SUPPORT  YOUR  CASE? 

AN  EIS  MUST  CONTAIN  THREE  ELEMENTS: 

WE  SHOULD  EXPECT  DOCUMENTATION  FOR  EACH  BASE  AT 

1 .  A  MAJOR  SEGMENT  DETAILING  EVIDENCE  AND 

LEAST  AS  THICK  AS  THE  SINGLE  DOCUMENT  YOU  SUPPLIED 

INFORMATION  COLLECTED  FOR  EVALUATION. 

FOR  THE  WHOLE  PROGRAM. 

2  A  SEGMENT  SHOWING  HOW  YOU  USED  THE 

THE  ENTIRE  EIS  IS  FULL  OF  GENERALIZATIONS  THAT 

INFORMATION  TO  PREDICT  WHAT  WILL  HAPPEN 

NEED  SUPPORT.  EXAMPLES  INCLUDE: 

5 

BASED  ON  THE  ACTION  YOU  WANT  TO  TAKE. 

1.  FOR  AN  EXPANDED  RAIL  SYSTEM  YOU  ARE 

3.  A  SEGMENT  THAT  COMPARES  YOUR  ACTION 

CONSIDERING  CONSTRUCTION  OF  A  NEW  SPUR  YOU  SAY 

AGAINST  THE  "NO  ACTION-  BASELINE 

6 

'THE  MOST  WESTERN  THREE  MILES  (36  ACRES  OF  RIGHT- 
OF-WAY)  WOULD  BE  LOCATED  NEAR  THE  URBAN  AREA 

IF  DONE  WELL,  AN  OBSERVER  CAN  LOOK  AT  THE  EVIDENCE 

OF  MIDLAND,  MICHIGAN.  SPECIFIC  LAND  USE  IN  THIS 

COLLECTED  AND  HAVE  CONFIDENCE  THAT  IT  WAS  ANALYZED 

AREA  IS  UNKNOWN,  BUT  THERE  COULD  BE  A  CONFLICT 

INTELLIGENTLY  AND  AGREE  WITH  YOUR  CONCLUSIONS 

WITH  INHABITED  BUILDINGS  ON  THE  EASTERN  EDGE  OF 

THAT  TOWN."  WHAT  KIND  OF  ANALYSIS  IS  THAT? 

IN  THIS  SINGLE  VOLUME  THE  AIR  FORCE  HAS  GONE  TO 

SOME  LENGTH  REGARDING  THE  SECOND  AND  THIRD 
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2.  ON  PAGE  4.0-2  THE  DOCUMENT  IS  VERY 
FUZZY  ON  WHICH  STATE  AND  LOCAL  ENVIRONMENTAL 
LAWS  WILL  BE  FOLLOWED.  WHICH  ERA,  STATE  AND 
ENVIRONMENTAL  REGULATIONS  WILL  BE  IMPACTED  BY 
YOUR  ACTIONS?  WILL  YOU  COMPLY  WITH  THEM  OR 
NOT?  WE  NEED  YOUR  DATA  AND  IT  IS  NOT  INCLUDED.  IS 
YOUR  ANALYSIS  INCOMPLETE? 

3  A  CRITICAL  PART  OF  THE  ENTIRE  ANALYSIS 
IS  WHAT  WILL  BE  THE  PERFORMANCE  OF  THE  MISSILE 
CARS  IN  THE  ADVENT  OF  A  POSSIBLE  ACCIDENT. 
STATISTICALLY,  YOU  WILL  NEED  TO  PLAN  FOR  ROUGHLY  ONE 
ACCIDENT  PER  YEAR.  NOTHING  IN  THE  E1S  SUGGESTS 
THAT  YOU  WILL  ACTUALLY  TEST  THE  SAFETY  OF  THE 
CARS  IN  WORST  CASE  SCENARIOS.  GENTLEMEN.  WE  NEED 
TO  KNOW  HOW  THOSE  CARS  WILL  PERFORM  IF  THEY  DERAIL, 

IF  THEY'RE  IMPACTED  BY  A  GASOLINE  TRUCK,  OR  IF  A 
TERRORISTS  STINGER  MISSILE  SHOULD  STRIKE  A  MISSILE 
CAR  TEST  THE  CARS,  DON'T  GIVE  US  COMPUTER 
SIMULATIONS! 

4.  WHEN  WILL  YOU  MOVE  THE  CARS?  HOW  WILL 
YOU  ALERT  LOCAL  COMMUNITIES?  WHAT  EVACUATION 
PLANS  HAVE  YOU  PREPARED  AND  DISCUSSED  WITH 
LOCAL  COMMUNITIES?  THOSE  DETAILS  ARE  MISSING. 

IF  YOU  BRING  NUCLEAR  MISSILES  INTO  OUR  COMMUNITY  WE 
WILL  WANT  TO  KNOW  ABOUT  THOSE  MOVEMENTS.  THE 
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NATIONAL  EMERGENCY  RESPONSE  TEAMS  WONT  ARRIVE  FOR 
SEVERAL  HOURS  AFTER  AN  ACCIDENT  -  TOO  LATE  TO 
PROVIDE  IMMEDIATE  HELP.  WHAT  TRAINING  WILL  YOU 
PROVIDE  LOCAL  FIRE  DEPARTMENTS  FOR  HANDLING 
RADIATION  MIXED  WITH  LETHAL  PLUMES  OF  GASES? 

5  WHAT  RAIL  RESTRICTIONS  WILL  YOU  FOLLOW 
IN  MOVING  THE  TRAINS  BOTH  BACK  TO  THE  HOME 
BASE  AND  WHEN  LOADED  WITH  THE  NUCLEAR 
WEAPONS?  AT  WHAT  SPEEDS  WILL  YOU  MOVE  THESE 
TRAINS,  AND  WHAT  QUALITY  OF  TRACK  WILL  YOU 
MOVE  ON?  WHAT  IS  THE  QUALITY,  FOR  EXAMPLE.  OF  THE 
DETROIT  AND  MACKINAW  TRACK  SERVICING  OSCODA  AND 
THE  REMAINDER  OF  THAT  LINE?  HOW  WILL  YOU  HANDLE  THE 
OVERSIZED  CARS?  WHERE  IS  YOUR  DATA?  WE  CANT  MAKE 
JUDGMENTS  THAT  YOU  KNOW  WHAT  YOU'RE  TALKING  ABOUT 
IF  YOU  DONT  GIVE  US  THE  FACTS. 

•  HOW  WILL  YOU  DECOMMISSION  THE  MISSILES, 
TRAINS,  AND  GARRISON  FACILITIES?  YOU  TOTALLY 
IGNORE  THAT  SITUATION  BY  SAYING  YOU  WILL  FOLLOW 
REGULATIONS  AT  SOME  FUZZY  TIME  IN  THE  FUTURE.  THAT 
ISNT  ACCEPTABLE.  HOW  WILL  YOU  HANDLE 
DECOMMISSIONING?  HOW  WILL  YOU  HANDLE  CONTAMINATED 
EQUIPMENT  AND  EARTH?  WHAT  WILL  YOU  DO? 


16 
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•  YOUR  EIS  IS  FULL  OF  COMMENTS  ABOUT  COMPUTER 
SIMULATIONS?  WHERE  IS  THE  OUTPUT  OF  THE 
COMPUTER  SIMULATIONS?  WHAT  ASSUMPTIONS  DID 
YOU  MAKE  TO  RUN  THE  MODELS?  WHERE  IS  YOUR 
DATA? 

•  KEY  SECTIONS  GLOSS  OVER 
DECOMMISSIONING  AND  TRANSPORTATION  OF  THE 
WEAPONS  BY  HIDING  BEHIND  REFERENCES  TO  NON-DOD 
AGENCIES.  THIS  MISSILE  PROGRAM  IS  YOUR  PROGRAM. 

THIS  EIS  IN  YOUR  STATEMENT  YOU  CANT  HIOE  BEHIND 
OTHER  AGENCIES  AND  NOT  ADORESS  THOSE  KEY  QUESTIONS! 

GENTLEMEN,  MY  SUGGESTION  IS  THAT  YOU  SCRAP  THIS 
VERSION  OF  THE  EIS  AND  COME  BACK  TO  THE  PUBLIC  WITH 
MORE  HEARWGS  WHEN  YOU  HAVE  COMPLETED  YOUR  TASK. 
WHEN  YOU  RETURN,  PLEASE  HAVE  THE  DATA  INCLUDING 
THE  ACTUAL  TESTING  OF  THE  MISSILE  CARS  -  IN  YOUR 
DOCUMENT  THAT  WILL  SUPPORT  YOUR  CONCLUSIONS  WHAT 
YOU  HAVE  PRESENTED  US  IS  A  WHITEWASH. 


TESTIMCNT  CN 

DRAFT  OWTROMrartAL  IMPACT  STXIEMENT 
PEACEEEEPW  (MX)  RAIL  GARRISON  PROCHAN 
UNI  TUI  STATES  AIR  FORCE,  JURE  19B8 
AT  PUBLIC  REARING,  OSCODA  HIGH  SCHOOL,  OSCODA,  MICHIGAN 

DR.  JAMES  R.  ANDERSCN 
WOPESSCR  Of  BWANITIES 
COLLSSE  OP  ARTS  AND  LETTERS 
518  SOCTR  REDZIE  BAU, 

MICHIGAN  STATE  CNIVHtSm 
EAST  LANSING,  MICHIGAN  48814 
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Good  «v«ninq.  My  rmm  is  Or.  Jan*  R.  Anderson.  I  aa  Professor  of 
amenities  et  Michigan  State  Oniversity,  where  I  have  been  a  faculty  mmtmt  for 
over  20  yeses.  I  have  published  extensively  an  the  ijqmct  of  the  military 
budget  on  the  cities,  states,  and  regions  of  the  U.S.,  and  am  a  research  fellow 
of  a^loywnt  Research  Associates,  located  in  Unsing,  Michigan.  I  am  also 
Coordinator  of  Citizens  for  a  Livable  Cr— unity,  a  citixene  group  dedicated  to 
the  education  of  the  public  regarding  the  orvircrmsntal  lapsct  of  alternative 
transportation  sodas  and  policies,  especially  a a  they  enhance  or  lessen 
efficiency  of  energy  utilisation.  In  this  capacity  I  have  had  cxtanalve 
experience  with  the  national  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969  (WPA),  including 
several  years  of  litigation. 

I  wish  to  examine  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (OeiS)  in  light 
of  two  central  provisions  of  NEPk  regarding  the  required  contents  of 
environmental  Upset  statements,  they  aret  1}  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action,  and  2)  the  relationship  between  local  short-term  usee  of  man's 
environment  and  the  maintenance  and  anhancaamnt  of  long-term  productivity (42 
use  Chap.  55,  )}4332<CMU1>  and  4332<C)(iv).) 

1.  ALTERNATIVES,  the  only  alternative  seriously  discussed  is  ths 
deployment  of  100  MX  siseilee  an  50  trains.  But  Depsrtment  of  Defenms 
Directive  6050.1,  (Snc.  2),  "Environmental  Considerations  in  QoO  Actions," 
requires  that  ths  EIS  process  "Identify  alternatives  as  to  their  beneficial  and 
detrimental  effects  on  the  environmental  elements,  pacifically  taking  into 
account  the  alternative  of  no  action,"  (EXphesia  added),  the  consider *tion~of 
the  no  action  alternative"  can  be"  gSmr oumly  called  feeble.  In  the  entire  bulky 
document,  only  61  lines  of  text,  the  equivalent  of  one  page  of  boilerplate 
generalities,  mention  this  alternative,  and  only  8  lines,  yes,  8  Unas,  are 
original  text.  The  other  53  lines  repeat  either  a  3  or  $  line  boilerplate 
segment.  The  no  action  alternative  is  a  viable  alternative,  and  would  probably 
have  prevailed  by  this  time,  out  tor  cne  heavy  duty  railroading  of  Congress  on 
this  contracting  bonanza  by  the  military- industrial  cor^lex.  Mo  action  is 
probably  the  wisest  long  range  alternative,  and  needs  serious  discussion  in  the 
final  EIS. 

IX.  UHG  TERM  PRODUCTIVITY.  Aa  a  railroad  system,  what  does  the  NX  nil 
garrison  produce,  and  whet,  if  anything  does  it  contribute  to  the  maintenance 
and  enhancement  of  lonq  term  productivity?  first,  the  rail  garrison  costs  each 
U.S  congressional  district  about  $30  million,  and  the  full  MX  system  costs  each 
congressional  district  about  $60  million.  The  system  is  notable  for  the 
inequality  it  creates.  More  than  380  congressional  districts  will  experience 
net  losses  of  both  capital  resources  and  jobs.  Every  job  involved  in  hiding  on 
the  MX  railroad  will  be  offset  by  the  loss  of  more  than  one  job  in  the 
production  economy. 

The  balance  of  trade  deficit  tells  all  who  will  liaten  that  the  O.S.  has  a 
production  deficit  running  over  $10  billion  per  south,  sometimes  as  high  ss  $15 
billion  per  month .  This  is  the  single  greatest  threat  to  the  national  security 
of  the  United  States,  because  foc*i<y>  investment,  not  for«i<gi  invasion,  is  the 
primary  risk  to  our  Independence  and  well-being  as  a  nation.  A  few  days  ago 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington.  D.C.  20 301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Dyes*  Air  Force  Base  is  one  of 
ten  sites  In  the  country  being  considered  as  the  site  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  6arr1son. 

I  would  wholeheartedly  like  to  voice  my  support  of  this 
vital  strategic  program.  The  Rail  Garrison  combines  the 
existing  Peacekeeper  missile  with  the  U.S.  railroads  to 
provide  «  highly  survlvable  end  capable  strategic  weapon 
system  which  Is  low  risk,  low  cost,  and  a  fully  flexible 
system.  I  know  the  this  would  be  a  great  asset  to  Dyess, 
the  city  of  Abilene  and  our  great  state  in  general. 

I  respectfully  urge  your  favorable  consideration  of  this 
request. 


Jerry  J.  Beauchamp 
State  Representative 
District  119 


the  Japan**#  bought  a  25,000  acre  orange  grove  in  floe  ldm.  They  made  their 
oonquest  with  money,  not  miliearimm  or  misailem.  Oil  Ui  huge  and  growing 
part  of  our  trade  and  production  deficit,  and  w«  urgently  need  a  more 
productive  and  efficient  rail  system. 

the  MX  railroad  eyatam  will  ba  ana  of  the  perveraa  tranaportaticn  tenders  of 
the  world.  For  a  $15  billion  investment,  we  get  25  trains  averaging  $600 
million  each  in  ooet.  The  coat  of  one  NK  train  le  approximately  equal  to  the 
annual  total  Federal  investment  In  paaamvger  rail  .He  will  have  6  freight  care 
and  two  engines  per  train,  if  the  drawing  an  page  S-3  is  accurata.  That's  a 
grand  total  of  150  freight  cars,  and  eight  engines,  watchad  over  by  a 
technological  priesthood  of  4296  eaployeea,  an  average  of  172  per  train.  Thaaa 
tabulou*  train*  only  travel  a  few  times  a  year,  with  no  predictable  schedule. 
The  MX  rail  garrison  contribute*  nothing  toward  the  enhancement  of  long-tarn 
productivity  in  either  passenger  or  freight  transportation,  and  it  produces  end 
carries  nothing  for  export  except,  perhaps,  a  radioactive  fireball. 

Michigan  badly  needs  productive  rail  Investment,  end  so  does  ths  United 
States, but  the  MX  rail  prison  isn't  it.  Will*  oil  ieporte  have  soared  to  7 
million  barrels  pec  day,  seme  40  per  cent  of  U.S.  consumption,  Michigan  ha* 
abandoned  2288  mils*  of  rail  routes  In  the  lest  25  years.  Ri<**  new  CSX  rail 
wants  to  abandon  profitable  tracks  between  Midland  and  Clare.  Michigan  end 
other  state*  want  to  build  high  speed  rail  systems  through  smjor  transportation 
cor  riders,  such  as  Detroit  to  Chicago.  For  about  $2.9  billion  e  250  mile  per 
hour  rail  system  could  connect  the  cities  between  Detroit  end  Chicago,  mtd  mk» 
possible  a  one  hour,  fifteen  minute  trip  between  Detroit  end  Chicago.  The  oil 
saving  end  economic  spinoff  would  be  tremendous.  The  MX  rail  garrison  funds 
would  build  five  such  si*>er  speed  rail  systems  around  the  O.S,  m scion*  serious 
about  production  and  energy  efficiency  ere  building  system#  like  thaaa,  and 
because  of  the  Pentagon's  missile  envy,  we  asy  end  up  buying  our  trains  as  well 
as  our  oil  from  them,  while  the  military- indust rial  complex  indulges  in  its 
nuclear  missile  follies. 

The  MX  rail  garrison  does  not  maintain  critical  long  term  productivity,  and 
it  does  not  enhance  long  term  productivity.  It  would  be  a  dreg  on  productivity 
and  efficimicy,  already  mriously  ooepcoalsed  by  the  existing  level  of 
^productive  military  consumption.  As  *  Federal  transportation  invests*^,  I 
nominate  it  for  the  most  unproductive  and  inefficient  rail  investment  in  the 
history  of  our  galaxy.  National  security  is  not  enhanced  by  such  grotesque  and 
destructive  inefficency. 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Dear  Secretary  Carlucci: 

The  purpose  of  thia  letter  is  to  offer  my  support  of  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base  in  Abilene,  Texas  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  which  combines  the  existing  Peacekeeper  missile 
with  the  U.S.  railroads  in  our  strategic  weapons  system.  Dyess 
is  one  of  ten  sites  in  the  country  under  consideration  and  the 
only  one  in  Texas. 

The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garelaon  combine*  a  proven  missile  with  a 
mature  transportation  system  to  provide  a  highly  reliable  mobile 
weapon  system.  The  mobility  feature  produces  survivability — a 
key  ingredient  in  deterrence.  In  a  nation  based  on  freedom, 
deterrence  protects  peace  without  limiting  the  liberties  we  so 
enjoy. 

Abilene  has  a  history  of  contributing  to  th*  free  world's 
defense.  The  community  actively  promotes  a  close  and  strong 
relationship  with  Dyess  AFB.  Th*  strong  coemunity  support  as  well 
as  its  highly  sophisticated  facilities  would  make  Dyes*  and 
Abilene  an  ideal  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

The  people  of  Texas  support  this  vital  strategic  program  and 
enthusiastically  urge  the  selection  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as 
the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon. 


«igo  B4k  langa  i 

Speaker  Pro  Tempore 


rxx  am.  m*.  a«««.  ww*  mmmw  dm>  m 
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Frank  Collazo,  Jr. 

state  BtmatwTAnvt 


June-  2 J,  1  988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defence 
The  Pentagon 

Washington ,  DC  20301- 1ISS 
Dear  Hr.  Carlucci: 

1  strongly  support  Dye tm  Air  Force  Bane  a*  the  hone  for 
the  Peacekeepter  Rail  Garr i eon . 

At  a  tiM  when  our  county  la  faced  with  budgetary  problem* 
and  you  hare  a  CO— unity  that  io  already  uae  to  and  accept*  the 
nuclear  force*  it  just  sake*  sense  to  go  ahead  with  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  locate  at  Dyeas  Air  Force  Dane. 

Abilene,  and  all  of  West  Texas  strongly  supports  this 
project  and  eanta  ya'll  to  cone  on  down  and  let  us  show  you 
s one  true  Texas  Hospitality. 

Tours  truly, 


"h'0^kC(£(.&'p,lY 

FRANK  COLLAZO,  JR. 
Oistrict  23 


l«0  W»  AVt 

POST  aXTHUS.  TEXAS  TT* 42 
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June  2,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defenae 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

As  the  site  eelectlon  draws  near  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison,  I  respectfully  urge  your  strong  consideration  of 
Dyeas  Air  Force  Bate  in  Abilene,  Texaa. 

In  that  Dyeas  Air  Force  Base  already  serves  as  a  home  to  a 
part  of  the  nation's  nuclear  forces,  I  feel  it  would  be  a 
practical  and  geographically  advantageous  site,  which  has 
the  support  of  the  people  of  Abilene. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


Sincerely, 

r? 


y.t/nJ*  J  /yrr' 


Orlando  L.  Garcia 
State  Representative 
District  115 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defanse 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Department  of  Defense  is 
considering  locating  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  a 
number  of  sites,  including  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene, 
Texas . 

Community  support  has  long  been  demonstrated  in  Abilene 
toward  Dyesa  AFB.  The  advantages  of  the  Peacekeeper  -  ease 
of  transportation,  low  cost,  high  potential  for  reliability 
and  survivability,  and  others  -  can  make  a  difference  in  our 
success  in  deterring  a  possible  Soviet  attack.  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base  is  optimally  situated  for  placement  of  the 
Peacekeeper . 

For  the  above  reasons  I  appreciate  your  earnest 
consideration  of  situating  the  peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas.  If  I  can  provide 
further  information  or  be  of  assistance ,  please  feel  free  to 
contact  me. 


RZ/dm 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


1 


Although  the  Oistrict  that  I  represent  Is  some  distance  from 
Dyess  Alt  force  Base  In  Abilene,  I  can  encourage  favorable 
consideration  of  Dyess  as  home  for  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison 
without  hesitation.  People  in  this  area  have  learned  to 
appreciate  the  professionalism  of  our  military  and  know  that 
support  of  their  mission  extends  beyond  providing  land  and 
structures.  We  have  learned  how  to  make  them  feel  welcome,  no 
matter  In  what  cc— inlty  they  may  be  located. 


It  Is,  therefore,  with  sincere  pleasure,  and  with  the  knowledge 
that  Dyess  is  an  excellent  choice,  that  I  encourage  the  location 
of  the  Rail  Garrison  In  Texas. 


PO  Sox  2910 
Aiwttn,  Team  70769-2910 

512-463-0534 


PO  Box  2073 

Wkhzo  Fa*.  Tmxm  76307  2073 
817  7666434 
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Kent  Orumerxdorf 


June  9,  I960 


June  7, 


1908 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense.  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  DC  20301-155 


Dear  Mr.  secretary: 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


As  I  understand  it,  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  is  being  considered 
as  a  site  for  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  unit.  I  believe 
Dyess  AF8  would  be  an  excellent  site  choice,  providing 
security  for  numerous  Texas  military  installations  as  well 
as  access  to  an  extensive  railway  system. 

Texans  have  a  long  history  of  enthusiastic  support  for  U.S. 
military  programs.  The  City  of  Abilene  and  the  State  of 
Texas  fully  support  and  encourage  the  selection  of  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base  as  a  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


Sincerely, 


State  Representative 
District  83 


1 


In  their  endeavor  to  be  sele«%*0  aa  one  of  America* a  sites 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  GarrifMliV- I  *“  pleased  to  enthusi¬ 
astically  support  the  effortmaCw  the  city  of  Abilene,  its 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  OyM^Kir  Force  Base. 


The  people  of  Afctlene  and  tfc«  citizens  of  Texas  have  lofl* 
had  a  tradition  of  playing  a  Ray  role  in  the  defense  of  our 
nation.  Me  welcome  tb»  potential  of  having  the  NjjSlftlOl,  > 
Rail  Garrison  as  an  addition  tool  to  the  peace Mp lag  to*s 
aion  to  Which  Tsesnl*  sod  toj^Tegans  have  long  been  CMMUthdl 

For  your  positive  constdefCBwn  of  this  strategic  defen** 
program  at  Dyess  Air  Perc«-Mp«>'  1  thank  you. 

Sincerely, 


Kent  Gruaendorf 


K 


RDG/bma 


KG:  Id 


PO  Box  2910  •  Avttin  Tfxs*  78769  •  15121*63  0542 
918  Av«  J  •  LuBbock.  Ttxas  79408  •  (8061  763  4468 


DOCUMENT  129 


DOCUMENT  130 


l.iiu  Oiwnvn* 


*<arr  of  trxa« 
Jfcousr  of  ikrprrsrntanbfs 


June  16,  1908 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense, 

Department  of  Defense 

The  Pentaqon,  Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

Texas  has  a  long  tradition  of  contributing  to  the  free  world's 
defense.  There  are  numeiu~:;  *rategic,  military  bases  throughout  our 
great  state  that  aid  in  the  deterencc  of  wa-  while  preserving  the 
peace  all  freedom  loving  people  en^oy. 


June  10,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington.  D.C.  20301-1155 


1 


Currently,  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene  Texas  is  being  considered 
as  a  aite  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  The  Peacekeeper,  a  four- 
stage,  lnertially  guided  ICBM  would  be  based  on  trains  In  garrisons 
ready  for  deployment  onto  the  more  than  170,000  miles  of  railroad 
track.  This  highly  survivable  and  capable  strategic  weapon  will  be  an 
even  greater  aaset  to  the  security  of  this  country  and  all  free 
peoples . 


Texas  is  ready  to  support  the  efforts  of  the  Department  of  Defense.  I 
would  like  to  express  my  support  for  the  location  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  at  Dyeas  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene.  If  X  can  be  of  any 
assistance,  please  don’t  hesitate  to  call  on  me. 


Lena  Guerrero 
State  Represented ve 
Oistrlct  51 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary; 

I  am  writing  in  support  of  locating  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 
I  think  this  is  a  vital  program  and  would  hope 
that  Abilene,  Texas,  that  has  so  actively 
supported  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base  in  the  past  would 
be  chosen  for  the  site. 

I  hope  you  will  give  Texaa  your  most  favorable 
consideration  in  selecting  a  site. 


Sincerely, 


JR/ds 


It)  ft,.  290.  Au*.n  *7W) 


n.«r  512  4MIW2 


KisucmAi.ni 
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Dudley  Harrison 


State  of  Texas 
House  ol  Representatives 
Austin,  Texas 


Hay  31,  1988 


C.  Carlucci 


The  Honorable  Frank 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  auJOl-liSS 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

This  ii  to  request  that  you  give  serious  consideration 
to  selecting  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base  at  Abilene,  Texas,  as 
the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  My  understand¬ 
ing  is  that  this  project  would  combine  the  existing  Peace¬ 
keeper  missile  with  U.S.  railroads  in  our  strategic  weapons 
system. 

Although  other  sections  of  country  are  competing  for 
this  project.  Abilene  would  be  especially  appropriate  for 
and  receptive  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  Its  climate, 
its  geography  and  its  fine  people  combine  to  make  the  site 
ideal . 

Sincerely, 


c7exas  House  of  Representatives 

^  v  ro  s<‘i  .'9io 
-  *  »/:  <•'  nt» 

JT  iMKlA*  Has*  r*4  S  it  S  ullt  CM 

»  ,v  Irwiinti*  teia \  ‘"iS* 


si  <  ft.  Rt  fRfSf  v  n  m  t 

Jim  cHorti 


June  27,  1938 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Cai 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20101-1 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

Texas  has  long  been 


peac 


ce  through  deterr 


ipportive  of  the  premis 


For  over  30  years  DyeBS  AFB  has  served  as  a  SAC 
base  serving  aB  home  to  the  B-47,  the  9-52,  and  the 
B«  1 .  This  nuclear  tradition  would  make  Dyess  AFB  an 
excellent  home  for  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison. 

The  Rail  Garrison  promises  to  provide  a  means  of 
deploying  the  Peacekeeper  which  is  low  risk,  low  cost 
fuily  flexible  and  highly  survivable.  At  a  time  when 
budgetary  pressures  are  threatening  many  crucial  defense 
programs  it  seems  logical  to  go  ahead  with  the  Rail 
Carr ison. 

I  sincerity  appreciate  your  valuable  time.  If 
I  may  ever  be  of  service  to  you,  py****"^  Oot  hesitate 
to  let  me  know. 


Jim  Horn 

State  Representative 
District  59 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 

Secretary  of  Defense.  Department  of  Defense 

The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Secretary  Carlucci: 

I  would  like  to  urge  you  to  place  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene. 

Not  only  do  the  people  of  Abilene  support  this  program,  but 
they  would  love  to  be  the  home  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison.  Abilene  has  a  long  tradition  of  contributing  to 
the  free  world’s  defense.  For  over  30  years  Dyess  AFB  has 
served  as  a  SAC  base,  and  the  community  actively  promotes  a 
close  and  strong  relationship  with  Oyess.  In  fact  the 
base’s  original  5,000  acres  were  donated  to  the  Air  Force  by 
the  community. 

It  is  my  opinion  that  the  future  home  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  should  be  Dyesa. 

Thanking  you  for  your  cons iderat ion ,  I  am 
Sincerely, 

/f/X 

Ron  Lewis 


Stale  of  Texas 
Ttouse  of  Representatives 


May  31,  19B8 


Honorable  Frank  C.  rarluccj 
Secretary  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  am  writinq  to  encouraqe  your  Department's  support  o! 
Dyess  AFB  as  the  site  selected  f  >r  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison.  The  people  of  Texas  are  proud  of  the  role  that 
they  have  played  in  contributing  to  our  country's  defense 
system. 

I  In  particular,  there  is  a  deep  sense  of  pride  and 

tremendous  support  in  the  Abilene  community  for  Dvess  AFB 
and  a  long  tradition  of  havinq  played  a  .role  in  our  coun¬ 
try  s  nucleat  defense  system. 

I  hope  that  you  and  the  Department  of  Defense  will 
grant  Abilene  and  Dyess  AFB  the  opportunity  to  provide  the 
future  home  of  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison. 


J lm  McW 1 1 1  lams 
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June  2 , 


1988 
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The  Honorable  Krank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D  C  20301-1155 
Dear  Secretary  Carlucci. 

1  am  writing  to  you  in  regards  to  my  wholehearted  support 
of  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  which  coafcines  the  existing  Peacekeeper 
aissile  with  o.  S.  railroads  in  our  strategic  weapons 

system. 

Briefly,  sy  reasons  are  two  fold.  First  of  all.  I  think 
Dyass  Air  Force  Base  is  an  extremely  excellent  location 
and  secondly,  this  project  certainly  has  the  support  of 
the  people  in  this  area. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration. 


lelton 
State  Representative 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


The  citizens  of  the  state  of  Texas  support  a  strong  national 
defense  as  a  deterrent  to  foreign  aggression. 


in  response  to  Congressional  direction  that  a  more  surviv- 
able  baaing  mode  be  found  for  the  50  additional  Peacekeeper 
mlasiles,  the  resulting  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  plan  is 
conaidaring  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base  aa  a  baaing  site. 
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Texas  is  home  to  many  of  the  nation's  siajor  defense  indus¬ 
tries  as  well  as  45  military  bases.  The  opportunity  to 
expand  the  role  our  state  plays  in  the  strategic  defense  of 
our  nation,  is  welcomed  not  only  by  the  residents  of  Abilene 
but  also  by  all  Texans. 


I  appreciate  your  favorable  consideration  of  Dyesa  Air  Force 
Base  as  the  future  home  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


Sincerely, 

MIKE  MILLSAP 


MM/  jl 
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house  of  Representatives 


Representative  Anna  Movery 
3509  Hulen ,  Suite  112 
Fort  Worth,  Texas  76107 

June  7,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

It  is  my  understanding  that  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  which  is 
located  near  Abilene,  Texas,  is  one  of  ten  sites  in  the 
country  being  considered  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 
I  would  like  to  register  my  strong  support  for  this  vital 
stratagic  program  to  be  located  in  Texas. 
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Your  favorable  consideration  of  Dyesa  AFD  for  the  site  of 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 


For  over  30  years  Dyes*  A FB  has  served  aa  a  SAC  base  serving 
as  a  home  to  the  B-47,  the  B-52,  and  the  B-l.  Texas  is 
proud  to  be  a  home  to  a  portion  of  the  United  States  nuclear 
forces  snd  will  continue  to  promote  a  strong  relationship 
with  National  Security. 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my 
support  for  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  a  site  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison.  I  understand  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
combines  the  existing  Peacekeeper  missile  with  U.S.  railroads 
to  improve  our  strategic  weapons  system. 
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Having  once  lived  in  Abilene.  1  know  that  the  citizens 
there  are  proud  to  have  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  their  city 
and  I  am  sure  that  they  would  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  with  equal  enthusiasm.  I  know  that  I  would  certainly 
be  proud  to  have  this  important  weapon  system  based  in  Texas. 


I  hope  that  you  will  give  careful  consideration  to  Dyess 
Air  Force  Base  when  selecting  a  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison. 


Alejandro  Moreno,  Jr. 


STATE  REPRESENTATIVE 


Sincerely  yours. 


Anna  Mowery 
State  Representativ 


7 


AM/lw 


comm  mu  •Nwew’Otf 
Quo*  ncsuiA’Oa  :«mi an  »  ww  4 
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Th*  Honorable  Frank  C.  Car luce L 
Sac rat ary  of  Dafanaa 
Department  of  Dafanaa,  Tbe  Pentagon 
Wa  ah  In  (too,  D.C.  20301-1155 


Da«r  Hr.  Secretary: 


June  a  shore  note  to  reguest  chat  you  give  aarloua 
consideration  Co  Dyaaa  Air  Forca  base  aa  tha  alta  for  tha 
Peacekeeper  Kail  Carrtaoo  which  conblnct  tha  existing 
Peacekeeper  alaala  with  U.S.  railroads  In  our  strategic 

waapons  aystea. 

Thank  you  for  your  hard  work  on  behalf  of  our  country') 
lManaaly  Important  dafanaa  program. 


'/■clA  d 


A. A, (Augle) Ovtrd  ' 

Dallas  -  District  113 


JIM  PARJtER 

Diunct  65 
104  N  AuKtn 
Conianchc.  Tcui  76442 
(VI 5)  356-5262 


June  2,  1980 


cHousc  of ‘•Representatives 

P.O.BOX  1918  •  AUSTIN.  TEXAS  7*7*9  •  SL2-4*3-***4 


CnminaJ  J  amprudracc 


Judicial  Affairs 
GencrsJ  (nvesugsbog 


Tha  Honor abla  Prank  C.  Carluccl 
Saeratary  of  Dafanaa 
Department  of  Defense 
Tha  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Nr.  Secretary* 

How  p leased  I  am  to  learn  of  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
being  proposed  for  Dyesa  APB,  Texas.  Not  only  will  the 
plan  be  considerably  leas  expensive  than  the  initial  silo- 
based  Peacekeeper  missiles,  but  tha  aobllity  faature  of  tha 
Rail  Garrison  should  provide  an  added  degree  of  security. 

While  I  understand  there  are  other  locations  being  consid¬ 
ered,  I,  of  course,  believe  you  will  find  no  better  site 
than  Dyeas  APB.  The  wonderful,  patriotic  people  of  the  "Big 
Country”  stand  solidly  in  your  corner.  You  can  ask  for  no 
better  support  than  that. 


I  respectfully  urge  your  selection  of  Dyeas  APB  aa  one 
the  new  locjkt-ions  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


of 


‘J,  P  Ptttertori 


Tftw  7fW> 

IJI/I4AJ 


Jyiatr  of  TexaJ 
‘Tfawsr  of  Jfcprrsr qwivea 
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Glenn  Repp 

State  RcptEStNTAnve 


The  Honorable  Prank  c.  Car luce i 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  203011155 
Dear  Secretary  Carluccl: 

This  is  to  express  ay  support  for  Dyeas  Air  force  Base  as 
the  site  for  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  Abilene,  Texas, 
hone  of  Dyess  Air  forca  Base,  has  in  the  past  demonstrated 
its  support  for  our  nation's  defense,  and  welcomes  th« 
opportunity  to  serve  aa  the  home  for  the  garrison. 

On  behalf  of  the  people  of  East  Texas,  I  request  your 
consideration  of  Dyeas  Air  Force  Base. 


*'X.  P.  (Pete)  Patterson 


June  2,  1988 


Honorable  Prank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Dear  Hr.  Carluccl* 

It  ia  ay  understanding  that  Dyesa  Air  force  Beee,  Texae,  la 
being  considered  aa  a  site  for  a  Peacakeeper  Rail  Garrison. 
On  behalf  of  the  people  of  the  greet  State  of  Texas,  1st  me 
say  that  we  would  be  proud  to  play  such  e  major  role  in 
helping  to  deter  global  war. 

Texans  have  a  history  of  willingness  to  stand  and  defend 
againet  tyranny.  We  support  the  policy  of  peace  through 
strength  syabolited  by  the  Peacekeeper  missile.  Aa  you  well 
know,  Abilene  is  already  home  to  a  portion  of  America's 
nuclear  forces  and  would  welcome  thie  additional  strategic 
program  into  their  community. 

Plsase  be  assured  that  your  affirmative  decision  to  base  the 
Paacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyesa  APB  would  be  greatly 
appraciatad.  I'm  sure  you  will  find  that  the  people  of 
Abilene  are  living  exaaples  of  the  state  motto,  •friend¬ 
ship.” 


Respectfully, 

Glenn  Repp 
House  District  104 


Dmnci  2  Ltmsr  (Mr*  A**,*  NoSAim 


Com n  him*  CerrwcOoa*  tad  Uqasr  (Uftltbea 
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eSxas  House  of  Representatives 
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June  6.  198B 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defenae 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Sir? 

This  letter  i*  in  support  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the 
site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  which  combines  the 
existing  Peacekeeper  missile  with  U.&.  railroads  in  our 
strategic  weapons  system. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  in  this  matter. 


Jim  D.  Rudd 


/jfe 


sam  w.  Russell 

»  *  Bo.  *•; 
a- roe  >i,v  '8'W 
V?  46J068C 

*  So.  ’» 

V  '».**  'S4V, 

3‘*  o'i  J64> 


State  of  Texas 
‘ House  of  Representatives 


June  1,  1980 


-OVM'lCS 


The  Honorable  Prank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense,  The  Pentagon 
Washington,  D.C.  20301-U5S 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  wholeheartedly  support  the  efforts  of  the  city  of  Abilene, 
its  Chamber  of  Coanerce,  and  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  in  their 
attempt  to  be  selected  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison. 

Abilene  has  a  long-standing  tradition  of  contributing  to 
America's  defense.  In  looking  over  the  proposed  sites,  I  am 
sure  you  will  agree  that  Abilene  would  absolutely  be  the 
perfect  location  for  the  Peacekeeping  Riil  Garrison  and, 
they  would  certainly  welcome  the  opportunity. 

It  is  my  belief  that  the  nation  would  greatly  benefit  from 
your  positive  consideration  of  this  strategic  defense 
program  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

fours  very  truly, 

^#1*/  !a) 

Sam  W.  Russell 


SWR/po 
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State  of  ‘Texas 
Tiouae  of  Represeqfativea 


*30  So  Bo,no>a» 

U  Gong*  79945 
:  4091968-819' 


Curtis  L.  SeldtltM,  Jr. 

Slate  Representative 

Cmpttmt  Office 

RO  Bor  ."tin 
Asalia.  Tens 

■SW  Mali?* 


State  of  Texas 
Tfouse  of  Representatives 

Zy^UStitl 


District  Office 

P  0  Box  JM 
Sherman  Terns  '¥**' 
'fir-  aaj-iJU 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Depertment  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Nr.  Secretary: 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
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I  would  like  to  take  this  time  to  voice  my  support  for  Dyess 
Air  Porce  Base  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison.  Abilene,  Texas  would  make  an  excellent  home  for 
this  strategic  weapons  system.  The  conunity  actively 
promotes  a  close  and  strong  relationship  with  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base,  having  donated  5.000  acres  in  which  Dyess  was 
built. 

Because  of  our  sise  and  location,  and  the  many  miles  of 
railroad  track  that  we  have,  the  State  of  Texas  is  a  very 
logical  choice  for  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison.  The  people 
of  Abilene  and  West  Texas  support  this  vital  strategic 
program  and  look  forward  to  being  its  home. 

If  I  can  be  of  any  assistance,  please  feel  free  to  contact 
my  office. 


M.  Saunders 


RHS/jas 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my  support  for 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

As  I'm  sure  you  are  aware  the  City  of  Abilene  Is  a  strong  supporter 
of  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  and  our  nation's  defense  system.  I  support  the 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base  sit#  because  it  Is  good  for  Texas  and  our  national 
defense. 

The  citizens  of  Texas  support  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  I'm 
sure  the  Rail  Garrison  looks  forward  to  calling  Abilene  home. 


Sincerely, 


Curtis  l.  Seldllts,  Jr. 


CS/s 1m 


C  nvmermmost  utmn 

Staw  Man 


Oumct  0 

Grnymon  County 

Coihn  County  tparti 
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June  8,  1988 


Hugh  D.  Shine 

State  Representative 


The  Honorable  frank  C.  Carlueci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defenee,  The  Pentagon 
Washington ,  D.C.  20301-1155 

Dear  Hr.  Secretary! 


r  am  writing  to  urge  your  support  for  making  the  Dyess  Air 
force  Base  in  Abilene,  Texas  the  home  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison. 


As  a  State  Representative  for  a  very  large  section  of  West 
Texas,  I  can  tell  you  that  Abilene  and  all  of  Wast  Texas  has 
a  long  history  of  support  for  the  strength  of  our  armed 
forces.  The  comnunlty  of  Abilene  has  been  home  to  the  Oyess 
Air  force  Base  for  over  thirty  years  serving  as  home  to  the 
B-47,  the  B-52  and  the  B-l  programs.  Dyess  Air  force  Base 
is  a  welcomed  and  strongl"  supported  part  of  the  West  Texas 
community. 


I  urge  your  support  for  locating  the  Peacekeeping  Pail 
Garrison  here  at  Dyess  Air  force  Base  in  Abilene,  Texas. 


»*<y  bon  Shaw 
State  /Representative 

LOS/dv 


June  8 , 


1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlueci 
Secretary  of  Defense,  Dept,  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  would  like  to  add  my  support  to  that  of  the  people  of 
Abilene  and  West  Texas  for  the  Dyess  Air  force  Base  as  the 
site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  which  combines  the 
existing  Peacekeeper  missile  with  U.S.  railroads  in  our 
strategic  weapons  system. 

1|  Dyess  is  one  of  ten  sites  being  considered  in  the  country 
I  and  is  the  only  site  considered  in  Texas.  I  would 
I  appreciate  your  support  in  bringing  this  important  strategic 
I  program  to  Texas . 


Sincerely, 


IAK*  AND  (MTlOtl  KLATIONS  COMMtTTII  8UOCIT  *  OVfWUGHT  ttmcOMMITni 
Il/OICIAIY  COUMimi  WjDCtt  ft  OVERSIGHT  VKOMMITTU 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Cerlucei 
Secretary  of  Defenee 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20201-1155 


Dear  Secretary  Carlueci: 


This  latter  ie  to  offer  my  encouragement  and  support  for  the 
baaing  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyaas  Air  fore#  Base 
in  Abilene,  Texas.  Dyess  ie  an  ideal  base  to  support  this  vital 
dafense  system,  both  administratively  and  logietically. 

foremost,  Dyess  hae  proven  effective  in  administrating  new 
programs  with  its  successful  initiation  of  the  B-l  program. 
Geographically  speaking,  Texes  can  offar  efficiant  transportation 
of  the  missile  with  its  centralised  location  end  wide  open  areas 
within  the  state.  Of  equal  Importance,  Texas  can  provide 
widespread  end  adequate  railway  tracks  to  support  the  system. 
Dyems  ie  centrally  located  In  the  state,  offering  easy  access 
to  the  railways. 


1 


At  this  crucial  time  of  economic  uncertainty  in  Texae,  there 
is  no  doubt  the  Peacekeeper  would  have  a  positive  and  lasting 
economic  impact  in  the  Btate.  The  eyetem  also  would  have  a 
positive  impact  on  Texas  lend  becauee  it  would  use  existing 
railway  tracks,  and  tiles  would  not  have  to  be  built. 


Texans  support  this  projsct  and  the  strong  defenee  posture  of 
this  administration,  on  behalf  of  citlsene  of  this  state,  1  ask 
your  continued  consideration  of  the  significant  contributions 
Texas  has  to  of  far  this  program.  Thank  you  tor  your  tlms  In 
addressing  these  concerns . 


Very  truly  yours, 

faYiuSCC 

Richard  A.  faith 


The  Honorable  frank  C.  Carlueci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 


Dear  Secretary  Carlueci : 

I  strongly  support  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  Your  consideration 
for  Abilene,  Texas  will  be  appreciated. 


Yours  v^ry  truly, 

.  v-4  -;r 

John  Smithee 


JS/eh 


Mrftfcfr  Aafnpnmmu  Cammmm 
Mwkr  EWootu  Conaunw 
CW*4*  fin  8ft4*«  #  Own** 
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June  14,  1988 


June  6,  1988 


Th«  Honorable  Frank  C.  Car luce i 
Sacra tary  of  Dafansa 
Department  of  Dafansa 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Nr.  Secretary 

I  want  to  ancouraga  you  to  salect  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilana, 
Texas  as  the  sit*  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defena* 

The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Desr  Secretary  Carlucci, 

I  a*  in  support  of  the  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Texas  as 
the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  This  particular 
region  in  Texas  has  previously  welcomed  several  nuclear 
forces  Including  the  B-47,  B-52  and  the  B-l  and  would  be  an 
excellent  location  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon. 

Thank  you  in  advance  for  your  consideration.  Please 
feel  free  to  contact  ate  if  I  can  be  of  assistance  to  you. 


Abilene  end  the  Fort  Worth  area,  which  I  represent,  have  many 
financial  and  commercial  ties  since  Fort  Worth  is  known  as  the 
Gateway  to  Heat  Texas. 

Any  program  that  brings  more  jobs  to  Abilene  has  a  positive  effect 
on  the  Port  Worth  area  and  the  entire  State  of  Texas. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  the  Lone  Star  State  for  this 
project. 


Hark  w.  Stiles 
State  Representative 
District  21 


>fC)NTE  STEWART 
'State  Representative 
District  92 
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June  10,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301 - 1 1 SS 


Dear  Nr.  Secretary: 


1  would  like  to  go  on  record  as  strongly  urging  the  Defense 
Department  to  support  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  which  combines  the  existing 
Peacekeeper  missile  with  U.S.  railroads  in  our  strategic 
weapons  system. 


1 


Abilene,  Texas  has  had  a  long  tradition  of  contributing  to 
the  free  world's  defense.  The  community  is  a  strong 
supporter  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  and  is  proud  to  be  a  home 
to  a  portion  of  America's  nuclear  force*. 


I  respectfully  request  your  support. 


Sincerely , 


JT/rc 


COMMrrrtES  Ski*  Artur*.  Omrma*  of 

BuB*h 

AtprapnuMM 

CM* n 
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June  1,  1988 


Th«  Hon.  Prank  C.  Carlucci 
Sacratary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Dafanaa 
The  Pentagon 
Washington,  DC  20101 


Daar  Sacratary  Carlucci i 


1  Mould  lika  to  infora  you  of  ay  aupport  for  Dyasa  Air  Porca  Baaa  naar 
Abiiana,  Tam,  aa  tha  aita  for  tha  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

II  believe  the  Dyaea  aita  aaata  all  Dafanaa  Department  qualifications 
and  would  provide  the  necessary  infrastructure  for  the  system.  The 
geography  and  location  of  tha  Dyaas  site  would  also  see*  to  aake  it  an 
ideal  location. 


Thank  you  for  your 
give  tha  Dyass  site  a 


consideration 
fair  hearing. 


and  l  aa  sure  the  Oepartaent  will 


BBT/fcw 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defanae 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Secretary  Carlucci i 

This  letter  is  to  inform  you  of  our  support  for 
locating  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  Abilene, 

Texas. 


1 


The  economic  climate  in  Texas  has  been  suffering 
as  you  know,  so  the  people  of  Abilene  and  Dyess 
Air  Force  Base  will  be  most  diligent  in  attending 
to  this  project.  They  have  a  long-standing  record 
of  aupport  of  the  nation's  defanae  efforts. 


Please  do  everything  in  your  power  to  see  that  the 
rail  garrison  la  assigned  to  Abilene,  Texas. 
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Dick  WAtcrBdd 


State  of  Texas 
House  of  Representatives 
Austin.  Texas 
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June  8 , 


1988 


The  Honorable  Prank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense,  Dept,  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  would  like  to  add  my  support  to  that  of  the  people  of 
Abilene  and  West  Texas  for  the  Dyess  Air  Force  Basa  aa  the 
site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  which  combines  the 
existing  Peacekeeper  aiasile  with  U.S.  railroads  in  our 
strategic  weapons  system. 

I  Dyess  is  one  of  ten  sites  being  considered  in  the  country 
and  is  the  only  site  considered  in  Texas.  1  would 
appreciate  your  support  in  bringing  this  Important  strategic 
program  to  Texas. 


State  Representative 

Foster  Whaley 


Di»trict  Of  fie* 

Route  1.  Bo*  TO 
Pomp*.  Thai  79065 
Office  Phone  (806)  665-3552 


State  of  Texas 
House  of  Representatives 


Austin  Office 
PO  Box  2910 
Austin.  Texas  78769-2910 
Office  Phone  (5121463-0736 


Juris  8, 


1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Sacratary  of  Defanaa 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Daar  Mr.  Carlucci « 

I  join  U.S.  Congressman  Charles  Stenholm,  State  Representative  Dob  Hunt¬ 
er,  and  many  of  our  business,  governmental  and  civic  leaders  In  request¬ 
ing  that  consideration  be  given  to  selecting  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base  as  the 
site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carriaon. 

I  believe  that  e  strong  national  defense  la  one  of  the  moat  Important 
issues  feeing  us  today.  Complacency  la  more  dangerous  than  such 
diseases  as  lung  cancer  and  heart  disease  because  it  affecte  not  just 
many  thousands,  but  ml 11 ions  of  people.  We  must  keep  e  strong  defense 
system  in  this  world  of  nuclear  missiles. 

The  cltlsens  of  Abilene,  as  well  aa  all  of  west  Texas,  would  be  honored 
to  be  a  part  of  this  strategic  defense  program  and  urge  you  to  give 
serious  consideration  to  locating  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carriaon  in 
Abilene,  Texas. 

Sincerely, 

A  -  */ 

Foster  Whaley 
FW/am 


■  IV’O  AUSTM  TXKAS  >ST** 


DOrrweT  84:  ArmetroM.  Beiacee,  Childress,  CeUimpnrenh.  Creaky.  IMeheme,  Deeley.  rtoyd.  Oeey.  HaU. 
Lmfebeck  (Werth  rural),  and  Metier  CeuOee. 
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STATE  of  TEXAS 
HOUSE  of  REPRESENTATIVES 


BOB  HUNTER 


July  14,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 


I  understand  that  the  Department  of  Defense  Is  considering  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base  at  Abilene,  Texas  as  a  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  6arr1son. 

I  urge  you  to  select  Dyess  AFB  for  this  Installation. 

Oyess  AFB  Is  situated  In  a  strategic  location  for  gutcfc  and  easy  dispersion 
of  the  missiles  should  the  need  arise.  The  qualities  of  the  base  are  well- 
known.  It  Is  the  caammlty  and  the  state  that  1  would  like  to  bring  to 
your  attention. 

The  people  of  Abilene  and  the  military  coownlty  have  a  long  history  of 
.  cooperation  and  concern  for  each  other.  The  base  was  established  due  to  a 

|  conmunlty  effort  at  the  beginning.  The  people  are  proud  of  Dyess  Air 

Force  Base. 

The  citizens  of  Texas  have  been  very  supportive  of  our  country's  efforts 
to  build  a  strong  national  security.  They  understand  that  a  strong 
nuclear  defense  is  a  major  deterrent  to  aggressive  tendencies  by  other 
countries.  Therefore,  they  welcome  the  opportunity  to  be  a  strategic  part 
of  that  defense. 

In  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  I  believe  you  have  all  of  the  Ingredients  for  a 
successful  Installation  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  6arr1son.  I  sincerely 
hope  tte4.  you  will  give  ft_every  consideration. 

Sincerely  yours //  / 


The  Honorable  Prank  C.  Car  luce l 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr,  Secretary; 

I  am  pleased  to  wholeheartedly  endorse  the  placement 
of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force 
Base  at  Abilene,  Texas. 

The  Department  of  Defense  could  not  find  a  more  sup¬ 
portive  community  for  this  program.  Abilena  has  had 
a  long  history  of  community  and  military  cooperation, 
and  this  project-  would  be  no  different.  There  is  no 
question  that  the  Dyess  APB  location  meets  tha  tech¬ 
nical  needs  for  the  program. 

This  defense  system  is  vital  to  our  national  intaraat, 
and  Dyess  APB  would  be  an  ideal  location  for  a  defense 
system  of  this  nature. 


»  CC»»«TT«*  c*4  (CICNCt  AMO  TXOMOLOOV  COtHTni  ON  tlfCT 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucc 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  0.  C.  20301*1155 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  0.C.  20301-1155 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


We  are  in  strong  support  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


1 


Our  investigation  has  revealed  that  the  community  of  Abilene 
as  well  as  the  Chanber  of  Commerce  are  very  supportive  of 
this  project  and  have  pledged  their  support  in  the  accomplish¬ 
ment  of  this  endeavor.  The  track  record  shows  that  there  has 
been  a  long  standing  rapport  between  the  citizens  and  the 
military. 

Our  investigation  also  shows  that  geographically  Abilene 
would  rank  very  high  against  the  other  nine  sites  by  being 
able  to  utilize  their  existing  railroad  capabilities  in 
Texas  for  use  in  this  particular  strategic  weapon  system. 


1 


The  State  of  Texas  has  long  been  recognized  as  a  state  that 
exhibits  political  support  toward  the  Armed  Forces,  it  is 
our  opinion  that  to  locate  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base  would  even  strengthen  chat  support. 

We  would  appreciate  a  positive  response  to  this  very 


important  issue. 


8A/blh  j 


I  would  like  to  add  my  support  for  the  location  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  (n 
Abilene,  Texas. 

I  represent  Senatorial  District  22  In  the  Texas  Senate. 
This  District  lies  Just  to  the  Cast  of  Oyess  Air  Force  Base, 
and  most  of  my  constituents  will  be  directly  affected  by  the 
location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  Abilene.  This 
area  has  been  severely  affected  by  the  oil  and  gas  industry 
in  Texas.  The  people  In  this  area  are  very  supportive  of 
the  military  and  certainly  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

I  believe  this  area  offers  ell  of  the  benefits  needed 
to  support  this  program  and  want  to  work  with  you  and  the 
Department  of  Defense  to  achieve  the  placement  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rill  Garrison  In  Abilene. 

Very  truly  yours. 


BoB  Glasgow 

BG/gec 
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June  10,  1988 


The  Honorable  frank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defenee 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 


The  Honorable  Prank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Secretary  Carlucci, 

As  a  member  of  the  Texas  House  of  Representatives  I 
naturally  support  any  measure  that  will  benefit  the 
state,  economically  or  otherwise. 


Dear  Hr.  Secretary: 


This  letter  is  written  in  support  of  making  Dyess  Air  Force 
Base  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


1 


Dyess  Air  force  Base's  original  acres  were  donated  to  the 
Air  force  by  the  community  and  it  continues  to  receive 
strong  support  from  Abilene  and  the  surrounding  area,  for 
over  30  years  Dyess  Air  force  Baae  had  bean  a  part  of  the 
Strategic  Air  Command  and  has  served  as  home  for  the  B-47, 
B-52 ,  and  the  B-l  Bombers.  I  as  well  as  the  people  of 
Abilene  and  West  Texas  strongly  support  the  location  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  at  Dyesa  Air  force  Base. 


We  will  greatly  appreciate  your  support  as  well. 


1 
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However,  the  placement  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon 
at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene,  Texas  would  benefit 
more  than  just  the  citizens  of  Texas.  It  would  benefit 
all  American  citizens.  I  have  been  informed  that  of  the 
ten  bases  being  considered,  the  total  cost  for  the  entire 
project  is  lowest  at  Dyess  AFB.  Only  1.7  miles  of 
additional  railroad  is  needed  and  the  Texas  climate  allows 
for  continual  access  without  worry  of  snowstorms  in  the 
winter  time. 

Due  to  the  strong  comnunity  support  in  Abilene  for  the 
project  and  the  above  reasons,  I  gladly  add  my  name  to 
the  list  of  those  supporting  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison's  installation  at  Dyesa  Air  Force  Base. 


Dick  Burnett 


DB/jc 


DOCUMENT  m 


GERALD  GEISTWEIDT 
1TATT 


*t«f  0(  trxjfi 

ftiMt  tf  KtyirtriuitiM 


Texas  house  of  representatives 
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June  7,  1988 


June  8, 


1988 


The  Honorable  frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 


The  Honorable  frank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Dafanaa 
Department  of  Defense 
Tha  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.  C.  20301-1155 
Daar  Sac rat ary  Carluccl: 


Dear  Nr.  Secretary: 


This  letter  is  written  in  support  of  Dyess  Air  force  Base  as 
the  alts  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  which  will 
combine  the  existing  Peacekeeper  Kins tie  with  0.  S.  rail¬ 
roads  in  our  strategic  weapons  system. 


1 


It  is  my  understanding  that  Dyesa  A.P.B.  located  in  West 
Texas  has  served  as  s  SAC  base  for  over  30  years  with  strong 
caMninity  support.  The  people  of  Abilene  and  West  Texas  are 
supportive  of  this  strategic  defense  program  and  would 
welcome  Dye  ns  A.P.B.  being  chosen  as  the  site. 


Tour  strong  consideration  of  Dyess  A.P.B.  as  the  site  would 
be  most  appreciated. 


I  want  to  add  ay  name  to  others  who  have  voiced  their  •upper t  of  Dyess 
Air  forco  Base  in  Abtlana,  Texas  as  the  sits  for  ths  Peacekeeper  Bstl 
Gsrrlson.  It  Is  my  understanding  that  ths  Abllsns  sits  is  ths  only  Air 
fores  Base  in  Tsxaa  to  sake  tha  short  list. 

I* a  confidant  that  you  will  be  lap reseed  with  the  local  and  seats 
support  during  your  public  hearing  in  Ablleae.  Ths  people  of  West  Texas 
look  forward  to  continuing  to  serve  their  country's  national  defeaea 

ayatea. 


GDL/jca 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Dear  Secretary  Carlucci: 

As  a  member  of  the  Texas  Legislature  and  a  former  member  of  the 
U.  S.  military,  I  am  writing  to  express  my  support  of  Dyess  Air 
Force  Base  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

If  you  bring  that  defense  critical  new  addition  to  our  strategic 
weapons  system  to  Texas,  1  can  promise  you  perhaps  the  important 
thing  of  all.  You  w..ll  have  the  full  and  total  support  of  the 
patriotic  and  informed  citizens  of  Abilene  and  the  surrounding 
area.  Texas  will  welcome  the  new  military  units  as  it  has  always 
done  --  with  open  arms  and  generous  support.  Nowhere  in  America 
will  you  find  the  receptive,  pro-military  environment  you  find  in 
Texas.  This  is  especially  true  of  Abilene  where  the  base  and  city 
have  existed  in  harmony  for  decades.  We  are  very  proud  of  our 
military  bases  and  try  to  show  that  fact  anytime  and  anyway  we 
can. 

I  know  other  states  in  contention  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  also  have  good  points.  But  they  are  not  Texas  and  at  the 
risk  of  sounding  a  bit  proud,  I  think  that  just  about  says  it 
all. 


Thank  you  for  your  time  and  consideration. 


Respectfully, 


Alan  Scrfbolcraft 
State  Representat 
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V  June  27,  1988 

The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 

Secretary  of  Defense 

Department  of  Defense 

The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 

Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

1 

I  join  mv  colleagues  in  the  Texas  Rouse  of  Repre¬ 
sentatives  and  Texas  Senate  along  with  other  busi¬ 
ness,  governmental  and  civic  leaders  in  supporting 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  This  would  combine  the 
existing  Peacekeeper  missile  with  the  U.S.  rail¬ 
roads  in  our  strategic  weapons  system. 

It  is  my  sincere  hope  that  you  will  give  every 
consideration  to  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

Sincerely, 

Weldon  Betts 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
the  Pentagon 

Washington,  DC  20301-1155 
Dear  Hr.  Secretary. 

Aa  one  of  the  ten  sites  under  consideration  I  would  like  to 
encourage  the  selection  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene, 
Texas  as  the  home  base  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

The  entire  comunity  of  Abilene  is  very  supportive  of  this 
project  and  have  a  long  history  of  involvement  with  Dyees 
Air  Force  Base.  All  of  us  in  Texas  recognize  the  import¬ 
ance  of  being  committed  to  our  nation's  defense  efforts. 

Your  favorable  consideration  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as 
home  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  would  be  greatly 
appreciated. 


Sincerely, 


Erwin  Barton 
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June  16,  19 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  express  my 
support  for  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

Texans  have  a  long  history  of  supporting  deterrence  as 
the  best  defense  for  insuring  peace.  The  Abilene,  Texas  area 
proudly  raised  funds  to  purchase  and  donate  to  the  Air  Force 
3,500  of  the  original  5,000  acres  comprising  Dyess  Air  Force 
Base.  For  over  30  years  Dyess  AFB  has  served  as  a  SAC  base 
while  enjoying  a  close  relationship  with  the  surrounding 
community.  The  citizens  of  Abilene  and  West  Texas  are  proud 
of  their  ties  to  our  nation’s  nuclear  defense. 

I  don’t  think  you  will  find  a  more  hospitable  area 
anywhere  in  our  nation  than  Abilene  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  and,  once  again,  I  heartily  recommend  Dyess  AFB  to 
you  as  the  site  for  this  integral  national  defense  program. 
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It*  Honorable  frank  C.  Car  luce  1 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
Ttie  Pentagon 

Itoahinqtcn,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

I  respectfully  request  your  incluaicn  of  tny  name  to  the  growing 
list  of  thoee  who  support  the  selection  of  ty-ess  Air  force  Base  and 
Abilene,  Texas  as  the  site  far  the  Peacekeeper  Pail  Garrison. 

In  keeping  with  its  tradition  of  contributing  to  the  free  world's 
defense,  AbiWte  proposes  an  excellent  heme  far  the  Peacekeeper. 

Through  the  strong  cesrxnity  support  of  the  military  base,  beginning 
with  the  original  donation  of  5,000  acres  to  the  installation,  West 
Texans  are  rallying  together  once  again  in  their  attempt  to  bring  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  to  ltaxas. 

Following  the  outbreak  of  the  Korean  War,  tyess  Air  Force  Base  was 
reactivated  as  a  Strategic  Air  Gurnard  installation.  Operating  as  a  SAC 
base,  Dyess  has  served  as  the  hone  to  the  B-47,*the  B-l ,  and  the  B-52 
those  Mission  was  to  provide  a  deterrent  force  in  the  event  of  an 
international  crisis.  Bearing  in  mini  both  the  reputation  and 
capability  of  Dyesa  Air  force  Base  aa  a  provider  of  worlAflde  tactical 
sipport  in  the  form  of  man,  wemsn,  and  equipment,  west  hexane  and  all  of 
Tte»s  ere  prepared  to  receive  the  Peacekeeper  Bail  Garrison. 

Taxes*  history  boasts  that  Texans  are  proud  of  our  free  weir  Id.  We 
offer  our  stats  aa  a  heme  for  the  Peacekeeper  Bail  Garrison  to  reinforce 
cur  ccandtsent  to  the  free  world's  defense. 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington ,  D.C.  20301-1155 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

Please  accept  this  letter  as  an  indication  of  my 
full  support  for  locating  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison 
at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  In  Abilene,  Texas. 

Abilene  has  long  exhibited  a  tradition  of  contri¬ 
buting  to  the  free  world’s  defense  through  its  full 
support  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base.  The  community  and 
all  of  West  Texas  has  actively  promoted  a  close  and 
strong  relationship  with  the  air  base  and  its  personnel. 

Citizens  of  the  Lone  Star  State  are  proud  of  the 
many  defense  installations  located  here.  We  would 
welcome  the  opportunity  to  be  home  to  this  vital  strategic 
program  and  ask  for  your  favorable  consideration. 


Chet  Edwards 
State  Senator 


Judith  Zattirml 
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The  Honorable  Frank  c.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defence 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

Peace  of  our  nation  and  it's  security  is  important  to  the 
people  of  Texaa.  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  is  one  of  the  ten 
sites  in  the  country  being  considered  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison. 

Dyess  is  housing  a  portion  of  our  nuclear  forces  and  ready 
to  add  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

I  support  this  vital  strategic  program  and  •'*  location  in 
Abilene . 

Cordially , 


ce:  Honorable  Grant  Jones 

State  Senator  District  24 
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JAMES  E  i  JIM  i  NUGENT 
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RAILROAD  COMMISSIONS  TFXAS 

pom  .vs  f*  i  nt- 

M.MIS  U  WII  VU- 


Th#  HonorabM  Frank  C.  Cartuco 
Sacralary  of  Dafanaa 
Dapartmant  of  Dafanaa 
Tha  Pantagon 

Washington.  D  C.  20301-1155 
Daa t  Sacratary  Carlucd: 

Tha  purposa  of  this  latter  is  to  support  tha  application  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base 
as  a  possible  site  for  tha  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  Throughout  the  years. 
1  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  has  dona  a  fine  job  for  tha  United  States  of  America  and 
*  the  people  of  Abtiene  have  bean  strongly  supportive  of  each  and  every  program 
which  has  been  conducted  by  the  Air  Force. 

I  would  appreciate  your  consideration  and  support  on  behalf  of  Dyess  Air  Force 
Base  in  locating  tha  Peacekeeper  Rail  Gamson  at  Dyess.  Thank  you  very 
much  for  your  consideration  and  support 

Very  truly  yours. 

l _ /x»*\  iUw 

Jim  Mattox 

Attorney  General  of  Texas 


II*  41X-G.VM 
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ThE  INTERNATIONAL  ASSOCIATION  Or 

LIONS  CLUBS 


July  20,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense i 
Departewnt  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  d.c.  20301-1155 


Dear  Mr .  Secretary i 

As  Chairaan  of  the  Texas  Railroad  Commission  I  want  to 
expreaa  wy  strong  support  of  Dyeae  AFB,  Texas  as  a  hoes  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Syitaa. 


Abilene  has  a  long  history  of  supporting  the  allitary, 
including  tactical  and  strategic  units  and  eiaslle 
installation*.  Becauae  of  the  strategic  and  environmental 
contributions  of  the  area,  1  hope  you'll  select  Abilene  and 
Dyess  AFB,  Texas  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System. 

I  grew  up  in  the  San  Angelo  area  not  far  from  Abilene 
and  am  well  acquainted  with  the  strong  patriotic  nature  of 
West  Texans.  Also,  that  country  la  axtramaly  well  suited 
for  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System.  Our 
railroed  network  in  West  Texas  is  in  good  condition  and  is 
accessible  for  moving  or  static  deployment. 


The  people  of  the  Abilene  area  support  this  vital  part 
of  our  national  defenee  and  I  join  in  their  enthusiasm  and 
support  of  the  ales ion  of  Dyess  with  the  Peacekeeper . 


If  there  Is  anything  my  office  can  do  please  cell.  We 
will  be  happy  to  aaaiat  you  and  your  af forts. 


JKW/rl 
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Oft  WM.  £  WNO 

0 'STRICT  GOVERNOR  CMSTRlCT  J  E< 

tcxas  isreiMo 

mo  CRESCENT  DRIVE 
A0JUNE.  TEXAS  TMCB 


Colonel  Michael  McShane, 
Staff  Judge  Advocate, 
United  States  Air  Force, 
United  States  of  America. 

Dear  Colonel  McShane; 


jamas  c.  mamt 

CASINCT  SECRETARY  TREASURER 
I00REEN  SAY  CIRCLE 
ASUINE.  TEXAS  7SS02 


July  25,  1988 


Page  2 


Our  city  has  many  fine  Boy  Scout  troops,  it  was  In  one  of  these 
troops  that  my  son  and  1  attained  the  rank  of  Eagle  Scout.  The 
worldwide  Boy  Scout  motto  of  "BE  PREPARED"  was  Indelibly  ingrained 
in  our  lives. 

I  So  It  Is  with  this  Insight,  that  1  encourage  your  consideration 
■|  I  to  bring  to  fruition  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  one  of  the  sites  for 
|  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  speak  to  you  in  support  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  These  words  are  spoken  humbly,  yet  they 
come  from  deep  Inside  my  heart  and  mind.  I  volunteered  to  represent 
the  thoughts  and  ideas  of  my  service  club,  the  Abilene  Cactus  Lions 
Club,  we  are  one  club  of  some  38,000  clubs  in  over  160  countries 
throughout  the  free  world.  Our  motto  Is  "WE  SERVE".  L.I.0.N.S  stands 
for  Liberty,  Intelligence,  Qur  nations  Safety. 


Sincerely  yours, 
William  E.  "BUI" 


This  area  is  surrounded  by  old  forts  that  were  built  and  maintained 
by  the  military  to  protect  and  help  the  early  settlers  of  the  western 
part  of  this  nation,  we  are  extremely  proud  of  this  early  heritage 
and  have  gone  and  will  go  to  extreme  measures  to  preserve  this  tradit¬ 
ion. 


It  was  my  good  fortune  to  have  been  born  and  raised  here  in  Abilene 
by  Christain  parents  who  took  an  active  Interest  in  a  great  church, 
we  are  blessed  with  many  faiths  and  numerous  denominations  here. 
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Jun*  1,  19IS 


The  Honorable  Trank  C.  carlucci 
Secretary  of  Dafanaa 
Department  of  Dafanaa 
Tha  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1155 
Daar  Secretary  Carlucci i 

I  support  locating  tha  propoaad  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyeea  Air 
Force  Baaa  in  Ah ilans,  Taras.  Should  Cong rasa  adopt  this  ssthod  of 
daploying  Peacekeeper  aiaallaa,  I  believe  that  locating  tha  garrison  at 
Oyass  would  anhanca  tha  affactivanass  of  our  nation's  strstagic  waapons 

aystaa. 


1 


Ab liana ' a  Dyass  Air  Porca  Sana  has  served  tha  nation  wall  as  a  SAC  basa 
for  ovar  30  yaara.  This  bass's  contribution  to  our  national  security  is 
dua  in  no  small  part  to  tha  support  of  tha  community  which  walcoaad  it 
to  Taras. 

Tha  paopla  of  Taras  hava  always  advocatad  a  strong  national  dafansa  aa  a 
datarrant  to  war.  I  urga  you  to  raly  on  Abilana  and  Dyass  APB  as  a  kay 
alaaant  in  praaarving  paaca. 


Col.  ,1c  Siiane  and  other  representative's  of  the  United  States 
Air  Force,  welcone  to  Abilene. 

'Ay  nane  is  Sacuel  B.  Jlatta,  I  currently  serve  as 
Justice  of  the  Peace  for  Taylor  County.  Pet  l.  PI  2, 
and  as  the  only  hispanic  elected  official  In  the  Big 
Country,  it  is  with  great  honor  that  I  address  you  on 
tue  issue  before  us. 

Gent  loner., 

••'.ini  •  Ain-1  ii  i  i...  tlit-  .i  iLlou  on  the  face 

of  the  c.irtli,  juJ 


'..rncrcas  : 


'./hereas : 


Whereas 


4S,r " 

Ui  htf, 


There  exist  those  in  the  world,  who  arc 
determined  to  change  chat  fact  by  constantly 
threatening  American  and  Uorld  Peace  alike ;  and 
Ue  as  Americans  arc  charged  with  defending 
the  honor  of  our  forefathers  who  gave  their 
all.  so  that  we  night  enjoy  peace  and  freedom 
for  ages  to  cone,  and 

He  the  citizens  of  Abilene  love  our  country 
and  all  It  stands  for.  and 

Abilene  and  Jyess  have,  what  we  consider,  an 
excellent  and  unique  relationship  in  our  Joined 
effort  to  keep  the  peace  of  our  beloved 


■J..I  I...., 


WiiiTe;i:;  Tin-  IVaeel.ccpci  thill  (..ia'i  -on  !  a  weapons 


Gary  *su»P 

Convn.sVCXW' 

Gsneai  land  OHte* 


syscem  whicn  all  Aiicrica  can  be  proud  of,  as 
a  deterrent  of  enemy  aggression. 
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Ue  the  People  of  Abilene  gladly  and  strongly  support  it# 
inpleneucation  and  of  course,  as  always,  we  would  welcome 


the  project  into  our  home  with  open  arras,  for  there  is 
no  greater  honor  or  sense  of  patriotism  than  to  be  part 
of  the  defense  of  "the  land  of  the  Free  and  the  hone 
of  the  Brave." 

1  If  I  night  add,  as  a  representative  of  the  people  of 
Aoilenc  and  Taylor  County,  Gentlemen,  you  may  search 
"From  the  mount.- in.  to  the  valley,  to  the  ocean  vrhlte 
with  foam",  hut  nowhere  will  you  find  a  more  supportive 
or  patriotic  People  than  the  citizens  of  Abilene  and  the 
Big  Country. 

Col.  ItcShane,  the  late  president  John  F.  Kennedy  challenged  us  with 
the  words;  "Ask  not  what  your  country  can  do  for  you,  but  ask 
what  you  can  do  for  your  contry."  Well  Sir,  we  have  asked 
the  latter  of  the  two  questions  and  have  been  given  the 
opportunity  to  provide  a  home  for  the  Peace -Keeper  Rail  Garrison, 
and  all  I  can  say  is  "We  stand  ready  and  committed  to  the 
task  before  us." 

Thank  You It 


STATE  OF  TEXAS 
OFFICE  OF  THE  GOVEWNOH 
AUSTIN  TEXAS  70711 

william  »  clcmi nts  j*  July  14,  1988 

GOVCNNON 
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The  Honorable  Frank  C.  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20310-1 1 S5 
Dear  Frank: 

I  had  the  pleasure  of  receiving  a  cooy  of  the  baited  States  Air  Force's  Drift 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  on  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
Program.  This  program  promises  a  safe,  reliable,  and  secure  mobile  basing 
■ode  for  the  50  Peacekeeper  «  missiles  which  have  been  authorised  by  Congress. 
Certainly,  this  method  jf  deployment  will  allay  any  Congressional  concerns 
about  the  survival  rates  of  Peacekeeper  missiles,  as  any  enemy  would  be  faced 
with  the  formidable  task  of  successfully  attacking  an  array  of  rail -based 
missile  launchers  travelling  across  the  nation's  rail  network. 

The  0EIS  lilts  Oyess  Air  Force  8ase  In  Abilene  as  a  potential  rail  garrison 
site.  The  DEIS  explains  that  a  rati  garrison  could  be  placed  at  Dyess 
without  any  adverse  Impacts  to  the  comminity.  unlike  many  othsr  sitss  which 
post  various  envlronmsntal  difficulties.  The  fall  garrison  construction 
program  would  directly  create  over  500  local  Jobs,  with  total  long-term 
direct  and  indirect  program-related  esploymrnt  of  555  Jobs.  Project  employment 
will  pump  $28  ml  11  Inn  Into  the  local  economy  during  the  construction  phase 
and  will  result  In  «  Increase  of  $10.4  million  In  personal  Income  In  the 
Abilene  area  over  the  long-term  aperation  of  the  garrison  facility. 

This  type  of  economic  impact  wuuld  be  a  tremendous  boost  for  this  west  Texas 
city.  I  am  committed  to  oxpsndlng  the  number  of  federal  facilities  in  our 
state  ss  they  provide  substantia!  direct  and  Indirect  economic  benefits. 

I  urge  you  to  consider  the  findings  of  the  DEIS  on  this  program,  which 
indicates  that  Abilene's  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  would  be  one  of  the  best 
possible  sites  for  a  Rail  Garrison  unit.  I  enthusiastically  Support  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  and  am  confident  that  the  Congress  will 
appreciate  the  benefits  of  this  significant  addition  to  our  overall  national 
defense. 


*A<  fa* a a/— A-/ 
Jj-t* 


Df  r  />  /#»« . 
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July  14,  1988 
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The  citizens  of  the  State  of  Texas  are  proud  of  the  role  we  play  in  preserving 
our  national  security  and  look  forward  to  this  opportunity  to  make  additional 
contributions . 


MilHaa  P.  Clements,  Jr. 

Governor 

UPC:Kll/tr/1a 

cc:  The  Honorable  Lloyd  Bentsen 

The  Honorable  Phil  Gran 

The  Honorable  Charles  Hi  Ison 

The  Honorable  Marv in  leath 

The  Honorable  Ronald  Colewan 

The  Honorable  Scloann  P.  Ortiz 

The  Honorable  Albert  G.  Bujtaaunte 

The  Honorable  Toe  Delay 

The  Honorable  Hac  Sweeney 

The  Honorable  Bob  Hunter 

The  Honorable  Dale  C.  Ferguson 
Mayor 

City  of  Abilene 
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SWEETWATER.  TEXAS  79556 


April  1.  1 988 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucc i 
Secretary  of  Defence 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  70)01-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  County  of  Solan,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts 
of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  Its'  Chamber  of  Coemerce 
In  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  Ancrtca's  sites  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  stra¬ 
tegic  position  Dyass  Air  Force  Base  plays  In  the  defense  of  our 
nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional 
arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already 
comic  ted . 

Your  positive  considers! 1 jn  of  Abilene  and  West  Cencrai  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


TESRT  JULIA* 

Solan  County  Judge 
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SUPPORT  FOR  PEACEKEEPER 
"RAIL  GARRISON” 

The  moat  basic  national  security  objective  of  the  United  States  is 
to  preserve  today's  peace  and  prevent  tomorrow's  war.  Deterrence  of 
nuclear  attack  is  based  on  the  quality  and  preparedness  of  our  strategic 
forces,  and  our  nation's  ability  to  employ  them  if  necessary. 

The  nation  Is  now  deliberating  deployment  of  PEACEKEEPER  missiles 
In  "Rail  Carrlaon"  basing. 

To  set  the  stage  for  the  rail  garrison  wa  must  consider  this  con- 
ctpt  from  a  "back  to  bastes"  approach.  Wa  need  to  coneider  why  we  have 
ICBM'a  and  why  It's  important  to  keap  that  force  effective;  why  we  need 
PEACEKEEPER;  and  why  rail  garrison  makes  "good  sense"  strategically, 
militarily,  and  economically. 

ICBM'a  provide  capabilities,  that  strengthen  our  etrateglc  defense 
and  contribute  to  Soviet  deterrence.  The  Soviet!  know  our  ICBM’s  cap¬ 
abilities,  and  that  knovledga  strengthens  our  defensive  posture. 

ICBM'a  are  baaed  within  our  borders.  Any  attack  against  them  on 
our  tarrltoiy  Is  clearly  an  attack  upon  the  United  States. 

ICBM'a  provlda  tha  "lowest  coat"  strategic  deterrence.  The  cost 
la  about  12  percent  of  the  total  operations  and  support  funding  for 
our  strategic  offensive  forcee. 

ICBM  modernization  has  received  bipartisan  support  from  leaders 
of  both  political  partita  and  tha  laat  four  admlnietratlona. 

PEACEKEEPER  capabilities  are  neceeaary  to  carry  out  our  natlon'a 
atratagy  for  dttarrlng  the  Soviet  Union. 


disrupt  a  Sovlat  nuclear  attack  In  Its  initial  phases,  and  It  lessena 
Soviet  confidence  In  a  successful  first  strike. 

PEACEKEEPER  gives  the  capability  we  need  to  deter  the  soviets.  It's 
here;  it  works;  It’s  on  schedule,  on  cost,  and  cn  target.  It  te  a  pro¬ 
ven  success. 

Rail  garrison  la  a  very  practical,  affordable  concept.  Moat  of  the 
equipment  needed  la  already  available.  The  system  would  use  existing 
bases  and  rail  lines.  The  missile  is  the  world's  beet  and  It  la  alrsady 
developed.  Those  factors  make  rail  garrison  available  quickly. 

Since  Che  missile-carrying  cralns  would  leave  their  garrison  bases 
and  desperae  on  commercial  tracks  only  during  crises,  there  would  be  no 
environmental  Impact  or  public  interface  except  In  limes  of  national 
emergency.  With  the  nation  under  threat  of  attack,  there  la  every  as¬ 
surance  that  tha  American  people  would  be  supportive. 

PEACEKEEPER  in  rail  garrison  Is  a  vital  national  program.  Aa  we 
assess  the  concept  objectively,  from  a  "what's  beat  for  the  country" 
perspective,  we  In  Nolan  County  Texas,  neighbors  to  west  of  Dyess  AFB . 
support  the  PEACEKEEPER  Rail  Garrison  System. 


TJ:cm 


PEACEDEEPER  has  tha  accuracy  and  rapid  response  needed  to  hold  bac 
the  threat  of  Sovlat  nuclear  forces,  therefore  we  have  the  ability  to 
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SUPPORT  FOR  PEACEKEEPER 
"RAIL  GARRISON" 

Th«  moat  basic  national  aacurlcy  objective  of  ch«  United  States  la 
to  praaarva  today's  peaca  and  ptavaot  tomorrow's  war.  Deterrence  of 
ouclaar  attack  la  baaed  on  Cha  quality  and  praparadnaaa  of  our  strategic 
forces,  and  our  nation's  ability  to  employ  chaw  If  necessary. 

The  nation  le  now  deliberating  deployment  of  PEACEKEEPER  mlaalles 
In  "tall  Garrison"  baaing. 

To  set  tbs  stags  for  rbe  rail  garrison  we  auat  consider  chle  con¬ 
cept  from  a  "back  to  basics"  approach.  We  nead  to  consider  why  we  have 
ICBM's  and  why  it's  Important  to  keep  that  force  effective;  why  we  need 
PEACEKEEPER;  and  why  rail  garrison  wakes  "good  sense"  strategically, 
militarily,  and  economically . 

ICSH's  provlda  capabilities,  that  strengthen  our  strategic  defense 
and  contribute  to  Soviet  deterrence.  The  Soviets  know  our  ICBM's  cap¬ 
abilities.  and  that  knowledge  strengthens  our  defensive  posture. 

ICBM's  are  based  within  our  borders.  Any  attack  against  thea  on 
our  territory  la  clearly  an  attack  upon  the  United  States. 
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ICBM's  provide  tbs  "lowest  cost"  strategic  deterrents.  The  cost 
Is  about  12  percent  of  the  total  operations  and  support  funding  for 
our  strategic  offensive  forces. 

ICBM  modernisation  has  received  bipartisan  support  from  leaders 
of  both  political  part  las  and  the  last  four  administrations. 

PEACEKEEPER  capabilities  are  necessary  to  carry  out  our  nation's 
strategy  for  deterring  the  Soviet  Union. 

PEACEKEEPER  has  Cha  accuracy  and  rapid  response  needed  to  hold  back 
tbs  threat  of  Soviet  nuclear  forces,  therefore  wa  have  tbs  ability  Co 
disrupt  a  Soviet  nuclear  attack  In  Its  Initial  phases,  and  It  lessens 
Soviet  confidence  In  a  auccaseful  first  strike. 

PEACEKEEPER  gives  the  capability  wa  need  to  deter  the  soviets.  It's 
bars;  It  works;  It's  on  schedule,  on  coat,  and  on  target.  It  la  a  pro¬ 
ven  succaaa. 

Rail  garrison  la  a  vary  practical ,  affordable  concept.  Most  of  tbs 
equipment  needed  Is  already  available.  The  system  would  use  existing 
bases  and  rati  Unas.  The  missile  Is  the  world's  bast  and  It  la  already 
developed.  Those  factors  make  rail  garrison  available  quickly. 

Sines  the  nlssils-carrylng  trains  would  leave  thslr  garrison  baaae 
and  deaperse  on  coMerclal  tracks  only  during  crlaas.  Chars  would  b«  no 
environmental  Impact  or  public  Interface  except  In  times  of  national 
emergency.  With  tha  nation  under  threat  of  attack,  chare  la  every  as¬ 
surance  that  the  Am* r lean  people  would  be  supportive. 

PEACEKEEPER  In  rail  garrison  la  a  vital  national  program.  As  wa 
assess  the  concept  objectively,  from  a  "what's  beat  for  tbs  country" 
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perspective,  va  In  Nolan  County  Texas,  neighbors  to  west  of  Dyeee  APB. 
support  Cha  PEACEKEEPER  Rail  Garrison  System. 


Sincerely, 


The  Honorable  Frank  Ctrluccl 
Secretary  of  Defence 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Oear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  Mundsy  >  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 
efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  AbUent,  and  Its  Chamber  of 
Cogwerce  In  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rai  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  In  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Toxins 
have  already  coanltted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  uill  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 


I  l  a.  L.  n  i  <LL 

Walter  M.  Hertel,  City  Adx>. 
Box  39,  Mundmy,  T*xaa  76371 


In  regular  erne ■ ion  of  th®  Nunday  City  Council  on  April 
12th.  1988  Brown  moved  the  above  resolution  be  passed. 

Andrade  seconded  the  motion.  Boting  for  were  Brown,  Andrade, 
Tidwell,  Tucker  and  Albus.  Noe a.  None.  Carried. 
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The  Honorable  Frank  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Oefens* 

Oepartment  of  Otftns* 

The  Pentagon 

Washington,  O.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secrotary: 

The  County  of  /£''<*/?/”  .  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 
efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  Cltv  of  Abilene,  and  Its  Chamber  of 
CoMorce  In  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  He  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  In  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcone  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  ana  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  committed. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


Sincerely.  / 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  ,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 

efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chanter  of 
Coenerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  Aaerlca's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  olsslle.  We  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  In  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  cocmltted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


5<ncere)y. 
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The  Honorable  Frank  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Hr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  Roby  ,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 

efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chanter  of 
Coenerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  Ue  are  sware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  th«  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  nlsslon  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  eoemitted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 
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April  4.  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  County  of  Callahan,  Texas  certainly  supports  the  efforts  of 
our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  Its  Chamber  of  Commerce 
to  be  selected  as  one  of  America’s  sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  Missile,  we  are  aware  of  the  strategic  position  Oyess 
Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense  of  our  nation  and  welcome  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping 
mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  committed. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

Mack  Knlffen 
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RUNNELS  COUNTY 


MICHAEL  B  MURCHISON 

COUNTY  Amo* 

PHONE  915-363-2633 
BALLINGER.  TEXAS  76*21 

April  4,  1966 


VON DANE  JONES 


orrtcc  "OW*  II7  MI  MT4 

ED  WOLSCH 
Covnty  Juo«* 

■  TOM* WALL  COVWTY 

P  O  MM  >H 
ASPCMMONT  T«*A*  7*tO> 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Wash>nqton.  D.C.  20301-1115 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  O.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretaryi 


1 


Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Tex¬ 
as  for  this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Since rely. 


The  County  of  Runnels,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 
efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Cham¬ 
ber  of  Commerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of 
America’s  Bites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missle. 

We  are  aware  of  the  strategic  position  Dyess  Air  Force  plays 
in  the  defense  of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  ae  an  additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mis¬ 
sion  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  committed. 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 


1 


The  County  of  Stonewall,  Texas  enthusiastically 
BUpoorts  the  efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene, 
and  its  Chamber  of  Commerce  in  their  endeavnr*  to  be 
selected  as  one  of  America's  sites  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  strategic 
position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense  of 
our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as 
an  additional  arm  to  the  peace  keepma  mission  to  which 
West  Texans  have  already  committed. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West 
Central  Texas  for  this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


\Nv.u.c  a.rvw,.«w^ 

Michael  B.  Murchison 
County  Judge 
Runnels  County,  Texas 


Sincerely 

i< 


HBMiVj 

cc:  West  Central  Texas 

Council  of  Governments 
Box  3195 

Abilene,  Tx.  79604 
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April  4,  »98fl 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 


1 


Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  Anaon,  Texas  entfusiastically  supports  the  efforts  of  our 
neither,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chamber  "of  Conner  cc  in  their 
oink-av ors  to  far  selected  .is  <«e  of  America's  sites  for  tie  Peacekeeper 
Kail  Garnwi  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  strategic  position  Dyess 
Air  Force  Ohs*-  plays  in  the  dufenw  of  our  natiun  ami  wltune  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping 
mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  admitted. 


1 


Ed  Wol*ch 

Courfty  Judge 

Stonewall  County.  Texas 
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April  1.  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  County  of  Knox,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts  of 
our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's  sites  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  strategic 
position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense  of  our  nation 
and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  ss  an  additional  arm  to 
che  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  commlted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


Sincerely, 


David  N.  Perdue 


Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for  this 
project  will  he  greatly  appreciated. 


DNP/jr 


Sincerely, 

A*  j 

Gene^  Rodgers  * 

Mayor 
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The  Honorable  Frank  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  O.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  County  of  Jones  ,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  The 

efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  Its  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  omitted. 

Tour  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  oroject  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

iCty 

County  Judge  Roy  Thom 
Jones  County 
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r.tc  \  iiri*. 

i; ishir.qlpr. ,  B.C.  20301-1,15 
Dear  Hr.  Secretary: 

Tic  Cit;  of  Hanger  ,  icxcs  onthuvusticolly  supnoi  is  ».!i; 
cl  fores  of  out  neighbor ,  t.io  Jity  of  Abilene,  *r.a  its  Clui  M‘  uf 
Divorce  in  tuoir  ’ndeavurs  to  be  sol ec too  cs  oi.e  cf  America's 
sites  for  Ir.j  Peacekeeper  tMI  C.-rriscr  nlssile.  We  -ire  a  i.’e  ci 
thj  r.  Ira  it  ij  1c  Dye  ST  /.tr  Foieb  use  plays  in  the  uel.n.i.’ 

of  our  nation  urd  t.x1coc?  the  Peacekeeper  Kail  Carr i son  at  i  \ 
addltibiij)  jrn  to  ih  •  ppicc  i.cepiM.i  nts.lc.:  :.j  milch  In-;  f  •:*  ■in¬ 
i',  a  vc  alrtady  com  it  ted. 


To  or  positive  coiisiatraticn  0:  si  i  lent  and  t;esr  Central  Tc; 
tins  project  will  bo  ereatl;  apogee ie ted. 


IS  f.’f 


V3 


Mayor-City /of  Ranger.  Texes 
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APRIL  19S6 


The  Honorable  Frank  Car luce 1 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Nahsington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Nr.  Secretary: 

The  County  of  Comanche,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts 
of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  Its  Chamber  of  Commerce 
in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's  sites  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Ra . l  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  strategic 
position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense  of  our  nation 
and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  arm  to 
the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already 
committed. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  gratly  appreciated. 


1 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carluccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Oefense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington.  O.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Hr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  Comte  ,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 

efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  Its  Chamber  of 
Commerce  In  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  In  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  cooaltted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


■City  of  C 
114  W.  Central 
Comte.  T««S  76442 
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CtTY  OF  AftPERMONT 

AfMJttlOWT  7MOa 


April  5.  19 80 


DOCUMENT  205 

SHACKELFORD  COUNTY 

Office  of  the  County  Judge 

MAFK  SMITH 
P  0  BO*  1614 
Albany.  Texas  76430 

April  5,  1988 


TT»  Honorable  Frank  Car  luce  i 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Ctepartnsnt  of  Oafenee 
Hie  Pentagon 

Mashing*  on,  D.C.  20301-1115 


near  Mr.  Secretary i 

The  City  of  Aapennont,  Texas  enthusiastically  airports  the 
efforts  of  our  nsiggibar,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chattier  of 
Camerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  He  ate  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Dyess  Axr  Force  Bees  plays  in  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arme  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  cornu. t tod. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


Sincerely. 

The  City  of  Asperraont 
Mayor.  p.C.  Carr 


The  Honorable  Frank  Car luce i 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

hfeshingten,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary-. 

The  County  of  Shack#  1  ford,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports 
the  efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chester 
of  Coemerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  Amrica's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile,  t*  are  assure 
of  the  strategic  position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defence 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  committed. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  west  Central  Texas 
for  this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely. 

Marie  Smith 
County  Judge 
Shackelford  County 

MS/fv 


PCC/aw 


The  Honorable  Frank  Car  luce i 
Secrttary  of  Defenae 
Department  of  Defenae 
The  Pentagon 

Washington ,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

Staphena  County,  Texaa,  enthua iaat ical ly  aupporti  the  efforts  of  our  neighbor, 
the  City  of  Abilene,  Texaa,  and  its  Chaaber  of  Commerce  in  their  endeavors  to 
ba  aelactad  as  one  of  America's  liter  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carriaon 
missile. 

We  are  aware  of  the  strategic  position  Dytsa  Air  Force  Bate  plays  in  the 
defense  of  our  Ration  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  poses  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already 
c  omitted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilena  and  West  Central  Texaa  for  this 
project  will  bn  greatly  appreciated. 

Sinc»r* ly  yours. 

KILLER  TUTTLE 


bcc:  Mr.  Brad  Halbert 

Executive  Director 

Pest  Central  Texas  Council  of  Governments 
P.  0.  Box  3195 
Abilena,  Texas  79804 
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The  Honorable  Frank  Cartucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington.  D.C.  20301-1115 
Oear  Hr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  tors me  .  Tones  enthusiastically  supports  the 
efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  ct  Abilene,  and  its  Charter  of 
Commerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Missile.  Ue  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Dyess  Air  Force  8a$e  plays  in  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  tne  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  nisslon  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  cosmitted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 

Sincerely, 

(Tatar mo  Martinez,  Mayor 
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Th#  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington.  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Hr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  .  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 

efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chaaber  of 
Commerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  (tail  Garrison  nisslle.  We  are  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans 
have  already  coanltted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Hr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  5  ,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 

efforts  of  Our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chamber  of 
Commerce  in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  Anerica's 
sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  art  aware  of 
the  strategic  position  Oyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  (n  the  defense 
of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an 
additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  west  Texans 
have  already  coanltted. 

Tour  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


DOCUMENT  210 


DOCUMENT  211 


City  of  CoL  man 


110  Coco.  Texas  76437  (817) 


'  V  “  ^  ''-1 

-  442-2111  I 


oppici  op  city  mamaobr 


The  Honorable  frank  Carlucci 
Secratary  of  Defanaa 
Depart  leant  of  Dafanae 

The  Pentagon  '  “•  —  . 

Washington .  D.C.  20301-1115 

Dear  Hr.  Secratary: 

The  City  of  Ctaco,  Texas  enthusiastically  supporta  tha  afforta  of  our 
neighboring  city,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chamber  of  Commerce  in 
their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  on  of  America's  aitaa  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Bail  Carriaon  miaaita.  Wa  ara  avers  of  tha  ttrattgic  position  Dyass  Air 
Porca  Baae  play*  in  tha  dafensa  of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper 
Beil  Garrison  aa  an  ssssntial  additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping  mission 
to  which  the  citiaen*  of  Cisco,  Abilana  and  Hast  Taxaa  ara  already  commit  tad. 

Tour  positive  consideration  of  Abilana  and  Bast  Cantral  Taxas  for  this 
project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
T*-e  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary: 

The  City  or  Coleman,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts 
of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chaaber  of  Comserce 
in  their  endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's  sites  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  strategic 
position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  In  the  defense  of  our  nation 
and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  arm  to 
the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  coanltted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  greatly  be  appreciated. 


Roy  HcCorkle 


Roy  RcCorkle 
City  Manager 


Joe  Wheatley 
Mayor 


WHERE  A  PftOUO  PAST  GREETS  A  PRORWSNG  FUTURE 
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Cibf  of  CoL  ma 

m*t  ofrici  aox  •*  s 


orrtcc  or  mayo* 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 


Dear  ► 


Secretary: 


The  City  of  Colewan.  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts 
of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chamber  of  Commerce 
in  their  endeavors  tb  be  selected  as  one  of  America's  sites  for 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  alssile.  We  are  avare  of  the  strategic 
position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense  of  our  nation 
and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  ana  to 
the  peace  keeping  mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  committed. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for 
this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 
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91ft  attfj  m  BtUtagrr 


April  5,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defence 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 


Deer  Hr.  Secretary: 

The  City  of  Ballinger,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the 
efforts  of  our  neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  end  its  Chaaber 
of  Coaaerce  in  their  endeavor*  to  be  selected  as  one  of 
Aaerica's  sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  alssile. 

We  are  avare  of  the  strategic  position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base 
pleys  in  the  defense  of  our  nation  and  welcome  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  era  to  the  peace  keeping  aisslon 
to  which  West  Texans  have  already  eooaibted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas 
for  this  project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


Mayor 


4$ 
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City  of 
Brownwood 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carleccl 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington.  D.C.  20301-1119 
Deer  lb-.  Secretary i 

The  City  of  Brownwood*  Taxes  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts  of  our 
neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  Its  Charter  of  CoMarce  in  their  endeavors 
to  be  selected  at  one  of  Aaerica's  sites  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
alssile.  be  are  aware  of  the  strategic  position  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  plays 
In  the  defense  of  owr  nation  end  release  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  ss  on 
additional  era  to  the  peace  keeping  aisslon  to  which  Vest  Texans  have  already 


■It- 


Towr  positive  consideration  of  Abll 
project  will  be  greatly  appreciated 


ene  and  Vest  Central  Texas  for  this 


C*> 
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THE  CITY  OF  SNYDER.  TEXAS 


April  S,  1988 


The  Honorable  Frank  Carlucci 
Secretary  of  Defense 
Department  of  Defense 
The  Pentagon 

Washington,  D.C.  20301-1115 
Dear  Mr.  Secretary, 

The  City  of  Snyder,  Texas  enthusiastically  supports  the  efforts  of  our 
neighbor,  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  its  Chamber  of  Comerce  in  their 
endeavors  to  be  selected  as  one  of  America's  sites  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  missile.  We  are  aware  of  the  strategic  position  Dyess 
Air  Force  Base  plays  in  the  defense  of  our  nation  and  welcome  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  as  an  additional  arm  to  the  peace  keeping 
mission  to  which  West  Texans  have  already  connitted. 

Your  positive  consideration  of  Abilene  and  West  Central  Texas  for  this 
project  will  be  greatly  appreciated. 


Troy  D.  Williamson 
TDW/gm 

cc:  Mr.  Brad  Halbert 


2-84 


DOCUMENT  216 


DOCUMENT  217 


City  of  Tuscola 

e  o  mo*  ** 

PMM  (*I5I  994-7?«« 
TUSTOLA.  TfX4«  »•••! 


The  Hcnorjole  F.-irv.  C: 
Secretary  of  0«f<rje 
Departran:  of  B«'MM 
The  Pentagon 
Washington,  0  C.  102 


Ooo*-  I'.  s*c '•*»-/ 


s;  j:* 


».?  • 


efforts  of  <ju--  .:-j  -  :.c  . 

Cc.~x.eree  *j  o»  jjIjc'.ju  4;  .*■ 

ittes  for  tr.e  ■»!•!  S4'*-i*c'  :.:issi’:. 

ti-e  strategic  ?«,;). -oc  Force  3a  ;o  a'jj 

of  our  nation  ane  .elo*:  *.*e  Peicakaeser  Rail  Gat-r 
additional  am  to  the  3«t4  -  zjy-ri  nssicr  to 
have  already  cc?‘.u  :teS. 

Your  positive  corsitc -af }-:  jf  -tiljr-a  ind  liest  Cent: 
this  project  will  oe  gr:.tsV  oporeciat-d. 


•a I  Te<os  f ■:* 


/ 


/"f  "  "  . 

1@lJLJ  .-o 


£  /£y  '<***  <■ 

O 


City  of  Breckenridge 


*o- ■ >  6.  1988 


S»«f *tory  Of 

Dinar  taint  o *  3e**ri»* 

Tn*  P on  t  O  9  on 

Jaffiim jton.  0  C-  ?070I‘ii]5 

9  •  O  r  Mr.  Sicritary: 


»»•  C  ■  ty  of  Bros 
(  ou'  n« ' qnuo 


C ■ t v  of 


3«oe#HO*p#r  Do ■  I  Gorr • ion  m ■  % s  . 
oat  1  t  <  an  9ytn  Air  co'ci  Ba  tl  9. ay 
»*ua»l  thi  P|«Cf  llietr  Ro  '  Gorr 
million  co  uKitn  Ullt  T  •  <  o 

four  50)'  t  .  vl  COD)  Ilirot  III)  of  Adi 
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DOCUMENT  218 

ADOPTED  on  this  the  mti  day  of  April,  A.oyiBBR.  Abilene.  Texas. 


A  RESOLUTION  nr  the  EXECUTIVE  CWW1TTEE  OF  THE  BEST  CENTRAL  TEXAS 
COUNCIL  OF  60VEMNENTS  SUPPORTING  THE  POSITION  OF  THE  CITY  OF  ABILENE 
ANO  THE  ABILENE  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  -  MILITARY  AFFAIRS  COWITTEE  THAT 
THE  CITY  OF  ABILENE  RE  SELECTED  AS  A  SITE  FOR  A  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL 
GARRISON  SYSTEM. 

WHEREAS,  the  West  Central  Texas  Council  of  Governments  (WCTCOG)  is  a 
political  subdivision  of  the  State  of  Texas  organized  under  Article 
1011M,  Y.A.C.S.,  as  amended,  to  serve  the  citizens  of  the  nineteen 
county  State  Planning  and  Service  Area  Seven;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Executive  Com  it  tee  f*  the  governing  body  of  WCTCOG  and 
is  responsible  for  the  adoption  of  resolutions  deemed  by  it  to  be  in 
the  best  interests  of  the  citizens  it  represents;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  economy  of  Abilene,  Taylor  County,  and  the  surrounding 
region  has  been  larqely  dependent  on  oil  and  related  industries;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  qrowth  and  Interests  of  the  United  States  have  long  been 
served  by  the  petroleum  resources  of  the  State  of  Texas,  amt 
specifically  those  of  the  West  Texas  area;  and 

WHEREAS,  with  the  downturn  of  petroleum  industries,  the  unemployment 
rates  of  Abilene,  Taylor  County,  and  the  surrounding  region  have 
increased  significantly;  and 

WHEREAS,  the  diversification  of  the  economy  in  this  area  is  vital  to 
the  survival  of  many  West  Central  Texas  towns  and  coanunitiei;  and 

WHEREAS,  WCTCOG  Supports  the  efforts  of  Its  member  governments  in 
their  attempts  to  broaden  their  tax  bases  and  develop  new  employment 
opportunities  for  their  citizens;  and 


West  Central  Texas  Council  of  Governments 
TRUSTEE,  ABILENE  INDEPENDENT  SCHOOL  01  STRICT 


Honorable  ^at  r.oursev,  Secretary 

West  Central  Texas  Council  of  Governments 

COUNCILMAN,  CITY  OF  BR0WNW000 


WHEREAS,  the  citizens  of  the  West  Central  Texas  area  already  recognize 
and  appreciate  the  mission  and  goals  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  both  for 
Its  vital  role  in  the  defense  of  our  nation  and  for  its  Inestimable 
contribution  to  the  region's  economy,  and  support  Its  overall 
opportunities  for  expansion  and  growth; 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVEO  »Y  THE  EXECUTIVE  COMMITTEE  OF  THE  WEST 
CENTRAL  TEXAS  COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS  TO  SUPPORT  THE  EFFORTS  OF  THE 
CITY  OF  ABILENE  ANO  THE  ABILENE  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  -  MITILARY  AFFAIRS 
COMMITTEE  IN  THEIR  ENDEAVORS  TO  GAIN  FULL  AND  FAVORABLE  CONSIDERATION 
FROM  THE  UNITEO  STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  TO  SECURE  A  SITE  FOR  A 
PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  IN  ABTLENr.  TAYLOR  COUNTY,  TEV*S;  AND 

BE  IT  FURTHER  RESOLVED  THAT  WCTCOG  WOULD  NOW  ENCOURAGE  THE  UNITED 
STATES  DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE  TO  SERIOUSLY  CONSIDER  LOCATING  A  SITE  FOR 
A  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  IN  ABILENE.  TAYLOR  COUNTY.  TEXAS,  AND 
PROVIOING  THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENTS  OF  WEST  CENTRAL  TEXAS  AN  OPPORTUNITY 
TO  FURTHER  SERVE  THE  UNITEO  STATES  IN  A  MANNER  ADVANTAGEOUS  TO  ALL 
INVOLVED. 


Seal  of 

WEST  CENTRAL  TEXAS 
COUNCIL  OF  GOVERNMENTS 
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August  8,  1988 


LTC  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-DKS/DCV 

Morton  APB,  California  92409*6448 


RE:  Environ— Qt  lapact  Stata— ot  for  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  Program _ _ 


Daar  Col  Walsh: 


1 


2 


During  tha  racant  public  hearing  hald  In  Jacksonvllla  on  August 
1st,  I  questioned  why  tha  amount  of  ailaaga  and  accessibility 
of  tha  national  rail  system  was  not  included  in  tha 
anvlron— ntal  lapact  stata— nt.  I  was  particularly  concarnad 
that  savaral  of  tha  baaaa  vara  l oca tad  immediately  adjacent  to 
foralgn  bordars  and  I  polntad  out  that  Llttla  Rock  Air  Force 
Rasa  vaa  cant rally  locatad  in  tha  country  with  a  360  arc  and  a 
consldarabla  amount  of  rail  ailaaga  aval lab la.  You  rap Had 
that  this  factor  would  bo  undar  tna  slta  aalactlon  criteria,  as 
opposed  to  anvlron— ntal  impact .  I  forgot  to  —  at  loo  ay 
question  about  tariffs  Imposed  by  the  national  railroads.  Za 
there  a  lease  cost  Imposed  upon  tha  use  of  tha  national  rail 
syst—  by  tha  Air  PorcaT  If  so,  this  beco— s  a  vary  relevant 
figure  and  should  be  computed  into  tha  economic  lapact  portions 
of  tha  environmental  stata— nt.  Por  example,  if  a  tariff  Is 
lover  for  the  Cottoobelt  Railroad  and  Union  Pacific,  this  would 
aake  Llttla  Rock  Air  Porca  Basa  much  more  attractive  than 
•onaplace  that  — y  have  a  higher  tariff  on  tha  Burlington 
northern  or  tha  Southern  Pacific  lines.  Or,  has  tha  tariffs 
have  bean  excused  under  federal  lav  or  is  there  no  require— nt 
to  pay  for  tha  uso  of  tha  track  since  It  la  a  national 
a— rgancyl  I  think  this  should  be  covsred  In  ths  snvlron— ntsl 
lapact  statement. 
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August  8,  1988 
Col.  MRlsh 

Director  of  Environmental  Planning 

aprce-bis/dev 

Norton  Air  Forfe  Ban 

Call f ornla  92409-6448 

Daar  Sir, 

1  attended  tha  hearing  on  tha  *Peecece«p«rN  Rail 
Garrison  last  weak  In  Wsrrsnsfaurg,  HO.  I  heard 
It  mentioned  hov  safe  the  moving  of  tha  rail  cars 
—uld  be.  1  am  aura  you  will  find  these  artlcLas 
Inter  eating  and  lnfor—  tlve.  Accidents  do  happen 
and  —st  certainly  will  happen  If  this  program  is 
uSed . 

1  ask  that  your  co— tttsa  look  —  r#  closely  at 
these  and  other  important  questions  and  put  s 
stop  to  this  —st  —pensive  and  immoral  program. 

A  concern sd  — th—  and  grand— thar, 

Betty  HcRLwee 
323  Killer ast 
Warrens  burg,  tlO  64093 


LTC  Peter  Walsh 
August  8,  1988 
Page  2 


PI— sa  let  —  know  If  this  will  be  considered  In  tha  final 
lapact  stata— at. 


$ 


st  regards. 


G  WXK)  \ 


DW/cd 


cc:  Honorable  To— y  Robinson 
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BlH  tB  Tbs  Ess—  GKy  Rir.  Badly,  A Hgmt  T.  IS 1 


Rre  starts  after  train 
derails,  hits  diesel  tank 
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The  Kmous  City  Star.  Sunday.  August  7.  IMS  Pm ge  1 7 A 

Amtrak  wreck  blamed 
on  heat-warped  tracks 

-  — _ ■  ....-7-  ~  TV  trkia  »u  carrying  about 

- — i —  passenger*  and  a  era*  of  18 

Saco,  Moot— Thrtceo  p*»  to  IS.  Amtrak officials aatd 

stagers  a ad  ao  Amtrak  TV  engineer  said  the  derail- 
employee  remained  has-  meat  *a»  canoed  by  deformed 
pili  hurt  Saturday  after  a  12-car  rails  near  tbe  northern  Montana 
train  derailment  that  was  farming  community  of  Saco 
blamed  on  (racks  warped  by  A  secondary  track  near  tbe 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  this  hearing  la  to 
■urn  at  aril*  for  you  the  environmental  coneequencn  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  aad  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  mads.  Pleaae  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  heve  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


ptUliMd  Saturday  after  a  12-car 
train  derailment  that  was 
blamed  oo  tracks  warped  by 
neerlM-degroe  heat 

TV  (rain,  on  IV  way  from 
Chicago  to  Seattle.  «U  traveling 
at  n  mph  wVfl  it  derailed  Fri¬ 
day.  toppling  at  least  five  of  mae 

sengan  from  their  seau.  leaving 
more  than  ISO  injured,  authori¬ 
ties  said 

TV  rtxat  thing  that  happened 
was  a  brief  jerk,  a  slowdown  and 
people  m  tv  a  tales  weal  sailing 
by.  said  Jim  Ma tanka  a  paaaen- 
ger  from  Girard.  Ill 

Hoapltala  treated  and  released 
14*  pswingan.  said  Sue  Martin, 
an  Amtrak  spokesman  in  Wash¬ 
ington  D  C 


allowing  rail  traffic  to  go 
through.  Martin  said  Crews 
planned  to  spend  tv  weekend 
repairing  the  twwted  track 

Ahowt  IS  pawtrgen  left  near¬ 
by  Glasgow  Mom.,  oo  a  bus  for 
Spokane.  We*,  and  others 
planned  to  fly  to  their  destina- 

"US  sort  of  a  difficult  utoauen 
because  tv  airport  at  Glasgow  t* 
not  a  commercial  airport"  aV 
Hid.  it  *  an  old  Strategic  Atr 
Command  facility  that's  normal¬ 
ly  aaad  for  teat  flights  ' 


Peace  studies  dollar  for  dollar  with  defense  spending,  would  the  environmental  impact 


Jerry  L.  Winaor  94k  Ridge  Drive  Varreaaburg,  NO  64093 


i  this  form  M  or  mail  tot 


Lt  Col  Patar  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pom*  Base 

Baa  Bernardino,  California  9240* 
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Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  ta  a  thorough 
environ m total  analysis  that  will  he  available  to  public  officials  end  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environ  mental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
EitrironmeetaJ  Impact  Statement. 
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Lt .  Col.  Peter  Walsh 

Director  of  Envirornental  Plannii 

AFRCE-B4S/DEV 

Norton  Air  Foroe  Base,  Ca.  92409-6448 

Subject)  Public  Hearing,  August  1988 
Medical  Lake,  Washington 

Dear  Colonel  Walsh i 

Alt  ho  my  husband  and  I  were  unable  to  attend  this  nesting,  die  to 
prior  camitment ,  mb  wish  to  go  on  record  as  being  opposed  to 
the  placement  of  any  kind  of  nuclear  weapons,  in  any  kind  of 
rail  system,  or  other  system,  at  Fairchild  AFB ,  Washington. 

In  spite  of  the  roey  picture  painted  by  the  Air  Force  and  the  City 
of  Spokane  about  the  number  of  jobs,  the  aroint  of  money,  etc., 
none  of  that  is  of  any  importance  compared  to  the  death  and 
instruct  ion  that  these  weapons  can  incur,  and  the  utter  havoc 
that  can  be  inpoeed  on  any  area  where  they  will  be  located. 

There  is  no  need  far  these  weapons,-  never  in  our  lifetimes  will 
any  lime  be  worth  anything  if  a  barb  were  to  be  detonated,  and 
this  is  not  a  "peacekeeper"  as  the  government  has  chosen  to  call 
than  —  what  a  travesty  of  th  at  word  I  You  knew  that  statistics 
will  tell  you  that  for  every  person  who  writes,  there  are  thtwsands 
who  will  not  take  the  time  to,  but  feel  just  as  keenly,  and  «« 
here  in  Spokane  are  very  upset  that  our  city  axncil  took  it  upon 
themselves  to  glowingly  endorse  this  without  the  knowledge  of  its 
citizens. 

Pearl  6  Bober  t  Singer;  36  W.  31st;  Sp  okane,  Wa.  99203 
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GramI  Foaks  CtuMbcR  of  Commerce 


OrtM  »ort«  Norm  Dakota  M20S-  M  77 


Dear  Mayor  Johnson: 

Cr>  August  8,  1988,  a  public  hearing  will  be  conducted  at  7  p. m.  at  the  Grand  Forks 
Civic  Auditorium  to  allow  our  cowouruty  to  learn  more  about  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  system,  to  testify  on  the  project  and  to  ask  questions  of  an  Air  Force 
expert  on  the  subject. 

The  Camunity  Rail  Garrison  Corauttee  QKMS  you  to  attend  this  public  hearing.  We 
need  you  in  attendance  to  show  public  and  business  sentiment  in  supporting 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison! 

As  you  know  by  media  coverage.  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  is  a  prime  candidate 
location  fee  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system.  The  rail-mobile 
system  is  designed  to  drasiatically  increase  the  survivability  and  thus  the 
deterrent  effect  of  our  nation's  strategic  weapons.  Deployment  of  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  would  create  new  jobs  and  increase 
construction  spending  in  our  area.  It  is  estimated  that  ip  to  465  workers  would  be 
required  for  the  construction  phase  of  this  project  and  if>  to  380  workers  would  be 
retpiired  to  operate  this  system.  In  addition,  approximately  S80  million  in 
construction  will  be  required  to  prepare  facilities  to  support  this  new  system. 
The  long  term  economic  iapect  to  the  Grand  Forks  region  is  tremendous  (see  enclosed 
documentation).  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  also  necessary  to  protect  the 
national  security  we  so  treasure. 

At  the  hearing,  ws  anticipate  that  groups  and  individuals  from  outside  the  region 
may  appear  to  oppose  the  deployment  of  this  project  at  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base. 
Attendance  by  you  and  other  leaders  fraa  your  ccnauuty  is  essential! 

Please  complete  and  return  the  enclosed  card  to  confirm  your  attendance  at  the 
hearing.  Me  look  forward  to  seeing  you  an  August  8,  1988. 


— >T-  —  /'-Cc  ^  ^ 

0-d.4.,ICo  &^*^*-*  U  t* 


QrA~~ 
J  /£>  ^ 

-5*3-10 


fr tuTJC  Cc* 

Frank  M.  Coe,  Chairmen 
Casuity  Rail  GsrriM  Ccasdttee 

rake  Polovits,  Mayor 
City  of  Grand  Foska 

Marian  Helgsson,  Chairman "of  the  Board 
Grand  Forks  Oisfcir  of  CamHaiue 
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LOCATION i  Little  Rook  Air  Fore*  Bass,  Jacksonville,  Arkansas 

Aug  9,1068 

PUBLIC  COnCEirT  RETORT 

0,«.  AIR  f^RCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRISON  PROORAM 


1*  Wayas  Oovar  of  North  Llttl*  Rook,  Arkansas* 
if»ft 


tS  UP  PORT  aircraft  procurama ct,  flight  training,  and  US  AT  operations 
central  Arkansas •  V*  may  nssd  aoat  long  rang*  mis  slat  (sad  I  do 


not  mind  them  b«ing  basad  hare),  but  tha  naad  for  namar  aircraft  1* 
graatar.  As  a  TTOL  stealth  aircraft  Independent  rasaareF  <ia  signer, 

I  urge  you  to  consider  tha  naad  for  advanced  aircraft.  Benefit*  of 
aircraft  procurement  over  missies  includes  the  uses  of  pilots, 
meehmlee,  and  hardware  In  oemem.  Rocket  technology  is  useless 
If  ee  lose  tha  lead  In  income  producing  turbine  angina  technology. 
Turbina  engined  alraraft  earn  money  for  our  economy  dally,  every 
day  of  tha  year,  they  even  work  harder  on  holidays.  His ties  do  not. 

I  Of  TOOK  an  appropriation  of  $1.4  BILLION  for  elaetronlos  with 
this  missle  program.  #1400  million  apread  ovar  10  basss  equals 
#140  million  per  ba**.  If  only  8  bates  are  uaed  It  le  #880  million 
par  baea  for  electronloa.  That  la  too  much  alaetronloa  for  my 
neighborhood  or  my  world, 

ELECfROMAGEWTIC  KUSROT  DENSITIES  are  now  an  Issue  for  tha 
environmental  lmpaot  statement,  a  health  hasard  Issue,  and  should 
be  an  Issue  for  legislative  controls.  Threshold  Halt  values  for 
ha— n  exposure  have  been  ignored  toe  long.  At  current  prleee  for 
a  single  MIC  (millimeter  wave  Integrated  circuit,  microwave  or 
radar  chip)  with  150,000  amplifier*,  tbs  appropriation  could  buy 
48  million  chip*  for  each  baa*.  The  phased  array  energy  density  of 
this  many  radar  ohl p#  triggered  at  once  would  exoeed  that  of  a 
nuclear  explosion,  with  unknown  consequences ■  Used  In  synthetlo 
aperture  radar  transmitters,  beam  forming/  composition  laser  weapons, 
or  powerful  frequency  agile  directional  Jams ers,  this  much  electro¬ 
magnetic  energy  could  destroy  the  nervous  system  signals  of  any  or 
all  tn^na  within  100  miles.  With  fins  tunad  technical  applications, 
smaller  radar,  x-ray,  and  mi  a ro wavs  davloaa  are  deployed  and  In 
us  a  throughout  the  cowmlty  in  street  lighting  "neighborhood  watch* 
transmitter  units,  industrial  and  business  lntemal/external 
security  systems,  school  classrooms,  public  buildings,  retail 
stores,  oourtrooms,  legislative  chambers,  Churohes,  hospitals, 
ethlstio  fields,  recreational  areas,  and  {often  unknown  to  owners.) 

In  tha  home.  The  Idea  Is  that  controlled  use  or  directed  energy 
weapons  can  be  beneflolal  In  stimulating  or  Inhibiting  human  actlvltias. 
10  LEVEL  of  hi—an  exposure  or  Impairment  by  electronloa  Is  safe. 

WO  LEVEL  of  human  Impairment  should  ba  tolerated  in  m  Democratic 
society  based  on  freedom  of  choice  and  open  competition.  Deployment 
and  "civil  applications *  uses  of  eleetroolo  device*  le  unacceptable 
now,  adding  another  #140  to  #880  million  worth  to  any  community 
would  destroy  Democracy  as  we  know  It.  Reductions  of  radar,  redio- 
freqneooy,  TV  frequency,  microwave  beam  transmitted  energy,  laser 
deployment,  and  Other  directed  energy  signals  or  weapons  are  required, 
not  Increase*. 

Please  address  this  health  hasard  in  the  environmental  lmpaot 
statements.  Bow  muoh  human  exposure  will  new  "avirwMIsnoe"  and 
oo— ranloatlona  equipment  require,  shat  eleotromagnetle  energy 
densities  are  used,  and  whst  are  the  effects  on  vegetation,  air 
quality,  tuaaldlty,  rainfall,  droughts,  orope,  and  ambient  temperature. 

If  two  minutes  of  mlorowavs  energy  dehydrate*  a  4  os.  cotton  sample, 
how  muoh  dehydration  can  we  expect  from  #880  million  of  microwave! 

Sow  many  sera a  would  that  covert  How  much  would  dehydrate  humans? 
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As  a  Jogger  who  runs  about  15  mils*  a  week,  I  can  tell  you 
how,  when,  where,  and  often  what  kind  of  electronics  are  being 
used  to  Inhibit  physlodl  training  along  my  routes.  As  a  stealth 
5/VTOL  and  TOOL  aircraft  designer  who  has  fllad  two  U.S.  Patents 
on  new  airoraft  in  the  past  three  years,  I  can  tall  you  what  kind 
of  electronics,  "surveillance",  and  Interference  systems  an  airoraft 
draftsmen  and  engineer  must  put  up  with.  The  value  of  proprietary 
designs  and  resaaroh  that  have  taken  years  to  develop,  are  oftan 
the  motive  for  using  aleetronlo  devices  for  Industrial  espionage. 

Foreign  countries  are  leading  the  USA  In  many  areas  of  slsetronlc 
technology  and  production.  #1.4  billion  in  purchases  of  eleotronlo 
equipment  will  be  a  windfall  for  those  foreign  owned  ocavanles 
that  supply  It.  It  will  also  be  another  opportunity  for  non-domestic 
companies  to  place  embedded  survelllanoe  systems,  sneak  circuits, 
haskable  hardware,  or  over  rides  on  our  equipment. 

Please  address  both  the  h»— n  health  hasard  of  embedded  foreign 
electronic  equipment  not  purchased  and  uaed  by  the  USAP  but  nearby, 
and  that  of  eleotronlo  aquipmant  purchased  and  uaed  by  tha  WAR  in 
tha  mleale  program.  Please  consider  threshold  limit  values  of 
exposure  for  both  USAP  operating  personnel  and  tha  ganeral  public 
Raport  thoae  ear#  single  exposure  limits,  cumulative  energy 
density  exposure  limits,  and  time  weighted  exposure  limit  assessments* 

Would  the  USAP  support  the  public  right  to  know  about  looal 
alaotronls  transmitter  or  emmleslon  sources  that  are  Intermittently 
pulsed,  or  In  eontlnoua  operation  In  oltles  and  communities  around 
missle  sites,  the  health  hasard  capabilities  of  eaoh,  who  own* 
and  operates  It,  and  what  purpose  it  serves  In  the  oovunity, 
whether  located  on  private  or  publio  property* 

Would  the  05 AF  support  a  warning  device,  such  a*  an  optleal 
flashing  color-coded  light  for  any  aleetronlo  transmitter  that 
may  be  placing  radio- fraquenoy,  microwave,  radar, or  single  puls* 
directed  electromagnetic  energy  into  the  environment f  Thar*  are 
at  least  100  such  source*  within  visual  (line -of -sight )  rang* 
of  tha  01*  Min  High  School  traok  end  football  field*  Knowing 
which  are  transmitting  and  when  would  help  individuals  assess 
their  physloal  training  program  against  tha  health  hasards. 

Road  Jogging,  driving,  oven  Shopping  would  have  a  reduced  risk 
of  exposure  to  damaging  or  lethal  elsctromagnatlo  transmissions* 

A  new  set  of  ray  gun  control  law*  could  be  established  that  would 
would  improve  publio  safety  while  enhancing  military  operations. 


Mr.  WWyne  Oovar, 


_ ,1816  West  48th  Street,  North  Little  Rook, 

president  78118 


AR 


OOVAR  VTOL  Airoraft  Research  Company 
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Thank  you  for  attending  this  bearing-  Our  purpoee  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
sunn  arise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysts  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  imues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


1  feel  that  Kail  Garrison  would  find  Crand  Fork*  a  logical  place  to 
continue  this  role  of  peace  keeping.  The  continent  on  the  pert  of 
comunlty  leaders  and  the  overall  populace  la  her*.  The  location  of  the 
land  and  rsll  access  Is  Ideal.  Personnel  at  the  Air  Mac  have  proven  their 
ability  bring  on  new  missions.  A  proven  dichotomy  between  the  baa*  and  the 
community  is  In  place  and  Implementation  activities  would  be  facilitated  by 
choosing  the  Grand  Forks  location.  The  men  and  women  that  would  staff  this 
new  mission  would  be  welcomed  and  would  smoothly  meld  Into  our  comunlty. 


The  economic  Impact  would  be  greatly  appreciated  by  the  community  and  we 
would  urge  officials  who  arc  In  a  decision  making  capacity  to  choose  Grand 
Forks  as  one  of  the  sites  for  baaing  Peachkeeper 


Rsll  Garrison. 


for  many  rears The  servlet jshl snd.yp—n  vhfl  hSYt  beta  stationed  htt« - 

have  volunteered  to  help  out  community  proarama,  supported  our  United  Way 
Program,  attended  our  churches,  and  purchased  goods  and  services  from  our 


local  merchants.  They  are  an  integral  part  < 


■unity. 


mutual  Interest  to  broaden  and  strengthen  that  relatlonahlp  through — 


el cumins  the  changes  which  the  Air  Fore*  la  Interested  In  developing. 


WITMH  tlTl  pill  the  cowiAZty  welcomed  Fhe  addition  or  trie  new  a- 1 

ml.  a  ion  and  the  KC135R  tanker.  Grand  Forks  IS  Btfllld  to  H 

3rd  base  to  receive  the  B-l.  This  pride  stems  from  having  the  opportunity 


to  do  its share  to  help  keep  this  country  free,  aa  well  as  knowing  that  the 
coMwnfty  was  selected  because  of  Its  broad  baas  of_  support  for  che_Alr _ 


Force  sod  Us  mission  a 1  nsau^. 


*t  Hilr  lit.  ilia  AH  foiu»  tv  unisldsitiig  a  new  atsstun  In  vtixt  t»  ciltet 

Kail  Carr  Ison.  This  mission  has  been  conaldefed  at  great  lenxth  b*_our — 
country* a  leaders  and  If  Implemented  would  once  again  be  welcomed  by  the 
Crand  Forks  counity. _ _ _ _ _ 


world,  and  < 
Srucw  Rams* 


i  such  has  playtd  a  large  part  In  thwarting  foreign  aggression  (over) 
3100  W.  Elmwood  Grand  Folks _ Kfi _ 58ZQ1 _ 


Name  Strsvt  Address 

Pit  Me  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  to< 


City 
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AFRCE  BMfVDEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 
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X  AH  WONDSRZKG  U  THE  CONCEPT  OP  A  RAIL  BASED  QARRXSCS  KCDE,  PER  SE. 

IIS  HCT  T1AUED,  'JTN  THE  AB75HAL  SAISTJ  KtCCK)  Of  THE  RAIL  WTVOOfS 
AREN'T  THERE  AREAS  SUCH  AS  UPKEEP.  PERSCHHIL  AND  POSSIBIUTT  OP 


SABOTAGE  WHERE  THE  AIR  PORCI  HAT  LOSE  CONTROL  OP  THE  HOOCT 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  rail  garrison  program 

Than*  you  for  attandint  thla  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hex  tin*  thia  hearing  l*  to 
summarize  for  you  the  an /iron  mental  consequences  we  have  determined  nay  occur  if  tha 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  program  proceed,  and  afford  «ou  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  nay  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Our  goal  ia  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  aad  eltisens  b*for«  a 
final  decision  on  tha  program  ia  made.  Please  uae  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issue*  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Pleeee  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BM8/DEV 
Norton  Air  Porce  Bai 


Norton  nir  rorce  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409  . 
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location  GjZ/UXI  £o£<LftJa&n&  U4«"ot* 


<1  AUG  iQ7 f 


COMMENT  SHEET 

UJL  AIN  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  NAIL  OASRISON  PNOCRAM 

Ttttak  you  for  sttemdtaf  this  hearing.  Our  purpoae  for  tatting  this  hearing  Is  to 
■unaarite  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  heve  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  lava  ina&rertently  overlooked.  Or  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  oo  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Norton  Air  Force  Base 
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"Om  U  ovt  SfiuMfti 

VETERANS  Of  FOREIGN  WARS  OE  THE  UNITED  STATES 

POST  1874 

p  O  BOX  969  GRAND  FORKS  NORTH  DAKOTA  5620 1 

August  3.  1988 

PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  CARR I SON  RESOLUTION 


WHEREAS,  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defense  Systea  hss  been  chosen  by  Congress  snd 

the  President  as  a  top  priority  for  enhancing  the  nations  defensive  systeas, 
snd 

WHEREAS,  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlaon  Project  represence  the  aost  practical. 

cost-affordable  syecea  utilising  existing  1C BN  alsslles  snd  the  U.S.  railroad 
systea,  and 

WHEREAS,  the  Congress  and  Preaidant  hava  called  for  the  eatabl lahawnt  of  5  or  6 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison*  at  Strategic  Air  Command  bases  In  the  United  States, 
and 

WHEREAS,  only  In  tlaas  of  national  eaargancy  would  Che  trains  equipped  with  operational 
Peacekeeper  alsslles  bs  directed  to  leave  the  garrisons  and  deploy  within 
the  rail  systea,  and 


WHEREAS, 
WHEREAS, 
WHEREAS , 
WHEREAS . 
WHEREAS, 


the  aobillty  feature  of  this  system  promises  high  survivability  thus  a 
It  a  strong  deterrent  to  any  adversary,  and 


ekage  syacea  making 


the  Crand  Forka  region  has  an  axtenslve  railroad  tri 
detection  In  a  time  of  national  eaergancy  unlikely, 
the  Grand  Forka  Air  Force  Base  plays  an  Integral  part  In  the  natlona  defense 
strategically  located  In  the  northern  tier  states,  and 

or  rail  lines  with  many  additional  allea 

Crand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  has  the  land  and  the  people  to  deploy  this  ayetea 
with  a  ■ In  leal  amount  of  infrastructure  laproveaencs  to  deploy  this  syecea. 


NOW,  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Veterans  of  Foreign  Ware  of  the  United  States, 
Poet  1874,  Grand  Fork*,  North  Dakota,  go  on  record  In  support  of  Grand  Fork*  Air  Force 
Baee  being  designated  as  a  site  to  house  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  syecea. 


S  E  RfliD’M'A 


CLUB 


GREATER  GRAND  FORKS 
P  O  SOX  1 1 72,  GRAND  FORKS.  NO  56201 


f  MANKIND1  UHMEAS. 

1  It — 


WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS, 


WHEREAS, 

WHEREAS. 


PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  RESOLUTION 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defense  Systea  hss  been  chosen 
by  Congress  and  the  President  aa  a  top  priority  for  enhancing 
the  natlona  dafanslva  eystaas.  and 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlaon  Projacc  represent*  the  aoet 
practical,  cost-affordable  systea  utilising  existing  ! CBM 
alsallea  and  the  U.S.  railroad  ayscaa,  and 

the  Congraea  and  President  have  called  for  the  cstsbllshasnc 
of  5  or  6  Pescekeepar  Rail  Garrisons  at  Stracaglc  Air  Command 
basts  in  cht  Unltad  Ststae,  and 

only  In  clmea  of  national  amergency  would  tha  trains  aqulpptd 
with  operational  Peacekeeper  missiles  ba  directed  to  Leave  tne 
earrleone  and  deploy  within  tha  rail  system,  and 
the  mobility  feature  of  thle  ayetea  promisee  high  survivability 
thus  making  it  a  strong  deterrent  to  any  adversary,  and 
the  Grand  Porks  region  has  an  extensive  railroad  trackage 
system  making  detection  In  a  time  of  national  amergency 
unlikely,  and 

the  Crand  Porks  Air  Force  Base  plays  an  Integral  part  in  Che 
nations  defense  strategically  located  in  the  northern  tier 

states,  and 

Crand  Forka  1*  Ideally  located  on  major  rail  lines  with  many 
additional  miles  of  track  located  within  hours,  and 
Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  has  the  land  and  Che  people  to 
deploy  thle  ayetea  with  a  minimal  amount  ol  Infrastructure 
laprovaaant*  to  deploy  this  systea. 


NOW.  THEREFORE,  BE  IT  RESOLVED  that  the  Greater  Crand  Forks  SERTOHA  Club 
goes  on  record  la  support  of  Grand  Torks  Air  Force  Base  being  chosen 
as  a  alts  to  house  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  ayetea. 


y/]jLA^  <7VW* 
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I  aa  hare  aa  a  representative  of  tha  Office  of  Justice  end  Peace  for 
the  Diocese  of  Little  Rock  and  Pax  Chrletl  USA. 

I  take  exception  to  e  statement  In  the  DEIS  on  page  1-20  which 
states  that  some  lseuea  raised  la  the  scoping  hearings  are  beyond  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Morel  and  psychological  environments 
deserve  to  be  aa  deeply  studied  ae  those  which  effect  the  physical 
elements  surrounding  us. 

The  human  person  la  one;  whatever  Impacts  on  her/his  moral  and 
psychological  environment  Just  aa  truly  affects  the  human  person  aa 
much  as,  If  oot  sore  eo,  than  what  effects  the  physical  environment. 
If  •  child  grows  up  In  an  environment  In  which  instruments  of 
destruction  ere  given  priority,  can  we  honestly  expect  them 
consistently  to  seek  peace  by  aeans  other  than  bigger  end,  so-called, 
better  weapons? 

Producing  aore  weapons  than  are  necessary  for  an  adequate  defenae 
leada  to  an  unnecessary  reliance  on  technology  to  solve  problems 
while  the  only  lasting  way  to  develop  peace  le  to  have  respect  for 
the  human  dignity  of  each  of  God 'a  children. 

The  United  States  Catholic  Bishops  have  stated  that  they  ere  opposed 
to  the  addition  of  weapons  which  are  likely  to  be  vulnerable  to 
attack,  yet  also  possess  e  "prompt  hard-target  kill"  capability  that 
threatens  to  sake  tha  other  side's  retaliatory  forces  vulnerable;  In 
other  words  the  sddltlon  of  itema  which  would  prtmerlly  be  useful  aa 
first  strike  weapons.  * 

The  MX  le  an  unacceptabla  Instrument  ae  lt  does  possess  first  strike 
capability. 

The  fact  that  tha  Uni  ad  States  and  Ruasla  hava  begun  reductions  In 
nuclear  weapons  aakee  Increasing  the  number  end  deployment  of  tha  MX 
a  destabllzlng  factor — one  which  dots  destroy  the  environment  which 
now  seems  could  lead  to  evan  further  reductions  of  nuclear  and 
conventional  arms.  An  environment  which  makes  peace  a  closer  reality 
la  one  we  all  vlrfi  to  live  In  as  wall  aa  leave  to  future  generations. 

Tha  United  States  Catholic  Blriiopa  also  raise  questions  on 
envlronaente  such  as  clean  water,  clean  air,  adequate  food  and 
medical  provisions,  suitable  housing  to  name  a  few.  These 
environments  ere  not  being  developed  ae  sufficiently  ae  possible  both 
for  our  own  citizens  and  all  inhabitants  of  the  world  due  to  the 
economic  distortions  resulting  from  excessive  attention  to  wee poo 
systems.  These  environments  do  need  consideration  in  this  MIS;  thsy 
deserve  priority  treataent.  Increasing  the  scope  of  the  #EIS  does 
not  weaken  lt  but  enhances  its  capabilities;  In  thle  way  members  of 
’Ccii£T«'3S  will  cm-elrw  e-7 n?  -omprehenvl ve  Information  on  which  to  baee 
their  dctlone. 

Sr.  Catherine  Markey,  KHS 

Director,  Office  of  Justice  and  Peace,  Diocese  of  Little  lock 

L(.  e-  c  3  io 

•THE  CHALLENGE  OF  PEACE:  GOD'S  PROMISE  AMD  OUR  RESPONSE  United 
States  Catholic  Conference,  1983  section  189 
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in  the  state  return  only  about  40S  of  this  money.  Thus,  we 
lose  approximately  |J00  million  a  year  due  to  larqely  unnecessary 
military  expenditures,  or  about  $J50/year  for  every  man,  woman 
and  child  in  the  state.  In  Cascade  County  alone  the  proportions 
are  reversed.  Halmstrom  spends  some  $120  million  a  year,  here, 
and  we  pay  only  about  $50  million.  Incident!/,  the  figures 
which  Halmstrom  releases  based  on  income  multipliers  and  the 
like  have  also  been  questioned.  And  other  areas  where  bases 
have  been  closed  down  have  actually  experienced  a  surge  of 
economic  growth  and  a  revival  of  the  local  economy  after 
the  Air  Force  departed.  One  need  only  compare  the  economic 
well-being  (or  lack  of  it)  oT  Great  falls  with  the  other  large 
cities  in  Montana  to  realize  that  rather  than  being  an 
economic  boon  to  us,  the  Air  Force  has  actually  undermined 
our  local  rconomy.  liqht  manufacturing,  agriculture,  education, 
and  other  traditional  strengths  of  the  local  economy  have  actually 
declined  during  the  period  when  Air  Torce  expenditures  here 
have  increased. 


Haul  Stephens 
Committee  of  the  90 ’ s 
P.0.  Box  2501 
Great  Tails.  Ml  59401 
727-5184 

1 FS I  I  MONY  TOR  I  Hi  l  lr.  HEARING  »  OR  T  Mt  M*  RAIL  GARRISON.  8/9/88 

My  name  is  Paul  Stephens  and  I'm  speaking  as  a  member 
of  the  Committee  of  the  90's,  a  regional  organisation  whose 
goal  is  to  create  .i  health),  non-m  1 1 1 1  a  r  i  s  1 1  c  economy  through 
a  broad  public  awareness  of  defense  issues  and  how  they  impact 
the  local  economy. 

In  thm  midst  of  a  drought,  a  regional  economic  depression, 
and  a  national  economic  situation  characterized  by  massive 
deficits,  a  shortage  of  investment  capital,  a  gigantic  trade 
deficit,  and  shortage  of  government  funds  for  social  programs, 
education,  high-tech  research  and  development,  medical  care, 
and  other  vital  needs.  He  find  it  hard  to  believe  that  the 
Air  Force  and  various  military  contractors  would  ask  the 
American  people  and  the  Congress  that  represents  us  to  spend 
10's  of  billions  of  dollars  on  a  new  land-based  strategic 
missile  system.  All  the  expert  testimony  indicates  that 
there  is  no  need  for  this  system,  the  Hidgetmsn,  or  anything 
like  it.  Me  are  presently  in  the  midst  of  serious  arms  negotiations 
with  the  other  nuclear  powers,  and  there  is  every  indication 
Lhat  we  all  have  a  common  interest  in  dismantling  our  nuclear 
weapons  completely.  Even  Barry  Goldwater,  long  the  Air  force's 
major  advocate  in  the  Senate,  has  put  himself  firstly  on  the  side 
of  those  in  favor  of  total  nuclear  disarmament.  Many  Air 
force  career  officers  feel  the  same  way  about  it,  and  have 
testified  accordingly. 

Yes,  this  is  an  Environmental  Impact  hearing  and  we 
are  supposed  to  address  the  env i r moment  a  1  impacts  of  this 
proposed  deployment.  the  intent  of  lKe  Act  which  requires 
this  hearing  is  to  protect  the  environment,  and  in  our  view, 
there  is  no  single  greater  threat  to  the  environment  than 
nuclear  weapons,  their  production,  deployment,  and  possible 
utilization.  it  is  futile  and  illogical  for  the  Air  Force 
to  claim  th.it  these  weapons  are  being  deployed  and  maintained 
so  that  they  will  never  be  used.  Certainly  we  hope  and  pray 
that  they  never  will  be  used,  but  why  deploy  them  in  the  first 
place"’  It  is  clear  to  us  here  in  Creat  falls  that  it  is  economic 
interests,  defense  contiactors,  and  local  business  people  who 
favor  this  deployment.  Out  of  all  the  counties  in  Montana,  only 
one  will  realize  any  short-term  net  economic  benefit.  These 
missiles  aren't  built  with  free  money.  Every  dollar  allocated 
to  their  production  and  ma intanance  must  be  taken  away  from 
some  other  use.  Since  most  of  this  defense  build-up  is 
believed  to  have  been  financed  by  deficits,  it  is  the  capital 
market  and  investments  in  American  business  which  has  suffered 
the  most.  Our  lack  of  economic  competitiveness,  the  export 
of  millions  of  industrial  jobs,  and  our  continuing  massive 
deficit  in  international  trade  are  all  attributable  to  having 
spent  over  a  trillion  dollars  on  unnecessary  weapons  acquisition 
over  the  past  8  years.  for  the  state  of  Montana,  the  results 
have  been  particularly  disastrous.  It  has  been  estimated  that 
Montanans  are  taxed  about  $500  million  «.  year  for  military 
expenditures  of  all  kinds.  M.iimstrom  ur.d  other  military  projects 
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V.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Oiw  goal  la  s  thoro«*h 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feal  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

MY  SAME  18  Xi.  HMDGRIK,  I  Hiailig  A"  bi*  HE'-KS  i».  SRAMS  FORK  Si,  K  ■  3AM. 
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The  production  of  nuclear  weapons,  hidden  within 
the  civilian  budget  of  the  Energy  Department,  is  probably 
the  most  environmentally  harmful,  destructive,  and  costly 
envj ronmental  impact.  Right  no w.  it  is  estimated  that 
merely  to  clean  up  and  dispose  of  all  the  nuclear  wastes 
at  Hanford  and  other  nuclear  waste  storage  sitea  will 
cost  in  axcesa  of  $100  billion.  Decommissioning  and  disposing 
of  all  the  civilian  nuclear  waste  associated  with  nuclear 
power  production  will  cost  hundreds  of  billions  more.  Why 
does  the  E1S  not  include  an  analysis  of  these  costs  and  how 
they  will  be  paid7  This  is  one  of  the  fundamental  issues 
surrounding  the  development  and  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons, 
yat  the  government  continually  stalls  and  puts  off  giving 
us  arty  answers  to  these  questions.  The  Air  force  would  be 
doing  a  major  public  service  by  drawing  up  plans  to  clean 
up  and  dispose  of  all  the  nuclear  wastes  which  advanced 
nuclear  weapon  systems  have  produced.  Spend  the  $20-70  billion 
dollars  earmarked  for  MX  and  Hidgetmsn  systems  in  this  effort, 
and  then  come  back  and  ask  for  more.  When  everything  is 
cleaned  up,  look  at  the  international  situation.  If  we  are 
being  threatened  by  some  massive  Soviet  arms  build-up  (and 
most  past  ones  hate  proven  to  be  illusory  or  actual  Pentagon 
fabrications),  then  come  back  and  ask  us  for  money  to  build  a 
new  strategic  weapon  system.  Most  of  us  doubt  that  this  will 
ever  happen,  but  if  it  does,  we  will  be  prepared  to  listen 
and  serioualy  consider  your  proposals. 

Thank  you.  fhis  concludes  my  testimony. 
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.  LOCAL  C ITT /SMS  MI-h  MO  VMGATIVt 


COHUICATIOMS.  "HAMK  you. 


foyficfucj  dr.  tend  fiirtfc  t  //•&  n  Sgioi 

kddaou 


City 


State 


e  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  toi 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCB-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  M40» 
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COMWfT  SHEET 

Ui.  AIK  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRJBOM  PROORAH 

Tbmk  you  for  atteBtog  thk  kovkg.  One  pnrponn  for  koottog  Utk  hoortog  la  to 
•uamariM  for  you  tko  sartrummootal  aaanqHam  wo  km  Rfttad  Bay  occur  If  tba 
P—cckiapcr  Rail  Quito  progroa  proceed,  cad  afford  yoo  aa  ogportoolty  to  brkg  to 
ov  attanttoo  Batten  wo  nay  have  kodvortooUy  ocartachad.  Ow  goal  ia  a  thorotg* 
oowfctBBootol  aaalyto  that  «IU  ba  avtikMa  to  pobUe  offlokk  aad  «ritlaaM  before  a 
flaol  daekko  oa  tko  program  la  made.  Heaaa  oaa  thk  aboot  to  hrtag  to  our  attaetfoo 
onvkowa ratal  toeaa  that  you  Isel  have  aot  baea  adagoataly  aaaljaait  k  the  Draft 
BmfcooBcatal  Impoot  State  Boot. 


Daniel  L.  Feist 
P.0.  Box  508 

Minot,  north  Dakota  58702 


August  11 ,  1988 


Oju 


i  thk  fora  to  or  nail  toa 


Lt  Col  Pctar  Wakh 

AFBCE-BKVDEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baea 

Ban  Baraardkw,  Calif  orete  ttltl 


TO  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN: 


As  both  a  member  of  the  Minot  Association  of  Builders  and  the  Minot  Realtors 
Association,  I  am  very  much  in  favor  of  obtaining  the  Peacekeeper/Rail  Garrison 
for  Minot  Air  Force  Base. 

I  do  not  forsee  any  environmental  impact  as  a  result  of  obtaining  the  Peacekeeper/ 
Rail  Garrison;  but  I  agree  that  It  could  be  Imperative  to  the  economy  of  the 
Minot  area,  and  would  help  atone  for  the  loss  of  the  5th  Fighter  Interceptor 
Squadron  and  associated  personnel. 

I  repeat,  I  support  the  Peacekeeper /Rail  Garrison! 


Sincerely, 

Daniel  L.  Felst""^ 
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M ACKLEY  Construction  Company,  Inc. 
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MINOT.  NORTH  DAKOTA  9*702 


Director  Of  Environmental  Planning 
APACE- BNS/DEV 

Norton  APB,  San  Bernardino,  Ca.  92A09-64A8 


Director  Of  Environ* 
APRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  APB,  San  Bert 


DEIS 

Minot  ,  North  Dakota 


Aa  a  Minot  area  business  nan  who  ha*  a  considerable  Investment  here,  t  nuat 
support  the  Peackeeper  Bail  Carrtson  (PKBC).  It  makes  sense  for  both  Minot 
and  America.  7c  nekes  sense  for  Minor  because  the  cowunity  wants  the  program; 
lt  aeke*  sense  for  Aaeriea  because  America  needs  the  program.  PKBC  will  provide 
a  positive  ioc io— economic  Impact  to  Minot:  about  350  nore  ailttary,  ISO  sort 
civilian  jobs,  $76M  in  Initial  construction,  and  over  $811  in  additional  annual 
income.  In  a  large  sense,  PKBC  would  strengthen  Minot's  contribution  to 
national  security — something  the  comnlt;  has  always  been  proud  of  in  the  past 
and  will  continue  to  be  proud  of  in  the  future.  I  strongly  support  the  selection 
of  Minot  APB  for  deployment  of  the  PKBC. 


Peacekeeper  Ball  Garrison  (PKBC)  la  a  program  that  fits  nicely  into  the  strong 
base-community  infrastructure  that  already  exists.  The  environmental  impact 
statement  shows  that  the  proposed  deployment  of  PKBC  on  Minot  APB  has  minimal 
environmental  iapact  on  the  Minot  area.  We  have  been  proactive  by  metlgatlng 
the  minor  Impact*  which  do  exist.  First,  we  have  already  negotiated  the  purchase 
of  the  land  necessary  to  deploy  the  garrison.  Second,  we  have  determined  that 
the  socio-economic  value  of  the  PKBC  program  far  outweigh*  the  loss  of  potential 
revenue  from  th*  oil  and  gas  leases  which  would  be  put  into  abeyance.  Third, 
and  most  importantly,  the  Minot  region  has  the  necssary  growth  potential  in 
land,  housing,  schools,  and  energy  and  water  resources  to  absorb  both  th* 
construction  and  long  term  deployment  of  the  PKBC  system.  Minot  Is  the  right 
location  and  w#  support  a  strong  Nat  tonal  da fens*  posture ■ 


C:  ',/ // 4^  St/ 


*ui  /rt^ccJcU 

J1ES  H.  CBAWPORD,  Chairman 


JAMES  H.  CBAYPORO,  f 
Military  Affairs  Cos 
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THE  OUTLYING  URBAN  COMWNITItS  AROUND  MINOT  AFB  ARE  BEING  MORE 
AND  MORE  DEPENDENT  UPON  THE  ACTIVITY  OF  THE  MILITARY  INSTALLATION 
IN  OUR  MIDST. 

NO  LONGER  IS  THERE  ANY  CHANCE  FOR  IMPLEMENT  COMPANIES  OR 
OTHER  ACTIVITY  RELATING  TO  AGRICULTURE  LOOKING  TO  LOCATE  IN  THE 
SMALL  CimJNITISS.  NO  LONGER  CAN  THESE  SMALLER  COMRJNITIES  RELY 
ON  SUPPORT  FROM  THE  OIL  INDUSTRY  AS  IN  THE  PAST.  IT'S  BEEN  A  LONG 
TIME  SINCE  EITHER  THE  AGRICULTURAL  OR  OIL  ECONOMY  HAS  OIRECTCT 
OR  INDIRECTLY  BOUGHT  EVEN  ANY  RESIDENCIAL  REAL  ESTATE  IN  THESE 
SMALL  COMMUNITIES, 

TOO AY  IN  THE  SURROUNDING  COMUJNITIES  SUCH  AS  GIENBURN,  DEERING, 
LANSFORD,  CARPIO.  ETC.,  RESIDENTIAL  REAL  ESTATE  IS  BEING  MARKETED 
PRIMARILY  TO  MILITARY  FAMILIES  WHO  OESIRE  TO  LIVE  OFF  THE  INSTALLATION 
IN  A  QUIET  SMALL  TOWN  ENVIRONMENT. 

THE  COMMUNITY  OF  GIENBURN  LOCATED  ONLY  TEN  MILES  FROM  THE  BASE 
WOULD  BE  VERY  HARO  PRESSED  If  THE  MILITARY  BASE  WERE  NOT  HERE  OR 
THE  MISSION  KEPT  GETTING  SMALLER  IN  SCOPE.  THE  OPENING  OF  THE  NEW 
HOSPITAL  AND  NOW  THE  POSSIBILITY  OF  AOOING  RAIL  GARRISON  TO  THE 
MINOT  AFB  MISSION  WILL  BENEFIT  COMMUNITIES  SUCH  AS  GIENBURN.  THE 
POSSIBILITY  OF  DRAWING  SOME  NEW  PEOPLE  TO  OUR  COtWUNITY,  EITHER 
MILITARY  OR  CIVILIAN.  FROM  THE  JOG  MARKET  THAT  WILL  BE  CREATEO  BY 
RAIL  GARRISON,  Wilt  CONTRIBUTE  IMMEASURABLY  TO  THE  SURVIVAL  OF 
OUR  TOWN.  THE  UPDATING  AND  MAINTENANCE  OF  THE  RAIL  SYSTEM  AROUND 
US  AS  A  RESULT  OF  RAIL  GARRISON  COULD  VERY  EASILY  PROVIDE  THE 
AGRICULTURAL  ECONOMY  A  BOOST  8Y  POSSIBLY  REDUCING  COSTS  FOR  SHIPPING 
GRAIN  BY  RAIL.  THESE  BENEFITS  WOULD  BE  POSITIVELY  FELT  IN  THE 
SMALLER  COMMUNITIES  MUCH  SOONER  THAN  IN  THE  BIG  CITIES. 
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OUR  SCHOOLS  WOULD  PROBABLY  BENEFIT  THE  MOST.  THERE  HAS  BEEN  A 
STEADY  0ECLININ6  ENROLLMENT  IN  THE  RURAL  AGRICULTURAL  AREAS. 

HERE  IN  GIENBURN  THE  MILITARY  PEOPLE  WHO  CHOOSE  TO  LIVE  IN  OUR 
SCHOOL  DISTRICT  OR  HAVE  FOUND  THE  COMMUNITY  OF  GLENBURN,  HAVE 
HELPED  OUR  ENROLLMENT  CONSIDERABLY. 

RAIL  GARRISON  SHOULD  ADD  TO  THAT  ENROLLMENT  WHICH  INTURN  WILL 
STRENGTHEN  OUR  DISTRICT  AND  KEEP  OUR  DOORS  OPEN  FOR  A  LONG  TIME 
INTO  THE  FUTURE. 

tont  Alef  “ 

MAYOR  OF  GIENBURN 
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I  Mm*  you  Bor  w,  opportunity  to  commit  on  the  snetranmentd 
Impact  statement. 


STATEMENT  BY 
STEVE  SYDNESS 


I  tMnk  It’s  dear  from  the  number  o»  people  hen  tonight  that 
there’s  a  gnat  deal  o«  Interest  hi  tha  MX  ntah  end  Its 
potential  Impact  on  North  Dakota. 

Tmw  n  i  mo  CMf  from  tn»  anaMQ  •nvrawiMttsi  mpBct 
statement  that  we  are  commenting  on  tonight,  that  there  le  tttfc 
cause  «gr  concern  H  Minot  le  chosen  to  host  the  ral -baaed  MX 


MX  E.I.S.  HEARING 
MINOT,  NORTH  DAKOTA 
AUGUST  11, 1908 


I  think  the  Impact  that  we  need  to  be  moat  concerned  about  le  the 
Impact  on  the  ttves  of  el  Americano  If  the  MX  le  not  rteptnyeri, 
hate  or  anywhere  dec. 

We  need  to  bo  concerned  about  how  tha  Soviets  wB  dew  such  an 
action.  We  need  to  be  concerned  about  the  Impact  that  wotdd 
have. 


I  am  quite  aura  the  Impact  would  not  be  dednbN, 

We've  learned  In  the  poet  several  yaws  that  peace  and  security 
come  through  national  strength.  That's  whet  the  raS-baaed  MX 
would  provide  -  strength  to  protect  our  peace  and  security. 


Those  who  would  oppooe  ue  understand  strength.  They  respect 
strength.  And,  It  le  becoming  apparent  that  It  le  our  commitment 
to  strength  that  has  convinced  them  to  seriously  worti  with  ue 
toward  arms  reductions. 
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WO  afl  pray  for  tho  day  whan  weapon*  Mia  lha  MX  and  the  other 
nHM  scattered  acroee  our  prairie  won't  be  needed.  Tod ay, 
lor  Om  Ibst  time,  we  con  envWon  ouch  a  world. 

Wo  an  wwWon  tudi  •  world  boeauoo  our  loodort  won  «M  enough 
to  Invest  ki  •  strong  dolonoo  lor  our  country.  Wo  toM  the 
world,  'Wo  value  our  poooo  and  our  frsodom  and  wo  w*  protect 


Wo  must  condnuo  to  oond  tho  world  that  aama  message  until  wo  can 
ati  agroo  to  rid  our  plant!  of  ttwao  weapons. 

I  think  moot  oT  tlw  people  bora  understand  tho  need  tar  tho  MX 
and  art  wMktg  to  accept  it  Into  our  communtttoo  to  long  at  wo 
hast  isaaonaMa  aaaurancoo  of  tho  safety  o I  tho  system. 

I  think,  with  tho  environmental  Impact  statement  that  wo  are 
cnnaldaitng  tonight,  wo  hast  that  aaouranco. 

Others  hove  already  commented,  end  more  wlti.  I'm  sure,  talk 
about  tho  bonoAdal  economic  Impact  tho  MX  rrt-baabig  would 
have  on  this  region  If  tho  decision  Is  made  to  put  It  hare.  That 
consideration  la  not  a  smat  one. 

Wo  welcome  the  |obe  and  tho  people  tho  MX  would  bring  to  our 
etate.  Mom  than  400  conetruction  Jobe  and  aknoot  360  permanent 
lobe  mean  a  lot  In  a  auto  Mio  ours. 


ware  of  tho  beneficial  Imparl  of  an  addRtanaf 
i  dotiars  a  year  In  payrol  would  have  to  our  ana 


hat  the  MX  la  not  an  economic  development  prefect, 
I  servo  that  worthy  goal.  It  la  a  profact  to 
e  and  our  ascurtty.  And  that  la  a  moot  worthy 


I  can  think  of  no  mors  beneficial  Impact. 
Thank  you. 
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Ml  not  AtMciitloa  of  Iglldort 
To  It.  Col.  Potor  Malta 
*09, ft  11.  IMS 
Pogo  t»o*W  pogn... 

Pogo  4.10-1?-  AgrM  altll  Uw  EIS  m  rogord  to  «Mt(ng  tho  dOMnds  for  pcrwofit.  tfdttlonil 
Nouitng  Mitt  nooOod.  Minot  «*0  tho  rogton  of  Influx*  would  nIccw  the 
oddHloM)  conit  ruction  and  have  Mny  qudlfltd,  c«p«blt  hoot  bulldtri  ready 
to  build.  TM*  would  bo  »«ry  bonoficiel  to  moot  and  the  turroundlng  areas. 

Page  4.10-37-  Agree  with  the  CIS  in  regard  to  the  construction  costs  and  oorters  needed  to 
construct  the  second  rail  connector  at  the  base.  The  worters  would  coat  froa 
the  region  of  Influence,  thus  enhancing  our  econoatc  bate. 

The  Minot  Association  of  lullders  would  «e Icoae  the  Pesce*«eper/Rtl 1  Garrison  systaa  to  the  Minot 
area-  he  are  in  fell  support  of  the  Envtronaental  lapact  Stateaent  released  by  the  Air  force. 

He  ask  that  you  choose  Minot  at  «  Site  for  the  Peacekeeper /Sail  Garrison  systea. 

Sincerely. 

MINOT  ASSOCIATION  Of  dull DENS 

flonald  Huber 


\ 

Ward  County  Sheriff's  Department 

* — j* 

■  /  \  \  /  .  o 


K'^U'X 


i-  '  i 

August  11.  1980 


Mmol.  Worth  Oekou  SdTte 


Arthur  T  Anderson 
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I  aa  Arthur  T.  Anderson,  Elecced  Hard  County  Sheriff,  Minot,  North  Dakota 
58701. 

I  approve  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Project  for  the  benefits  it  will  bring  to 
Hard  County  and  the  City  of  Minot,  North  Dakota, 

I  feel  with  the  staff  that  I  have  we  can  and  will  adequately  maintain  Law 
Enforcement.  He  have  a  new  Jail  facility,  with  the  capacity  for  86  prisoners, 
which  is  fully  staffed  and  able  to  handle  any  situation  that  may  occur. 


Sheriff 

ATA/lf 


1 
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19)0  Highland  Dr. 
Minot,  N.  Dak.  58701 
August  11,  1988 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

I  hnve  rs.id  the  Rail  Garrison  iapact  statement  as:  an 
interested  life-long  resident,  a  Minot  Park  Commissioner, 
a  Minot  HighSctiool  Biology  teacher,  and  as  a  te  ‘Cher  who 
hap  taught  for  ’uiny  years  Geology  at  Minot  “igh  School. 

As  a  Geolo'.y  Te  cher  I  coi  ducted  many  field  trips  in  the 
are  i  concerned  with  Rail  Garrison- 

On  reading  the  portion  of  the  Impact  Statement  concerning 
Cuitiinl  Resources  page  4. 1  '-21,  paragraphs  1,2,3,  and  6 
I  find  I  agree  that  Rail  Garrison  *ill  not  affect  those 
resources  ,e  there  is  little  to  disturb. 


Lloyd  B.  Hussers 
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August  11.  1988 

Director  of  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCf-BMS/DEV 

Norton AFB.CA  92409-6448 

Dear  Sir, 

While  l  cannot  conclusively  state  that  I  have  enoutfi  knowledge  to  agree  with  every  detail  of  the 
Eviranmental  Impact  Statement,  I  do  not  disagree  with  it  Further.  I  support  the  proposal  to 
instsli  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system  at  Minot  AFB 

in  any  system  of  this  magnitude  and  complex ily,  there  are  bound  to  be  negative  factors,  but 
these  will  be  of  less  consequence  then  the  positive  ones.  Some  people  ask  why  we  should  have 
MXRG  when  we  are  already  a  target  because  of  the  present  Mlnutaman  system  That  question 
contains  its  own  answer  Wa  are  already  a  target  Therefore,  there  will  be  no  increne  In 
Impact  reading  the  worst  of  consequences  On  the  other  hand.  MXRG  represents  e  wstren  that 
Is  much  lass  vulnerable  to  a  first  strike  capability  compared  to  the  Mlnutaman  Its  'now  you 
see  it-  -now  you  don't*  characteristic  will  create  a  httfiar  degree  of  uncertamy  in  the  minds  of 
our  potential  adversaries  and  will  give  them  mare  reason  to  think  twice  before  ureter  taking 
Irrevocable  chaos.  That  Isa  positive  impact  on  Minot  and  our  nation 

Some  people  keep  asking  why  we  are  spending  more  money  on  new  weapon  systems  when  we  are 
now  establishing  more  open  relations  with  the  Soviets  Last  June,  whan  I  attareted  the  annual 
conference  of  the  Atlantic  Council  at  the  State  Department  in  Washington,  i  got  more  than  enough 
for  an  answer  Distinguished  statemen  and  commentators  from  left.  rWit,  &  center  of  the  US 
and  WTO  political  spectrum  virtually  all  ag eed  there  ere  unprecedented  chenps  occurring  in 
Russia,  changes  that  will  hapafully  be  better  tor  all  of  us  However,  they  also  virtually  all 
agreed  that  we  still  must  be  very  careful  MXRG  will  help  us  to  be  very  careful  And  It  will 
also  increase  the  desire  of  others  bo  be  more  careful  of  us  That  constitutes  an  impact  that  is 
worth  paying  tor 

One  last  point.  I  certainly  agree  with  my  neitfibors  and  countryman  who  cry  that  weaxilddDSO 
much  more  giod  with  the  money  that  is  being  spent  on  defense  That  is  an  tfnotute  fact  Wa 
could  out  more  into  our  schools, our  farms,  factories  wid  all  sorts  of  productive  things  But  for 
some  unfathomable  reason,  there  seems  to  be  no  understanding  on  their  part  that  without  • 
strong  defense  tor  our  nation  and  our  allies,  we  very  wall  may  not  have  any  money  to  put  into 
anything  And  we  would  not  have  the  dignity  of  being  able  to  choose  our  own  leaders  and  choose 
(he  way  we  live 


2042  California  Drive 
Minot,  NO  58701 


2-96 


DOCUMENT  247 


o  a  Alt  roMCi  ruciinm  iail  oarrmon  fkooiam 

Thank  ym  far  atb M*g  tAk  baarteg.  Oar  pwpose  for  bostteg  this  bearing  la  to 
*  ir  faa  tha  savfemmaatsl  — aapma  wa  bava  determined  say  occur  If  the 
tall  0— Iwn  program  prcruA,  aad  afford  jcm  u  appoetualty  to  brine  to 
‘  ortantlj  ovwrtaofcnd.  Oar  goal  la  a  thorough 


location.  'rrb*zr 


ill  bo  available  to  pabiie  officiate  aad  olttsene  before  a 
.  _  te  made.  H mm  mm  thte  abaet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
that  you  feel  have  net  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 

aaiaatel  Ingest  Hat— eat. 


7?,&.  £37>) 


City 


State 


Plaaee  bead  thie  f ana  la  or  smll  to» 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Morton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHUT 

DA  Alt  FORCE  FEACBEEEPEE  RAIL  OARRISOM  FROORAM 

Thaak  you  for  etteodtof  thte  hearing.  Oiv  ptrpoee  far  boot  teg  this  hearing  la  to 
summarise  for  you  tba  environmental  oonaaqeeneaa  we  have  detflaed  way  oecur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrlaon  program  prousafr,  and  afford  yea  an  opporf  Ity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wa  may  have  teadverteotly  overtooted.  Oar  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  evallabte  to  public  officiate  and  etttecne  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  prograw  la  made.  Flaaaa  uae  thte  Nteet  to  bring  to  oar  attention 
environmental  tesuea  that  you  fee)  have  not  boon  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

x  -^u  fgogTI  -rutr 


Arfci  CftmutStW  -ro  feg" 


Uxargp  'A  UiAy 3T. 


Ei  JS  \pxi 

v^vc  vaue  Nfe  >6(-  Liar- 

U)e.  qu-  sigvr'fe,  vlVui-uiAf^  iiLTt^saAiA^si 


Street  Addreer 

e  band  this  fora  in  or  mall  toi 


io^s  H4£gi:b0  t£  Humor  %%i0 

City  Stata 


Lt  Col  Pater  Vatab 

AFRCE-BM/DKY 

Norton  Air  Foraa  Been 

San  Btrnardtoo,  California  Miff 
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by:  Karen  K.  K  re  bo  bach ,  Chairman  Elect 

Crewter  North  Mcota  Association  (State  Chanter  of  Casiierce) 


Col.  foShene  and  other  members  of  the  hearing  c  emit  tee.  Hy  name  is 
Karen  Krebs bach.  As  Chairmen  Elect  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Greater  North  Dakota  Association  -  North  Dakota  State  Chanter  of  Caimerce, 

I  appear  before  you  today  in  support  of  the  findings  of  the  Environaental 
Inpact  Statement. 

Our  organization,  with  nearly  2000  matters  throughout  North  Dakota, 
is  cawolttad  to  strengthening  North  Dakota's  econovy.  New  wealth  creation 
(Increasing  Incase  and  Jobe)  Is  the  ranter  one  priority  of  the  Association. 

The  two  Air  Force  bases  in  North  Dakota  are  important  condiments  of 
forth  Dakota's  eccncwy.  forth  Dakota  is  an  Ideal  location  for  deployment 
of  the  syst«w.  Our  rail  network  is  sufficient  to  sipport  system  requirwnents 
and  can  easily  be  ipgradod  if  needed.  Cooaaaiity  support  is  the  best  anyfoere; 
demonstration*  or  protests  are  minimal  snathe  people  of  north  central 
forth  Dakota  want  the  Paacakaeper  Rail  Garrison  in  their  area. 

A  strong  defense  system  is  also  consistent  with  the  Greater  forth  Dakota 
Association's  objectives  of  supporting  freedom  —  freedos  of  cointry  as  well 
as  individual  freedos. 

The  lapact  of  not  being  awarded  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  In  our 
state  would  be  by  far  nor*  determine!  ital  than  any  present  threat  to  our 
environment .  Therefore,  the  Greater  forth  Dakota  Association  urges  the 
Air  Force  to  bring  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  to  forth  Mooes  arrl  urges 
priority  be  given  as  a  first  selection  site. 


/  dU, 

Duke  vows 


support  for 
farms,  CAS 


GW  -Vw-ki  H<ral  fi  ( Nbi 
3i £>o.r( 


STATE  PAIR  GROUNM,  MINOT 


IS*  Non*  DakflU  SUM  FWr  to  m«k* 

kto  puck  t*  (armors  wd  torsi  fWtn 

SauinWy 

Dofftof  kw  )*cfc*<  aad  tpaaktos  to 

tkirt-alaoiraa.  Oskoktf  pt«4|*d  to 

wmt.ui  (adaru  (aei 


omUci  aad  «P«C  program'  a 

rtfle  utiptart  to  (star* 


h  (txnardmiilWa 


God  far  ls*  [tram  to  tkt*  costory.' 


>**d  •  policy  (kto  raid  *rtag  a  la, 

prte*  u>  firman,  b*(  k*  wM  (art 

policy  a  ool  enoap  to  rtrUila  IS 

aeswomy  at  Mart*  Ditto*  mat  oaaa 

farm  tuua 

■Wa  w  |«  to  |*4  mh*  pa* Ilf  M 


Lkarv  Wa'va  pi  la  prana,  tow  *ad 

(ranu  lor  bwtoaaaaa  ism  mv  wtUtof 

to  orpiad  itoa  M*to*  US*  NartS  ttoka- 
la.”  DakatW  aud 

H*  priaad  Mart*  D*kou  a*  *  Mala 
«nt*  *  tofk  rai*  to  Ug*  acSaatarade- 
auaa  aad  coltog*  aUaadaac*.  wkkoto 
I  UNO  by  aawa.  DakakW 
W  oto  UNBi  Spar*  atom 


Yoo  S*o*  am  to  tSa  (to Ml  m 


Reagan  says 
Democrats 
too  negative 

■y  nr.  Pals  tesksa 

laanciamd  ***** 
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hi  Christi  QSA  has  for  Its  aajor  priorities:  (1)  disarms a oat;  i2) 
altaruClve*  to  rlalescs;  (3)  pose*  edueatios;  (4)  primacy  of 
m4  (S)  •  just  world  ordor. 

(Kristi  USA's  opposition  to  the  MX  sad  MX  rail  bassd  eodc  is 


tar:  THE  Cfl411JgCP  Or  PEACE.  Is  this  docaaaaC  tbs  Bishops  stats 
y  do  sot  kaow  of  sap  situation  la  which  tbs  dallborata  initiation 
aoelaer  wsapoas,  ao  nnttar  on  how  restricted  s  seals,  can  bs 
ally  Justlflod.  (Ssetloa  150). 

Proa  >M«  coass  opposition  to  tbs  MX  aad  its  rail-based  nods  as  tbs 
MX  has  a  first  strifes  capability. 

Za  con— w ting  on  weapon  systsas,  tbs  Bishops  stats  thsy  oppose  tbs 
addition  of  waapnwB  that  aro- llfealy  to  ha  vulnerable  to  sttaefe,  aad 
yat  also  posssss  a  "prompt  herd- target  kill"  capability  that 
thrsstaas  to  ^c*  ths  otbar  aids' a  retaliatory  forcaa  vulnerable." 

Aad  aoM  experts  la  atratagic  thsory  swan  in  1963  said  that  la  what 
tbs  Ml  la.  (Ssetloa  190) 

Along  sconoaic  linnn,  thn  Bishops  ssy  aad  I  quota. 

Wo  ana  with  increasing  clarity  ths  political  folly  of  a  aystea 
which  threetaaa  aatoal  sole  11a,  the  psychological  dosage  this 
doav  ta  ordinary  people,  aspsclally  ths  yoaag,  thn  sconoaic 
distortion  of  priori tiss—bill loss  readily  apsst  for  destructive 
isstrs— its  while  pitched  battles  are  waged  dally  in  oar 
tS^COsgi  ala  Cures  over  such  saalMhaounta  for  the  boas  lees,  the  f 
boagry,  ths  helpless  bars  and' abroad.  "  (aectioa  134) 

Along  sconoaic  lines ,  do  yon  know  that  oaa  minute '■  U.  S.  Military 
spsndiag  woo Id  provide  14,000  Monthly  food  pseksgas  to  those  eligible 
for  ths  VIC  prograi?  VIC  Women,  Infanta  and  Children—  is  a  program 
to  give  children  good  prs-oatal  care  aa  wall  as  post-natal  care  till 
they  are  3.  With  this  as  a  beginning  thsy  have  a  good  chance  of 
being  healthy,  productive  cltlxws  of  ths  U.S. — a  real  sea  sura  of  > 
national  security.  ✓ 

Vs  need  to  reject  the  fallacy  of  "national  security"  based  on  death 
and  destruction. . . .  sad,  instead,  to  be  conscious  ol  and  committed  to 
nil  thn  ways  of  laboring  for  poses  sad  Jostles  which  era  rooted  in 
tbs  sssnsr  end  sxsspls  of  Quiet's  own  life  end  death  and 
resurrection. 

Thun  we  will  bring  Pan  Christi — the  Pence  of  Christ— true  poses — to 
tbs  world .  / 


&£rMtri 


MY  NAME  IS  LARRY  THOMPSON.  I  AM  THE  DIVISION 
MANAGER  FOR  MONTANA-DAKOTA  UTILITIES  CO.  IN  MINOT.  THE 
DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  HAS  INDICATED  THAT 
THE  ADDITION  OF  THE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  MISSILE 
AT  THE  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE  WOULD  INCREASE  NATURAL  GAS 
CONSUMPTION  BY  APPROXIMATELY  3.1  PERCENT. 


1  WISH  TO  REAFFIRM  THAT  THIS  SLIGHT  INCREASE  IN 
NATURAL  GAS  CONSUMPTION  AT  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE  WOULD 
NOT  HAVE  A  NEGATIVE  IMPACT  ON  MONTANA-DAKOTA 'S  SYSTEM  DR 
ON  ITS  ABILITY  TO  CONTINUE  TO  PROVIDE  SAFE.  RELIABLE 
NATURAL  GAS  SERVICE  TO  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE,  OR  THE  CITY 
OF  MINOT  AND  SURROUNDING  COMMUNITIES. 

MY  COMPANY  DOES  HAVE  ADEQUATE  FACILITIES  AND  RESERVES 
TO  SERVE  THIS  AND  OTHER  NEW  LOADS  IN  THE  AREA  WELL  PASSED 
THE  FORESEEABLE  FUTURE. 

MY  COMPANY  ALSO  HAS  THE  FACILITIES  AND  RESERVE  CAPACITY 
TO  ACCOMMODATE  SUBSEQUENT  ECONOMIC  GROWTH  IN  THE  AREA. 

AS  A  CITIZEN  OF  MINOT.  I  AM  PLEASED  MY  CITY  IS  ABLE 
TO  MAKE  A  SIGNIFICANT  CONTRIBUTION  TO  THE  DEFENSE  OF  OUR 
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COUNTRY  AND  I  HOPE  THE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  MISSILE 
IS  DEPLOYED  AT  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE  SO  WE  CAN  CONTINUE 
TO  MAKE  THAT  CONTRIBUTION. 

I  HAVE  OBSERVED  THAT  THE  LATEST  HEARINGS  AT  OTHER 
CANDIDATE  BASES  REGARDING  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  HAVE 
BEEN  RECEIVED  WITH  MIXED  SUPPORT.  YOU  HAVE _HEARD  SOME 
OPPOSITION  TO  THE  MISSILE  COMING  TO  ivimimm  TONITE 
BUT,  BY  BURGE,  THERE  IS  NO  DOUBT  THAT  MINOT  WANTS 
PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON.  I  TOTALLY  SUPPORT  A  STRONG 
MINOT  ECONOMY  BUT,  MORE  THAN  THAT,  I  SUPPORT  A  STRONG 
MILITARY  PRESENCE  FOR  OUR  NATION'S  DEFENSE. 


1 MADC 


MINOT  AREA  DEVELOPMENT  CORPORATION 


I  OX  Mil  *Vt  SW 
»0  BOX  t40 

MMO'  NORTH  DAKOTA  itfOJ 

TO  I  *57  ms 


My  nans  is  Gary  Vlckra,  Chsirssn  of  the  Board  of  tha  Minot 
Area  Development  Corporation. 


Tha  Minot  Area  Davalopaant  Corporation  is  coaprlaed  of  233 
buainasaaa  represented  by  19  voting  Directors  and  11  Ex- 
officio  aaabara . 


X  have  reviewed  tha  draft  anvironaantal  impact  atataaant 
regarding  tha  proposed  Kail  Garrison  project  for  Minot  Air 

Korea  Bass  and  agree  1 


Tha  proposed  action  at  tbs  Minot  Air  Pores  Base  would  not 
result  in  significant  impact  on  any  resource. 


Both  short  and  long  duration  beneficial  socioeconomic 
affects  would  b«  genera tad  by  the  proposal  and  alternative 
action,  including  increases  in  employment  and  incoaa,  and 
greeter  utilisation  of  temporary  housing. 


Ths  purpose  and  objective  of  tha  Minot  Area  Davalopaant 
Corporation  la  to  promote  and  facilitate  tha  general 
davalopaant  of  ths  city  of  Minot  and  its  trade  area. 
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The  Kail  Oar r Ison  Pro j act  is  in  keeping  with  our  purpose  and 
objectives.  It  within  its  self  -  plus  the  additional  jobs 
and  Industry  it  potentially  will  create. 


ArKMsAssoaabm 

An  mdspendent  Woe  From  Aerospace  OrgswUstton 


The  Minot  Area  Development  Corporation  is  dedicated  to 
aeslatiog  thaws  coapaniee  locating,  relocating  or  expanding 
in  Minot  and  the  surrounding  area  to  support  the  Rail 
Garrison  project. 


Xn  a unwary  we  support  the  project  for  reasons  stated  -  plus 
we  believe  a  strong  deterrent  is  the  best  defense. 


MEMORANDUM  FOR  RECORD 

TO:  Lt.  Col.  Peter  W«l»h,  AFRCE-BMS/DEV,  Norton  APB,  CA 

9J*09-6*<,8 

FROM:  Michael  Fedorchak,  President 

SUBJECT:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement- Peacekeeper 
Halt  Garrison  Program,  United  States  Air  Force,  June  1909. 

With  regard  to  the  EIS  Executive  Summary,  Page  S-44,  1 
'.uote,  "Minot  Air  Force  Base,  North  Dakota.  The  Proposed 
and  Alternative  Act lona  at  Minot  AFfi  would  not  result  la 
significant  lepact*  on  any  resource.”  This  therefore 
leads  me  to  the  conclusion  that  there  will  be  no  adverse 
Impact  to  socioeconomics,  utilities,  transportation,  land 
use,  cultural,  biological,  water,  geology  and  soils,  air 
quality,  and  noise  within  our  area.  Further,  based  on  the 
support  documentation  contained  In  the  EIS  draft,  Minot 
Air  Force  Base  Is  a  logical  choice  to  be  at  the  top  of  the 
list  for  favorable  consideration  to  garrison  the  Peace¬ 
keeper  mlasllea. 

The  EIS  makes  reference  to  President  Reagan  estab¬ 
lishing  a  bipartisan  commission  called  the  President's 
Coenlsslon  on  Strategic  Forces,  also  referred  to  as  the 
"Scoweroft  Coamlaslon”.  As  stated  In  the  Scoveroft  report, 
"Deployment  of  MX  is  esaentlal  In  order  to  remove  the 
Soviet  advantage  In  ICBM  capability  and  help  deter  the 
threat  of  conventional  or  limited  nuclear  attacks  on  the 
all'ance.  Such  deployment  Is  also  necessary  to  encourage 
the  Soviets  to  move  toward  the  more  stable  regime  of  dep¬ 
loyments  and  arms  control."  Our  Mlnuteman  forcea  have  bee 
outstripped  by  the  Soviets  Improvements  In  their  land- 
based  ICBM's  and  we  cannot  adequately  hold  them  at  risk. 
Therefore,  the  primary  purpose  of  U.S.  ICBM  modernisation 
Is  to  redress  this  growing  imbalance  In  prompt,  hardened- 
target  kill  capability,  and  to  Improve  the  deterrent  value 
of  the  land-based  ICBM  leg  of  the  Triad.  The  Scoweroft 
CooBlssion  reported,  "Abandoning  Peacekeeper  deployment 
would  Jeopardise,  not  enhance,  the  likelihood  of  reaching 
a  stabilising  and  equitable  agreement.”  Continued  deploy¬ 
ment  beyond  the  first  SO  missiles,  In  a  baaing  mode  aeeep- 
able  to  Congress,  Is  essential  to  meet  our  lnmedlate 
military  requirement,  providing  even  further  Incentives 
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for  the  Soviet*  to  engage  seriously  in  arras  control 
negotiations.  In  conclusion,  I  feel  that  the  gains 
In  U.S.  defense  capability  achieved  during  the  first 
half  of  this  decade  are  being  negated  by  congressional 
Indecisiveness  and  political  maneuvering  that  amount 
to  playing  Russian  roulette  with  national  security. 
These  conditions  cry  out  for  correction.  The  Peace¬ 
keeper  Rail  Garrison  system  l*  a  must,  and  I  highly 
support  Minot  Air  Force  Base  as  the  facility  to 
garrison  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  force*. 


AsMocl«t«d  Ginytl  Contractors  •«  * 


I.  BMTS  watts  uni  M  mi  milts 


Michael  Fedorchak, 

Pres ident 

Gen.  David  C.  lone*  Cmptri 
Air  Force  Association 


August  II,  1980 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

The  Associated  General  Contractors  of  North  Dakota,  wishes  to  go  on  record 
In  support  of  the  Rail  Gcrrtson  Project  being  proposed  to  be  built  at  the  Minot 
Air  Base. 

The  AGO  of  North  Dakota  la  a  Construction  Trade  Association  representing 
108  general  contractors  and  330  allied  firms  In  North  Dakota.  Collectively  tbeee 
companies  are  capable  end  qualified  to  provide  all  construction  services  required 
of  such  a  project. 

While  this  project  represents  a  sound  Investment  In  the  defense  system  of 
of  the  Nation,  It  would  at  the  same  time  creete  a  minimum  of  3,000  Jobs  In  North 
Dakota  during  the  construction  phaaes  of  the  Installation.  The  business  activity 
generated  and  tax  benefits  to  the  State  as  a  result  of  this  project  would  be  S19S 
million  and  13. 8 S  million  respectively.  These  figures  are  based  on  an  Independent 
study  of  the  economic  Impact  generated  by  North  Dakota's  Construction  Industry. 

Again,  we  urge  the  completion  of  this  project  at  Minot. 


CURTIS  L.  PETERSON 
Executive  Vice  President 


ittomf  if  fiaatma t 
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NORTH  DAKOTA  STATE  BUILDING  AND 
CONSTRUCTION  TRADES  COUNCIL 

sir  S  MAN  DAN  ST 
61SMABCK  NORTH  DAKOTA  SAJOI 
IMl)  258-7J40 

August  11.  1988.  Hinot,  North  Dakota 

TSSTXKWY  non  DAVID  A.  fUNTON,  FUJI  DOT  AMD  BBCOTXf*  DSISOTOI 

Of  TU  H.D.  8TATI  BUILDING  4  C0M8TB0CTI0K  TSADK8  COOMCIL 

TO;  Tha  Department  of  tha  Airforce  and  Paacekaapar  Bail  Garrison  Prograa 
Environmental  Iapact  Sta tenant 

I  an  David  A.  Tuna ton ,  Praaidant  and  executive  Director  of  the  N.D.  State 
Building  4  Conatruction  Tradee  Council.  I  an  here  tonight  representing 
tha  Conatruction  Onion*  in  North  Oako ta.  Under  the  uabrell*  of  the  APL- 
CIO  we  are  here  to  aive  thia  project  our  full  eupport.  Members  of  the 
North  Dakota  Buildina  Tradee  have  been  a  part  of  every  najor  defense 
project  in  North  Dakota.  He  are  proud  to  have  been  included  and  proud  of 
our  record  of  aattina  the  work  done  on  tine  and/or  a  bead  of  achedule . 

Thia  haa  been  a  record  in  the  paat  and  will  be  aa  Iona  aa  “«  are  involved 
in  any  project. 

Menbera  of  tha  North  Dakota  Buildina  Trades  have  been  involved  in  najor 
defense  projects  around  the  world  for  aany  years.  He  have  and  were  a 
part  of  the  conetruction  of  the  Dew  Line  we  have  been  and  are  still  e 
part  of  the  construction  projects  in  Grassland  and  on  the  South  Pole  to 
this  day. 

He  can  and  will  supply  skilled  workers  for  any  conatruction  projects  in 
North  Dakota.  There  haa  not  been  enouah  work  in  North  Dakota  for  our 
entire  nenberahip  since  1984,  but  this  project  would  certainly  help  ua 
and  the  State  of  North  Dakota  and  we  feel  it  would  also  halp  the  defense 
of  thia  country. 

Na  hava  a  lone  history  of  be  ins  a  part  of  the  Depart went  of  Defense  Labor 
Management  Meetings  in  Grand  Forks  and  Hinot,  North  Dakota.  Tha 
participants  here  in  Minot  have  been  the  Federal  Mediation  Service, 

DepartaMnt  of  Airforce,  A ray  Corp.  of  Engineers,  and  the  Construction 
Onions  in  North  Dakota. 

Again,  for  the  record  the  North  Dakota  Building  Trades  are  here  to  give 
our  full  support  to  this  project  and  we  will  asaist  in  any  way  we  can  to 
gat  this  project  for  North  Dakota  and  Hinot  and  if  it  ia  built,  work  for 
tha  successful  completion  of  the  project. 

1  want  to  thank  you  for  allowing  me  to  testify  here  tonight  and  I  will 
accapt  quest Iona  now  or  at  any  tlae  in  the  future,  thank  you. 


David  A.  Funston,  President  A 

TRUMAN  SORENSON  CMC*  BESGSTAD  DALE  (ONES 

Grand  Fort.  ND  Mwx  ND  Bmruix*.  ND 

RAY  REINXi.  DENNIS  MURPHY 

Fmsd.  ND  Bmun*.  ND 

BL/BBT  iUiOCk 
Hun  ND 
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BUILDING  AND  CONSTRUCTION  TRADES  COUNCIL 
IN  AFFILIATION  WITH 

BUILDING  AND  CONSTRUCTION  TRADES  DEPARTMENT 
AMERICAN  FEDERATION  OF  LABOR -CONGRESS  OF  INDUSTRIAL  ORGANIZATIONS 


Good  evening,  ay  naae  la  Dick  Bergstad.  I  an  the  president  of  the  Hinot 
Building  and  Conatruction  Trade#  Council.  This  evening  I  «a  the  epekeaxan  for 
the  Hinot  Building  Trades  Council,  consisting  of  approxlnately  1500  craftswan 
In  the  Hinot  area. 

The  Council  rlsea  In  support  of  Rail  Bayed  'JC  as  s  cost  effective  sodality 
for  deploying  this  type  of  weapons  systee.  The  eurvlvablllty  factor  also  sup¬ 
ports  this  type  of  deployment. 

The  Hinot  Council  has  had  a  very  good  working  relationship  with  the  Air 
Force  froa  the  very  first  handful  of  earth  woved  to  construct  the  Base  Itself, 
to  the  construction  of  the  original  Hlnute  Man  systea,  and  through  the  years 
the  walntenance. 

We  are  here  tonight  to  pledge  to  you  our  ongoing  support  of  the  Air  Force, 
Minot  Air  Force  Base  and  the  expansion  of  that  facility. 

We  also  want  you  to  know  we  have  a  ready,  able,  well  trained  work  force 
to  assist  you  In  all  phases  of  construction  and  maintenance. 

In  closing,  we  would  once  again  pledge  our  support  to  you  and  your  project. 
We  look  forward  to  working  with  the  Air  Force  and  our  congressional  delegation 
In  selecting  Hinot  as  a  site  for  Rail  Based  MX  and,  finally,  for  the  successful 
completion  of  that  project  at  the  Hinot  Air  Force  Base. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  speak  to  you  this  evening  in  behalf  of  the 
Hinot  Building  and  Trades  Council 


j^J<agO<3 
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QKI'W  jdiiljd 


LOCATION,  jtrrr'. 


•<3K  JCmAvfNut 
p  o  aot  ho 

MINOT  NO**T"  OAl 


TO:  COL.  MICHAEL  MCSHANE  AND  LT.  COL.  PETER  WALSH 
FROM:  ART  EKBLAD.  PRESIDENT.  MINOT  AREA  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE 
DATE:  THURSDAY,  AUGUST  11.  1988 

I'M  ART  EKBLAD,  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  MINOT  AREA  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE  AND  I 
WISH  TO  EXPRESS  THE  CHAMBER  OF  COMMERCE'S  UNQUALIFIED  SUPPORT  OF  THE 
ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  DRAFT  AS  PRESENTED. 

ALL  OF  THE  REPORT  TESTIFIES  TO  THE  FACT  THAT  THE  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE 
AND  THE  COMMUNITY  OF  MINOT  ARE  IN  A  VERY  GOOD  POSITION  TO  HANDLE  THE 
IMPLEMENTATION  CF  RAIL  GARRISON  HERE  AT  THE  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE. 

WE  AT  THE  CHAMBER  ARE  VERY  PLEASEO ! 

AGAIN.  THE  COMMUNITY  OF  MINOT  AND  THE  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE  WILL  BE  PROUD 
TO  HOST  RAIL  GARRISON. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  thia  hearing  ia  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  program  proceed*  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  brii*  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  ia  made.  Please  use  thia  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 


Environmental  impact  Statement. 


Nie*  Street  Addreaa  City  State 


Street  Adtfc-ees 
e  hand  thia  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  IS40B 
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LOCATION  VXJu.*V3»A.irV*'l  _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


Laramie  County  School  District  Number  One 

2010  House  Avenue  Cteiwm.  Wyoming  *2001  (307)  771-2100 

Dermis  L  Pstaraon.  Ph  D. 

Sipertoandenl  at  SohooW 


Thank  you  for  attending  thin  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  boating  this  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environraantal  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

0«'VTvtu.»Hq  4Vg  n  o»^r  rmtg.  cv><k 

cugv  »*.one.  SqpUi  gnJ  oefeiUg. 

dr  kx?  "VoTA/Ekygj  -UqeOLTiH  ATE" 

S»A/IQ3tJtJlg»n-AL  IMPACT  _  ACnp&STAL.  >OUCLg^R 

frgqmt,  V>^  *.  4>-«a  Sbo  r<?-V  ar~  A**vgsno*M.  H.4e,v-,  [ 

at  ictcxv  Wdf  A  cv  *na>\ tM 

1*  Ovli^  7  g>>enKqS  y  '\(V  -th  -Hu?  JkVfcj  i.?  \t?g8  hgCLvtHzy 


MlCMlgAO  ’SA LIE A~kl€££Zfr  qaV^vQ»g<j  2~$3~7 

^^H^cVus-g,^  Ov  'ygVt-HoK^  uxrVH  Htca.  ^dUow  cv^  S'^-'kVg 
“VljCL/Htg  WgtortxqtygfA  iP3igjd*C^5  \cWqq*v 

oragsc,  -\Vg  <jgyjiotjwiow-VoC-  KX 

_ jy\  .  ~  ~TKg  tj  g_j _ 

cjgqrVablli^tnj^ ~  a-^<A  dpgV^  I 


.  T.J--  -  -  -  -  -  1 

•5*^3r*tgvw\  oy«3  C^vsyg'^SiK^  j-t  aIoki^  \t<o  <WVicHy 
ygt  i^  Wkjrs  it  ^-Viu^bs  cvT^ts  inctotsea, 

VtsVl  dlCodgvV^  ^  A  k^Vx2$  a.\l  CP^.w^u'wrHC,~ 
Myg-Sg^CiilngcL^  -Wacts  teriyrVs 


3JT 

S,-  TtM\  2.317 


Street  Address 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  toi 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-B  MS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  82409 


Do Ucj  Lew-V  #  5AW e/f^eeic 


Bo-./*  CWv  WQ  Hill  "St 

'  A kh.  **  ****+- 

3T?  Hid-  c 


P5  Uoe  Uu«»-e  5ov^-M  ucn a*  Vi^aviM*  ""-^r^a-V  W.«A-  a 

-bs  recoc^fye.  ck.r-  K7^x?5e>via+3'^- avd  n-cr€>»fc<,  riki 
•HG.'SGaqtf  fft7*^  Z.337  ^et^»(s-c£  —  . 
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Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
August  9,  1488 
Page  2 

Finances:  PL-81-874:  The  Draft  CIS  state*  revenue*  tmaun red  to  approximately 
$1.6  nillion.  This  was  due  to  two  annual  payment*  being  received  in  one  fiscal 
year.  The  projected  revenue  in  the  cowing  year  fron  this  source  is  $600,000 
to  $700,000. 

The  Draft  CIS  estiwate*  the  cash  reserves  to  be  $12.6 


nillion  dollars.  The  sctusl  cash  balance  is  projected  to  shrink  to 
$6,098,966  at  the  end  of  the  current  fiscal  year  frow  $10,971,199  on  July 
1,  1906.  These  wonies  have  been  used  to  a  great  extent  since  1986  to  oeet 
revenue  short  falls  caused  by  legislative  actions.  The  projected  funding 
frow  the  State  way  veil  zero  out  this  cash  reserve  by  the  1990  fiscal 
year  cresting  additional  hardship  on  the  District  to  naintain  its  current 
level  of  educational  programs. 


August  9,  1986 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BKS/DEV 

Norton  APB ,  California  92609-6648 


Re:  Draft  Environmental  Iwpact  Statewent 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Carriton  Prograw 

Dear  Colonel  Walsh: 

Laraaia  County  School  District  ha*  had  an  excellent  working  relationship  with 
the  Warren  Air  Force  Base  and,  as  in  the  past,  we  are  cowwicted  to  continuing 
this  working  partnership. 

In  reviewing  the  Draft  CIS,  the  following  areas  are  wajor  concerns  to  the 
District  and  we  request  further  study  as  to  their  iwpact  on  the  District  and 
identification  of  appropriate  mitigation  measures  to  be  taken  by  the  Air  Force 
to  assure  the  high  quality  of  education  that  has  been  established: 

Enrollments:  The  baseline  projections  for  the  District  show  an  increase  of 
over  four  hundred  students  over  the  next  three  years.  The  current  elementary 
capacity  based  on  the  District  guidelines  will  be  completely  consumed  this 
coming  school  year.  Critical  shortages  will  exist  if  additional  elementary 
classroom  space  is  not  constructed  for  the  1990/91  school  yesr. 

Junior  High  capacity  will  need  to  be  addreeted  prior  to  the  1992/93  school 
year. 

The  projected  student  peak  increase  of  231  students  in  1992  will  create  eavere 
hardship  on  the  District  snd  compromise  atudent/teacher  ratios  if  sdditional 
facilities  are  not  provided.  The  proposed  cumulative  effect  of  deployment  of 
Rail  Garrison  and  Small  I CBM  programs  which  are  to  add  1,085  etudente  will 
require  a  major  financial  commitment  for  capital  construction  by  the  Air  Force 
due  to  the  fact  that  existing  facilities  will  be  at  capacity  due  to  the 
baseline  growth. 

Clese  Bins i  The  Draft  CIS  states  that  wa  operate  below  the  state  etandard  of 
25  to  1  pupil -to- teacher  ratio.  There  is  not  a  state  standard  and  the  local 
District  ha*  made  major  coHitment*  to  reducing  the  elementary  class  sices  over 
the  past  few  years  even  under  budget  cuts.  To  increase  the  class  sites  due  to 
the  impact  of  projected  enrollment  increases  will  compromise  the  quality  of 
education. 
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LOCATION  Gr*»d  Fork*.  P*Kt _ 

COMMENT  8HEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
Bummtrizt  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  me  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  mada.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  thst  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


State  Funding:  The  1987  Legislature  cut  general  fund  revenue*  to  the 
District  by  52,530,000  and  the  1988  Legislature  cut  another  $2,045,000. 
Additional  Capital  Conatruction  Annual  Entitlement  fund*  to  the  Diatrict 
were  cut  $860,000  and  $1,350,000  respectively  during  thoae  legislative 
session*. 


4 


IXie  to  the  cut  in  revenues  snd  incressss  in  personnel  cost,  mainly  due  to 
an  increaaing  enrollment,  the  Diatrict  ia  in  aerioua  financial  difficulty 
which  will  be  unable  to  handle  any  increaae  in  enrollment  due  to  the 
proposeJ  project. 


5 

6 


Studeat  Grade  Ltwl  sad  MsldsitUl  Location:  The  Draft  EIS  assumes  students 

dispersed  equally  throughout  the  Diatrict  and  50/50  elementary/secondary  grade 
configuration*.  In  analysing  student  PL-874  report  forms,  eleawntary  students 
represent  60X  of  military  related  student*  and  apecific  neighborhood*  are  more 
impacted  than  other*.  These  factors  along  with  the  location  of  exiating 
appropriate/available  housing  needs  to  be  further  analysed  and  addressed  to 
fully  aasesa  impacts  on  individual  achoolt. 


7 


The  Draft  EIS  require*  a  restrictive  easement  on  District  property  if  the  north 
site  is  used  for  the  Missile  Assembly  Building.  The  document  does  not  state 
what  restrictions  would  be  placed  on  this  property  and  its  effect  on  the 
Diatrict  School  Farm  that  the  student*  use  at  a  learning  laboratory.  This  it 
also  a  possible  site  for  a  future  elementary  school.  Impact  on  District 
utilisation  of  thia  property  needs  to  be  addreaaed. 


I  am  the  president  of  The  Greater  Gateway  Association  which  1* _ 

mada  up  of  approx  150  business  owner*,  managers,  worker*,  and _ 

property  owner*  in  the  northern  sector  of  Grand  Forks.  We  discussed 
the  is«ue  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  our  laet  meeting  and  100* 
of  those  in  attendance  mare  for  it  coming  to  the  Grand  Fork*  Air  Force 

Base. _ 

Personally,  I  am  very  proud  of  our  military  service*  and  how  they 

have  prorated  country  fox  decades. _ 1  believe  that  this  program 

has  been  extensively  studied  and  if  this  is  where  lt  should  be  located 

for  best  results,  LETS  HAVB  IT  IN  GRAND  FORKS  1 _ 

Without  our  Military  services,  we  would  not  have  this  opportunity 

to  voice  our  opinions,  for  this  we  should  be  thankful. _ 

Thank  you  , _  _ _ 


It  is  the  Diatrict' t  request  that  the  above  itema  be  addreaaed  fully  in  the  EIS 
and  their  impact  be  fully  assessed  in  order  that  appropriate  mitigation 
measure*  can  be  taken  to  assure  the  quality  of  education  will  not  diminish  due 
to  the  proposed  action. 

We  are  prepared  to  work  with  you  in  this  assessment  effort  to  assure  that 
appropriate  and  accurate  information  is  utilized  and  the  accessary  mitigation 
-e  taken  in  a  timely  course  of  action. 

'*  ter  son,  Ph  .  D. 

Superintendent  of  Schools 


Gaile  Kady  -  209  Lincoln  Drive  -  Grand  Forks-,  ND  S8701 


Name  Street  Address  City  State 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to:  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BHS/DEV 

A!*  T - ?t« 

San  Bernardino,  California  99409 
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DEPARTMENT  OP  HEALTH  A  HUMAN  SERVICES 


ruw>c  hmi«i  smo 


Can  an  to*  Of  Control 

Atlanta  GA  30333 
July  2*.  ltu 


me.  Peter  Walsh 

Ana  -  ebr/dsp 

■ortod  APR,  California  92409-4441 
Dear  Mr.  Walah: 

We  in  requesting  that  our  agancy  ha  addad  to  your  Hat  of  recipients  for  tha 
forthcoming  Draft  Environmental  Tnpeet  Itatmot  (Dell)  for  tha  “Peacekeeper 
Rail  Deployment  Program” .  aa  recently  announced  in  tha  Federal  Mali tar. 

We  will  ha  look in*  forward  to  providing  coemeota  f roa  a  public  baalth 
parapactlva  on  bahalf  of  tha  US.  Public  Health  Sara lea.  in  proper in*  tha 
DCIS.  aa  would  Ilka  to  suggest  lnelualon  of  a  ipacific  section  addressing  any 
pare  a  1  aad  aafaty  end  haalth  lapacts  poaad  by  this  project .  Thll  aactioo  could 
include.  but  not  ba  11ml tad  to,  reference  to  any  of  tha  public  baalth  concerns 
aa  hava  11a tad  on  tha  ancloaura  to  thla  lot tar. 

Plaaaa  Insure  that  wa  ara  Lncludad  on  your  nailing  lltt  for  furthar  documanta 
which  ara  developed  under  tha  Rational  n>»lro fractal  Policy  Act  (UPA) . 

Sincerely  your*. 

David  B.  Clapp,  Ph.D..  P.B..  CU 
Knvlromntal  Haalth  Sclantiat 
Spaclal  Program*  Croup 
Cactar  for  Bcvlronaactal  Haalth 
and  Injury  Control 


enclosure 


I.  AIR  QOALITT: 

A.  Duat  control  maaauroa  during  construction. 
I.  Op an  burning. 

C.  Indoor  Air  Quality. 

D.  Compliance  with  air  quality  standards. 

ZZ.  HUB  walitt; 


2  I 

III. 


A.  Potabla  watar  (chamleal,  microbiological,  and  radiological 
quality) . 

A.  Body  contact  rocraation. 

C.  Complianca  with  wasta  watar  troatmant  standards. 

Bfettama  na  wn. 


3 


4 

5 


A.  Any  unusual  or  suspactad  haalth  af facta  aaaoclatad  with 
solid  waata  disposal. 

I.  Iff acta  of  littering  and  provisions  for  cleanup, 
particularly  conditions  which  might  laad  to  vac tor 
harborage. 

IP.  DPI SB: 

A  Ambient  nolaa  levels  during  construction,  implaamntatlon, 
ate. 

I.  If fact i vanes ■  of  any  proposed  noise  reduction  neasures 
following  construction.  Implementation,  ate. 

V.  MLftT*TI9T 

A.  Exposures  to  Ionising  and  non-lonlzlng  radiation  which  nay 
adversely  affect  human  haalth. 

PI.  HAZARDOUS  WASTES : 


6 


Solid,  liquid,  or  gaseous  wastes  which  because  of  their 
physical,  chemical  or  infectious  characteristic a  pose  a 
substantial  threat  to  twain  haalth. 


vxt.  nmm  aa  floodplain*: 
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mi.  nrwriTTum.  Hvi.ni  hit  ti,tty 


9 


A.  Evaluation  of  the  occupational  and  public  haalth  hazards 
associated  with  the  construction  and  operation  of  tha 
proposed  project. 

I.  Evaluation  of  any  occupational  and  public  haalth  hazards 
associated  with  tha  operation  of  a  proposed  program  (a.g. , 
pestle Ida  application,  disposal  of  toxic  chantcals,  ate.). 


10  I 


C.  General  wo  dear  ssFety/lnJury  control  provisions. 


mu. 


11  I 
121 
13| 


Tha  provision  of  adequate  ventilation,  heating,  insulation 
and  lighting. 

Vector  control  provisions. 

Impacts  of  a  project  upon  tha  displacement  and/or 
relocation  of  persona. 


71 

81 


Contamination  of  tha  food  chain. 

Construction  In  floodplain  Milch  nay  endanger  hunen  haalth. 
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LOCATION  Blythevlllt.  Arkansas _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  this  hearing  U  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceecM,  And  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  hava  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  cltlcens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

As  a  citizen  of  Blvthtvllla  llvlna  In  the  Coif  Links  eras.  I  would  Ilka  to 
«MMM  RJ  luppait  for  tha  Mil  Snilmon  Pregram. — Hy  family  and  I  support _ 


Aftst.dua  consideration  la  a Ivan  to  tha  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
please  glva  equal  consldtratlon  to  tha  ovarwhalalna  local  accantanca  and 
support  of  thla  proaraa  at  Eafcer  Air  Fores  Base. _ 


Dennis  Clardy 


600  Putting  Craei 


Blythevllle,  AR 


Name  Street  Address 

Plaaae  hand  thla  form  In  or  mail  to* 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM87DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino.  California  91409 


2-102 


■WHERE'S  THE  BOMB?" 
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*  Impacts  from  th«  handling  and  transportation  of  this  tritium  to  Pentex,  In 
Texas; 

*  Impacts  from  tha  processing,  handling  and  shipping  of  highly  enriched  uranium 
at.  to.  and  from  Pantex  and  Oak  Ridge.  Tennessee; 

*  Impacts  from  the  assembly  of  the  warheads,  their  handling,  and  their  shipment 
to  their  points  of  deployment; 
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*  Impacts  from  any  and  all  other  processes,  and/or  activities  at  any  and  all 
other  locations  not  specifically  noted  above  that  are  part  of  the  warhead  man¬ 
ufacturing  process. 


The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  Program 
Ignores  or  glosses  over  the  most  serious  environmental  Impacts  of  the  proposal. 
The  Increased  risk  of  nuclear  war— the  ultimate  environmental  problem— is  not 
addressed,  because  the  ElS  looks  only  at  peacetime  impacts. 

Another  set  of  environmental  concerns— those  associated  with  manufacturing 
the  nuclear  warheads  to  be  used  on  the  MX  missiles— Is  also  quite  neatly  swept 
under  the  rug,  ostensibly  because  the  warheads  are  produced  by  the  Dept,  of 
Energy.  This  "that's-not-my-department*  mentality  is  all  too  pervasive  In  large 
bureaucracies.  This  leads  me  then  to  my  central  question:  WHERE’S  THE 
BOMB?  We  are  presented  with  a  DEIS  for  a  nuclear  weapons  system  that  has 
been  neatly  sanitized  of  Its  cental  feature.  Where  Is  the  bomb1 

NEPA  mandates  an  examination  of  the  Impact  of  a  proposed  action,  and 
comparlslon  with  alternative  actions.  Including  a  “no  action"  alternative.  Should 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison  be  authorized  It  would  necessitate  the  manufacture  of  at 
least  $00  nuclear  warheads  which  would  not  otherwise  produced.  We  must 
look  at  the  full  Impact  of  the  action.  This  obviously  Includes  the  production  of 
the  warheads. 

The  public  and  our  elected  officials  must  demand  accountability.  Before  we 
allow  MXRG  to  be  authorized  we  must  be  given  clear  answers  to  the  serious 
environmental  problems  associated  with  warhead  production.  The  environmental 
issues  which  must  be  addressed  if  this  course  of  action  Is  taken  Include,  but  are 
not  limited  to,  the  following: 

•  Impacts  from  plutonium  production  at  Savannah  River,  South  Carolina:  Includ¬ 
ing  worker  exposure,  routine  and  accidental  environmental  releases,  and  eventual 
waste  processing,  handling,  isolation,  shipping  and  so-called  ‘disposal*  (note: 
each  of  the  following  activities  should  also  be  examined  with  regard  to  the 
aforenamed  categories  of  impacts); 

•  Impacts  from  the  reprocessing  to  extract  the  plutonium  In  the  Savannah  River 
PUREX  facility; 

•  Impacts  from  the  handling  and  transportation  of  this  plutonium  to  Rocky  Flats, 
In  Colorado: 

•  Impacts  from  the  manufacture  of  the  plutonium  parts  at  Rocky  Flats; 

•  Impacts  from  the  production  of  tritium  at  Savannah  River; 


1 


Since  the  dawn  of  the  nuclear  age  the  U.  S.  has  produced  a  horrendous 
legacy  of  nuclear  weapons  waste.  Approximately  (0,000  warheads  have  been 
manufactured.  How  to  effectively  isolate  the  massive  waste  inventory  for  the 
requisite  timeframe  remains  an  unsolved— and  potentially  insolvable — dilemma. 

The  Department  of  Energy  estimates  the  cost  of  eventual  cleanup  at  *110 
billion.  The  General  Accounting  Office  is  guessing  (ISO  billion.  The  truth  is 
that  no  one  knows.  The  saddest  part  is  the  fact  that  these  figures  exclude  the 
human  costs— the  cancers,  leukemias,  and  birth  defects.  These  costs  will  be 
borne  by  those  who  are  exposed  because  the  wastes  are  not  properly  Isolated, 
and  by  those  who  are  exposed  on  the  job  while  working  to  clean  up  the  mess, 
and  dispose  of  the  problem. 

We  cannot  in  good  consciennce  allow  a  decision  to  produce  over  500  new 
warheads  to  be  made  without  first  examining  the  full  and  true  costs.  An  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  for  the  MXRG  program  which  does  not  examine  the 
environmental  Impact  of  producing  the  weapons  is  a  cruel  hoax. 

Let's  put  all  the  cards  on  the  table.  The  advocates  of  this  program  must 
come  clean.  I  reiterate:  Where's  the  bomb1  What's  the  environmental  Impact  of 
this  weapons  program?  Yes.  we  do  need  to  know  the  impact  of  laying  new 

track,  or  building  Train  Alert  Shelters.  But  these  impacts  pale  by  comparison 
to  the  impacts  of  the  bomb;  and  these  Impacts  are  real  and  very  significant  even 
if  nuclear  war  never  occurs. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.&  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing-  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  tha  environmental  eooeequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  tha 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analyeie  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

THa  population  of  MP  la  pzadoalnantlv  senior  citizens. _ Ihla  il  dm  to  the  lack 

lob  security  or  the  ability  l.  c»r~  enough  pay  In  the  private  sector  to  ralae 
a  faally.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrleon  Proaraa  In  Hlnot  would  Insure  that  we 
and  ay  laally  vould  be  able  to  stay  In  Minot  and  live  a  alddle  to  tilah  lift 
atyla.  HD  WEEPS  this  project  and  HARTS  this  project.  We  already  have  alealea 
around  u«  and  the  thtaat  of  nucluar  war  vlll  not  6a  Seen  la  ay  life  tl—  nor 
those  appealing  the  taaue. _ 


C  far  la  tin#  L.  Olaoa  2001  *U  Sth  Stra.t _ Hlnot .  _  MB _ 5S2HL 

Name  Street  Addrea*  City  8tate 


a  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMSfDBV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENTS.GiVEN  BY  CHUCK  DUKE,  PRESIDENT  OF  MINOT  CITY  COUNCIL,  AT  THE 
HEARING  ON  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  (EIS)  FOR  THE  PEACEKEEPER 
RAIL  GARRISON  PROJECT  —  AUGUST  11,  1988. 

GOOD  EVENING.  MY  NAME  IS  CHUCK  DUKE.  AND  I  AM  PRESENTLY  SERVING 
AS  PRESIDENT  OF  THE  MINOT  CITY  COUNCIL. 

I  WISH  TO  COMMENT  THIS  EVENING  ON  THREE  AREAS  THAT  ARE  MENTIONED 
IN  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT: 

FIRST,  THE  DRAFT  EIS  STATES  THAT  TO  MAINTAIN  THE  CURRENT 
SERVICE  LEVEL  OF  6.2  PERSONNEL  PER  1.000  POPULATION.  CITY 
STAFFING  WOULD  HAVE  TO  INCREASE  FROM  283  TO  288  PUBLIC 
WORKERS  BY  1993.  THE  EIS  ALSO  STATES  THAT  IF  NO  ADDITIONAL 
PERSONNEL  WERE  HIRED.  THE  NUMBER  OF  PERSONNEL  PER  1.000 
1  POPULATION  WOULD  DROP  FROM  6.2  TO  6.1.  THE  EIS  NOTES  THERE 
WILL  BE  A  SMALL  INCREASE  IN  THE  DEMANDS  FOR  PUBLIC  SERVICES. 

SUCH  AS  FIRE.  POLICE  AND  PUBLIC  WORKS.  THIS  INCREASE  WILL 
BE  VERY  SMALL.  AND  WILL  NOT  RESULT  IN  DETERIORATION  OF  THE 
QUALITY  OF  SERVICES  RECEIVED  BY  THE  PUBLIC. 

SECOND.  THE  E’.S  DRAFT  STATES  THAT  WATER  IS  DERIVED  FROM  A 
SERIES  OF  WELLS  IN  TWO  AQUIFIERS.  AND  THE  SOURIS  RIVER.  THE 
AVERAGE  DAILY  USE  OF  WATER  IN  1987  WAS  6.4  MILLION  GALLONS 
PER  DAY.  BY  1990  AND  1994.  DEMANDS  ARE  PROJECTED  TO  BE  6.3 
^  AND  6.5  MILLION  GALLONS  PER  DAY,  RESPECTIVELY.  PEOPLE  CONCERNED 
ABuUT  WATER  SHORTAGES  D'JE  TO  EXTREME  HEAT  CONDITIONS  HAVE  NO 
NEED  FOR  CONCERN  DUE  TO  THE  ADEQUATE  SUPPLIES  AND  RESERVES  OF 
FRESH  WATER. 
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LASTLY.  THE  DRAFT  EIS  NOTES  THAT  SOLID  WASTE  GENERATION  WOULD 
INCREASE  BY  ONE  TON  PER  DAY  OR  LESS  THEN  ONE  PERCENT  FOR  THE 
CITY  OF  MINOT  IN  1992.  ALONG  WITH  GREAT  SUPPORT  FROM  FIVE 
REMOVAL  FIRMS  AND  A  LANDFILL  LIFESPAN  OF  28  YEARS,  THE  CITY 
OF  MINOT  CAN  HANDLE  THIS  SMALL  INCREASE  IN  SOLID  WASTE  WITHOUT 
HIRING  ANY  ADDITIONAL  MANPOWER  OR  PURCHASING  NEW  EQUIPMENT. 
THANK  YOU  FOR  YOUR  ATTENTION  TO  MY  COMMENTS. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Trunk  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  thle  hearing  it  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence!  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  profr*m  is  made.  Please  use  thia  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

I  feel  with  the  Pe*'*eKeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program,  as  Whiteman 


Defensive  Power  through  ■ 


As  a  Gltizen  )f  Knob  Nos  ter,  Viss'-url,  I  sup; 
Rail  Garrison  Froirra-n. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Name 

Street  Address 

City  State 

Plane 

hand  this  form  In  or  mail  tot 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 

'&>■  ■  •  -p  Z.-SC  D- 

-  _ c's'L*  ?■->/ 

S-  ■''->*  s'  *  ^ 

'/  z  y  .--t 

Name  '  /  Stiw  Address 

Please  hand  thia  form  in  or  mall  tot 


State 

Naith  cJ  2~ 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walah 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  are  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  mattera  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  • 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Air  Force  provided  a  partial  Hat  of 
lar  Scoping  aaet  mg  to  the  Oovarnor1 1 
lining  that  Hat  and  tha  DEIS  itaeif, 
a  that  tha  following  iaauaa  were  aith 
ruparf icial Xy  examined  by  tha  praoarars  of  tha  DC  16 1 

I.  How  auch  will  the  tranaiant  oooulation  incraaaa  in  Cascade  County 


concern*  rai*ad  at  its 

'ting  to  the  Oovarnor*  a  interagency  tast*  force, 
ining  that  llet  and  tha  DEIS  itealf,  the  Committee  of  tha  »!'• 
feels  that  the  following  iaauaa  ware  either  totally  ignored  or  only 


ith  the  announcement  of  adoption  of  these  i 


2.  Mho  will  aasiat  construction  workers  relocata  aftai 
la  completed? 


programs? 

the  proje 


2.  Mill  outside  businesses  ref was  to  locato  here 
presence  ie  increased? 


6| 

■  4.  What  are  the  paycologicel  effects 
7 1  nuclear  warheads  located  right  here 


f  the  mil  it ary 


8l 


5.  What  happens  if  an  aircraft  flying  nuclear  warheads  in  and  out 
of  Malmetrom  crashes?  — on  base?  — off  bees  on  approach? 

at  ion  sonlst  available  for  the  Great 
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Name  Street  Address 

Please  band  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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7.  How  will  the  eecio-economic  pattern  In  Great  Falla  changei  that 
ie,  what  will  be  the  effect  on  average  age  and  tncosw?  — during 
construct ion7  — during  deploysMnt? 


What  will 


ust  cycls?  —locally?  — nationally? 


Has  the  Air  Force  studied  previous  boom  and  bust  cycles,  eucn  as 
Glasgow,  Montana? 


Mill  plainclothes  or  secret  agents  be  stationed  at  intarv* 
along  the  tracks  where  MX  might  travel? 

IE.  Mill  we  still  be  able  to  carry  arms,  as  guaranteed  by  the 
Conetitut ion,  along  effected  lines? 


why  even  consider 


15j, 

16|i 

*|7|14.  Could  tourists  start  regarding  Great  Falla  as  "Nuclear  City"? 

■obi  !•,  why  aren’t  there  m 


13.  During  serious  arm*  reduct  ion  negotiation! 
building  additional  nuclear  systems? 


18|. 


IS.  Since  MX  missiles  are  theoretically  ■ 
[hearings  throughout  tha  state? 


| 16.  What  law  or  regulation  states  that  tho  Air  Force  can  use  the 
.  ^|f tret  portion  of  the  program  for  their  own  promotion,  leaving  the 

•  ^  c i 1 1 «ene  to  a  t imm- limited  second  position? 


20< 


17.  What  visual  markings  will  distinguish  a  training  trmtr*7 
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261 

27| 

28) 

291 

30| 

31 

32| 

331 

34 
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IS.  Since  we  cannot  safely  store  nuclear  wastes  at  tha  Hanford  Reserv¬ 
ation  in  Washington  state  and  at  the  Savannah  River  station  in  Georgia, 
how  do  we  ret  ional  i  zWmors  tonnage  to  those  ecological  masses? 
fftO'Vb 

19.  What  would  hapoen  if  one  of  the  10  bombs  within  the  MX  missile 
detonates?  — if  all  IS  detonate?  — if  all  8-12  missiles  detonate? 

N.  How  many  tone  of  common  metals  (iron,  steel,  etc.),  orecloue  metals 
(platinum^  gold,  silver,  etc.),  other  products  <vinyl,  pipe,  cheulking, 
lumber,  etc.)  will  be  consumed  In  production  and  deoloyment? 

El.  Other  than  the  Cuban  miaaile  cries*  of  nearly  39  yaars  ago,  what 
examples  of  tnternetlon  tension  would  cause  MX  trains  to  be  dlaoereed? 

EC.  Mill  civilian  train  crews  end/or  civilian  railroad  dispatchers  be 
Inducted  into  the  military  during  MX  rail  dlaparaa'7 

E3.  Can  MX  be  launched  from  inside  the  garrison? 

B4.  If  long  range  arms  reduction  negotiations  succeed,  thereby  reducing 
long  range  ICEMs  by  9G*,  will  MX  be  scraoped7 

29.  MX  and  Midgetman  nuclear  systea*  are  called  “deterrent"  in  nature 
by  the  Air  Force.  Will  they  be  fired  on  empty  Soviet  eiloe  as  logic 
dictates,  or  wt I  I  they  be  used  as  a  first  strike  weapon? 

M.  Mill  current  Mlnuteean  missiles  by  rendered  obsolete  one- for -one 
with  placement  of  either  MX  or  Midgetman? 

E7.  ley  does  the  Air  Force  call  a  nuclear  delivery  and  axploaiva 
system  * Peacemaker "  while  the  current  defense  aoor cor  tat  ion  bill  still 

refers  to  the  sees  system  as  MX? 

SS.  Under  the  "No  Alternative"  choice,  the  Air  Force  ha*  not  outlined 
the  nett one 1  end  local  benefits  o*  building  neither  MX  or  Midqetmen, 
thus  leaving  the  sonsy  In  the  private  sector.  Why  not? 


yp  ffg?  Box  '851.  +0616. 


I.«  Col.  Pfter  waist. 

AFRr/BMS  DEV 

Nor'  Ofi  AFP  CA  •i.,409  L084 
D*»^r  It  Col  W*lsh 

(  wjs  prex/rht  <*r  *hr  tlS  Hrarinp  reg,*r<1iiiy  'h*  proi^^sril 
MX  Nail  Garrison  bystrin  I < •  r  wjr'sflii'ti  Air  Forc«-  Has*  Oscoda  I 
My  statninerit  a*  'W  time  was  to  carry  a  sign  as  part  of  t  hr 
S  I  I  rm  Vi  Vi  I 
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apart  and  useless 
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•.ins'  ina  MX  miSNiirn  tv-  «  ahen 
mv  r.t  tong  pie*  tor  p"a.  * 


A.  /.  - 


Prt  *i  Ijoughi 


..a' 


EG.  Using  the  Netlonel  rn— isnd  Authority  as  a  guide,  is  it  possible 
that  the  ftecretery  of  Interior  or  Agriculture  could  order  loich  of 

the  NX  or  Mldgeteen? 

39.  Mhat  will  prevent  an  accidental  1 auch  because  of  comou  j  vro r? 

31.  Section  4.9  of  the  WIB  deals  exclusively  with  Malmetrom  v#t, 

en  pegs  4. 9-E9  (first  paragraph)  the  DC1B  mistakenly  refers  c  -he 
"Cheyenne  area"  while  on  page  *.9-4*  the  DC  1 8  twice  mistakenly  refers 
to  "Grand  Forks  (El*.  Mhat  assurances  do  we  have  that  AF  training 
manual e  are  prepared  any  sore  accurately? 


“The  Air  Force  has  promoted  •  basing  plan  for  the  MX  tn#t  it  know* 
is  vulnerable  and  deetabi 1 l t Ing. " 

— Robert  C.  HcFar lane--  July  I,  I9b« 
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July  22.  1988 


Patrick  P.  c*ru*n*.  COt.  USAF 
Deputy  Dlrsctor  of  Strategic,  SOf 
and  Airlift  Prograus 
Assistant  Secretary  (Acquisition) 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Washington,  0-C-  20330-1000 

RE:  OCIS:  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM. 


uuw 

Prtn4tgMeflW0>  PvUHtgMaWm 

UMfed  fer  tfeetfe*  «d 

«t.i,ito#rwt,iji[Si|>m,hfe*niew7 

Ommrmt 

PH.  tl  6-0P-29M 

*pw*U  tm 

UCdmdTm 

ATVX-»frOCV 

Dear  Sir, 


Oear  Colonel  Caruana: 

The  State  Clearinghouse  has  received  the  above  Environmental  Document 
pursuant  to  Section  I02(2)(c)  of  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969 
and  the  Arkansas  Project  Notification  and  Review  System. 

To  carry  out  the  review  and  comment  process,  this  document  was  forwarded 
to  members  of  the  Arkansas  Technical  Review  Committee.  Resulting  comments 
received  from  the  Technical  Review  Committee  which  represents  the  position  of 
the  State  of  Arkansas  are  attached. 


I  wbh  to  bring  to  your  etfentlon  one  of  the  more  famous  nbsourto,  Jaaele  James.  whom  within 
hi*  lifetime,  (auiyd  (he  military  about  the  vuhmreblllty  of  thmrellrcadi  and  prtmpe  over  locked  tn 
ihe  Pentagon  planning  of  Rail  Garrison  Jessie  Jamas  and  *  fiandfull  of  dedicated  nan  repeatedly 
derailed,  end  impaired  the  military  trains  of  that  ere  —  tm*  to  Truth*  tr*  an  not  be  dwttod. 
and  like  other  Truths*  must  be  seriously  reckoned  with,  —  In  this  present  Ilmm  of  *tarrortsts* 
end  «orld-«Mi  pfegue. 


The  State  Clearinghouse  wishes  to  thank  you  for  your  cooperation  with  the 
Arkansas  Project  Notification  and  Review  System. 


Sincerely.  . 


Jd« Gillespie,  Manager 
State  Clearinghouse 


JG/TC/cb 
Enclosure 
pc:  Randy  Young 

Arkansas  Sol  l  8.  Mater 
Conservation  Comelssfon 


In  my  opinion,  the  military  consistently  undrastlmotee  factors  of  human  error.  revenge  end 
greed  l  am  enclosing  an  article  an  Redon  (a  radioactive  tfeufrter  product)  nl  maps,  end  other 


military  and  government  In  Its  desire  to  protoct  the  people.  There  to  no  benefit  to  protection,  --- 
If  you  kill  thon  persons  you  seek  to  protect 


In  studying,  the  enclosed  documents  he-dnn  nertuu  <w*»  yaw  see  whet  has  been  kept  from  the 
people  regnKng  the  Trojan  horse  affeir*  which  followed  the  ClA  importation  of  German 
scientists  and  their  placement  within  our  nuclear  instsIMIans,  government  spncfee  end 
universities.  It  Is  the  opinion  of  the  majority  of  suffering  radiation  sirvtvars,  that  oir  Feed* 
enemies  of  WW  II,  in  reellly.  wen  the  war  hv  aarwfui  maniaulMion  rf  our  jam  "^TIUMnl 
and  coni InuM  to  it)  an  The  Untied  States  hea  been  turned  into  a  >rg>  bomb  fectory  and  the  imp 
to  our  notion  environmentally.  dWMge  to  the  aeons  le»er  anddfenege  to  thepnetlc  poo)  of  future 
gwrtflora  is  cwrwtulmlno  MI flttWL Mtt  IB  fK WWWLMtt  titiM m  WWO 


AM  IOUAL  OPPOMTUNITT  (MPlOrC* 
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3  I 


5 


in  o  nrttoi  tfrt  draft  attftora  lrrerwTttitfl  tamat. 


I  find  this  stefemem  from  the  Congress  tonal  Hearings  of  1959  Vol.  I,  pp  6 1 7- 1 8  very  disturbing 
sndenltfAentag---  H  indlafmathm  sefentfet*  and  Qavrem  did  nrt  ham  full  anas  to 


wee  withheld  am  to  security  and  the  nmfectknlflf  it— flOBk  mmmtfiln  Think  about  n  -- 
-  even  constdartag  this  ---  the  grade  aspect  wee  still  of  such  grave  concern  that  it  caused  the 
Tael  Ran  Treaty  A  quote  from  the  Haring 


‘it  is  not  clear  precisely  how  much  of  the  «wing  rollout  date  to  unclassified  The 
statement  of  E  A  ttartell  at  the  Joint  Committee  hearings  indicates  met  cunulatlva  fallout 
d  by  the  University  of  Chicago.  Trot  act  Sunshine* 


(undr  oontrad  toA£C  are  raporled  in  Bulletin  No.  11).  was  at  the  time  of  tin  HTlnoa 
clartfbd  ■  'merer.  Data  for  the  period  Deem  bar  i ,  1955.  to  August  1956  ere 
reported  (n  Bulletin  No.  12.  which  b  unclassified/  (See;  1959  Hearings,  foi  l.  pp. 


617- 16). 


The  period  from  bomb  Trinity  to  1955  b  full  of  bomb  feats  moat  ooreldred  as  radioed hrety 
‘dirty*  in  1958.  Hctml  Bell  prt» winner ,  Dr  Mulbr.calbrt  wpat  wee  known  ‘race  poisoning' . 
whlb  Or  Berry  Oommoner  predicted,  that  In  approwlmstely  thirty  years,  we  would  see  r  tdwnfca 
of  dbaaee  unraoognizebb from  othr  dtseeee.  due  to  (he  radbaettve  contam  (notion  shewn  in  these 
teuments,  which  doss  ml  awer  the  er  Hr  period  of  bomb  bating.  it  was  thb  inzmfiMuMB 
that  caused  the  Tael  Ban  Treaty  Topul  it  Plata*--- Radiation  osmag*  the  immune  system  Any 
thinking  person  can  readily  see  the  connection  between  these  past  events  and  AiO$  and  it  forces  me 
toe*  (as  e  parent  of  egnstieelty  damagri  child)  ---  Do  only  the  Russians  torn  their  bob  tea"? 
Hew  many  genallcolty  efl  toted  children  are  snousfi?  Mow  many  of  our  countrymen  must  die  of 
cancer?  How  many  must  suffer  impaired  health  and  cataracts?  Mow  many  of  us  must  suffer  tha 
agony  of  radfetton  synTome,  well  known  to  radiation  survivors.  ---  before  the  military. 
Industry  wtS  government  D*ms  responsibly? 


5 


6 


In  1958.  I  asked.  Fredrick  0  Htrrh.  on  AEG  biologist  from  the  Sendfe  Base,  stondlngetmy 
hospital  bedtods  m  Albuqum** 

The  shssp  era  dying  and  you  pib  them  up  and  bur  n  their  bodies  --  -  whet  r*  you 
going  to  say  and  do.  whan  human  bodba  begin  to  pile  up?' 

Ha  answered 

’When  the  time  oomee.  we  will  dwiy  it,  the  sane  «  w«  will  ifeny  what  happened  to 


you.  You  know  the  Truth*,  but  few  will  believe  it ' 

HUMAN  BODIES  ARE  PILING  UP! 

All  the  careful  planning  of  Rat)  Orrbon  don  not  eliminate  pnt  radioactive  damage  to  the 
immunological  system  and  damage  to  the  gmtto  pool  of  the  world,  ---  nor  thedsngr  cf  human 
error  and  lerror  tots  activity,  ims  lonn  nwd  h«m  fnr  tt>—  mWitM  tn  tm  wnttmn  Themtttott 
of  thepatt  have  bean  costly  In  more  Ubndbllars.  They  here  bnr  costly  ta  hunan  ihms.  Thetbove 
organ  last  ions  represent  millions  of  yor  countryman  (many  Atomic  yets  subjected  to  Brig 
Osnerei  Qrovea  end  Edward  Teller's  Idw  of  protection)  the!  hove  suffered  needlessly  due  to  past 
m (stakes madsundr  the  gibe  of  "Protection*  Wa  strongly  urge you  to consttr  a  more  ret  tonal 
protection  of  the  paopb  and  to  fltfcp*  a  bee  ferful  reaction  to  world  erbb  The  Fascists  of  our 
nation  end  those  dntrtag  to  make  monetary  pta  ot  the  expense  of  the  poopto,  hwv*  instilled 
abnormal  fear  among  our  military  and  govammant  ta  the  pest,  to  grt  revenge  and  thetr  ww 
(Suggested  readtag  by  Or  btopher  Simpson)  Mb  time  to  stop  ibtsntag  to  self-serving 

fear  campaigns  tor  they  db  our  nation  Irreversible  harm  In  the  name  of  'protection*  we  hmm 
been  our  worst  nr/,  plunging  our  country  Into  dtot  and  destroying  tha  wall-being  of  future 
gyrations.  We  cm  not  nationally  afford  Rail  Garrison  and  Its  inherit  risks  that  torqfe  the 
nlYlllon  ttimUra  ter  mn  nuclT  Mm  -  -  -  Boobs  are  Piling  upi 

Thank  you  far  your  time  end  attention. 


CwrfOraAmiOerffa*. 

SmiAMfeVtfgwVmm 
I  ■  «» 

WwpnWMi  1  mdt 
Utm i 

C/C  ****** 
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GROSS  SETA  RADIOACTIVITY  OF  MAJOR  U  S  RIVERS 
Copy  of  itidfi  pr  own  tod  by  Dr  Conrad  f  Strafe  to  Joint  Commit  too  on  Atomic  energy  ,  Hay  6,  1959 

Or  Straub  "Vo  havo  not  shown  th*  Columbia  Rtvor  because  activttu  to  dhcharaed  from  tho  Hanford  installation 
and  much  hifeor  Wvoh  of  specific  matorialo  or*  discharged  —  tho  Wver  Missouri  Rtvor  Boom  hao 
about  tho  hi^iest  Wvoh—' - 

Representative  Vfr  ':'J  'And  tho  Wvoh  aro  higher  m  tho  food  producing  or  oat’ 

Dr  Strafe  '--*tht*  aroo  where  we  havo  tho  htfeoct  Wvoh  h  aho  tho  aroa  tn  whioh 

moot  of  «r  food  matonah  aro  produoed  ot  tormo  of  gross  farm  product  for  1957  " 
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Removed  Oy  Soil. 
.Plants,  etc 


DF-135 

X  Removal -99  3 


P  953.  Vol  2 
Hearings  - 1959 


TraiootoriM  on  Ar  Movement  Prepared  by  tho  Special  Project  Section  of  tho  US  Voathor  (fcreau  voider  Or  Loo  tor  HaoM* 
Overlays  do  not  include  Trouty  .  Ranger  mom  of  5  shots.  Buster  -JanqWr  series  of  7.  TvanbWr- Snapper  cor  tot  of  8, 
Teapot  cortoi  of  1 4 ,  Safety ,  Hardtack  2  c trios  of  31  shots  -  all  n  Nevada  Shot*  made  r  tho  Pacific  and  *hot*  mad*  by 
othor  countries  ar*  aWo  not  meiudod 


,7, .  •■e-y 


Overlay  of  Shots  from  . | 

Boltzmann,  Mag  20  1957  p  2091 
Franklin,  June  2,  1957  p  2092 
Wilson,  June  18,1957  p  21m 
Priscillia.  June  24,  1957p  209« 

Hood,  July  5,  >957  p  2095 

DiaBlio.  July  15.1957  p  2096  of  Hearings,  Vol  3- 1959 


MISSOURI _ 3R8- 

RIVER  #2 


MISSISSIPPI  RIVER- 


'V/' 


RAINFALL  VS  RIVER  RADIOACTIVITY 


Overlays  of  Shots  1 

John,  julg  19. 1957  p  209^  , 

Kepler,  July  24,  1957 p  209«  *■ 

Owens,  July  25.1957  p  2099  £-.1 

Stokes  Auo  7  1957  »  2100  ] 

Shasta.  Aug  i8,i9S7p2ioi  .  ' 

Doppler,  Auq  23.  1957  p  2102  of  Hearings .  vol  3- 1 
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Trig^rw-an  *r  M?rmfTii  -Contwed 

P rvfurrd  by  th*  Ss*cut  Project  Section  of  the  US  V*«thw  Bureou  undw  Or  Irstw  Maeht* 


Wheeler,  Sept  6,  195?  p  2106 


Coulomb  B.  Sept  6.  1957  p  2107 

Lo  Place,  Sept  3, 1957  p  2 108  of  Heermqs.  Vol  3-1959 


Morgan,  Oct  7.  1957  p  2113  Of  Hearings,  Vol  3-I9S9 
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PERILOUS  VAPOR  NATIONWIDE  RADIATION 
is  there  a  Connection  with  fallout? 

SO  FAR  RADON  HAS  BEEN  DETECTED  IN  30  STATES 
—  AND  AT  ELEVATED  LEVELS  IN  1 6 
Highest  radioactivity,  measured  in  picocuries  per  liter,  has  so  far 
been  in  the  East  The  middle  west  is  under  investigation 


[  I  Arti  wtwro  house* 

L _ Jhj»»  «v«r*9»  r*don 

conconlratwt  (less  then  1  a 
pteoeunes  per  liter  of  *r) 


■  Are*  where  houses 
here  stove  ever  ego 
redon  concentration  (more 
then  1  8  but  less  than  4  0 


■  Area  where  houwt 
have  hHhest  radon 
concentration  (more  than 
4  0) 


Area  presanthj  wider  EPA 
*>vestioation  due  to  reported 


case  of  40'  X‘s  average  radon  concentration 


SOURCE  Lawerence  Berkly  Laboratory 


"  Radon  —  Invisible,  tasteless  and  odorless  —  is  now  the  rrost 
dangerous  source  of  Radiation  in  America' 

Radon  levels  have  been  monitored  in  uranium  mines  for  decades 
But  no  one  suspected  the  extent  to  which  natural  release  of  radon 
could  imperil  homes  far  away  from  mining  activity  until  late 
1 984 ' 

- Newsweek  August  10.  1966 
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CO  UUMIM 
UfTCH  mill 
0*0'  VV  M 


KY  REALTY,  INC 

PA  PO*  *41.  401  KMT  Mitna  HD. 
(Man  M  vmJwti 

atSTasMU 

■04U144U  Kit.  441 


92409-6448 


Dirtctor,  Envirooaaotal  Plann 
AFRCE - BMS/ DC V 
Morton  Air  Porce  Emt 
San  Barnardino.  Califc 

Dear  Sir 

Thi»  lottor  14  in  raspons#  to  the  proposod  Peacekeeper  Rai 1 
&arnson  Program  and  the  racont  EPA  hearing's)  on  the  subject 
that  have  bean  held  in  Warrensburg. 

A  lot  of  people  attended  the  Meetings  to  comment  on  the  im¬ 
pact  of  the  Rail  Garrison  in  the  Johnson  County  Area,  however 
it  seemed  that  a  high  percentage  of  the  vocal  opposition  was 
not  from  this  area  at  all.  but  "sent  in*'  from  around  the 
state  to  specifically  fight  this  project.  It  seems  to  me 
that  all  of  the  opposition  cane  from  "peace-mk"  type  groups 
from  outside  of  the  area.  1  have  no  problems  with  them  being 
heard,  and  their  opinions  considered,  until  they  try  to  rep¬ 
resent  me  and  themselves  as  representing  my  home  town, 
Warrensburg.  If  there  was  a  fault,  it  was  probably  that 
Warrensburg  did  not  know  how  "to  play  the  game"  and  warn 
beaten  at  speaking  out  by  professionals  who  play  this  game 
all  the  time.  I  believe  the  people  in  Johnson  County,  Mis¬ 
souri.  would  happily  support  the  Rail  Garrison  just  as  we 
support  everything  else  that  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  does. 
Wiiteman  is  an  integral  part  of  our  community  and  the  rela¬ 
tionship  between  Warrensburg  and  Whiteman  is  terrific.  We 
value  the  WAFB  personnel  as  being  very  important  to 
War  r  ensbur g . 


Peackeeper,  Page  : 


Speaking  for  myself.  I  support  the  Rail  Garrison  in  this 
area.  I  hate  to  see  an  influx  of  people  from  other  areas  of 
the  state  or  different  states  import  to  Warrensburg  to  a 
meeting  and  then  represent  Warrensburg  as  not  wanting  the  ex¬ 
tra  mission  for  Whiteman.  I  believe  this  area  will  support 
the  project. 


Broker 

r  Realty  of  Warrensburg,  Inc. 


Thomas  E.  Kuenning,  Jr. 
Colonel.  USAF,  Commander 
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LOCATION  J2U-  nert.  -li£ _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  ittudlng  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environments!  cortaequcncta  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  profrtm  procaads,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  natters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to:  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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LOCATION  ^Ai/wLiM _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRttON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  this  haaring  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  aad  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  mads.  P lease  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  tssuaa  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


I Ua. _ tLAi.. _ CTfrpTp*  A _ ~H~n _ t£i _ NU/iaSLi. 

- <ofa  a. — _JrcUAd.io.tM  OLfr/i. 

!  _ _ 

VwWa  UlUp\K  <VAS  fifAKHJlfTYxmAartol^nj) 

_ Get _ tWl _ Q/>Ki.kAa  t _ liirrvtLA.  r>/v\A 

_ — cctcA — qc\laA - ftpTiAA  • _ 


Name  Street  Aflfrme  City  State 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to*  Lt  Col  Petar  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/VBV 
Norton  Air  Foroo  Baas 
San  Baraardtoo,  California  93441 


1 


woMDw  tenon  fob  mucuab  obabmaiwht 


<Ul 


Q^TSc/jk^LUi 


A-C  6 — ( 

ai.  /KlJ^cj2tUL^. 

£-t. 

4—^-/  .  0X.  ■ 


WAMO/MET  OtT/PO  BOX  2S77  /  SOUTHFIELD.  MICHIGAN  40037 /(313)8!.lO0e4 
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August  9,  1988 

Director,  Enviroiental  Planning 

AF8CE  BMSS/DE V 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernadino ,  California  92409-6448 

Dear  Director, 

l  have  very  recently  been  advised  of  a  public  hearing  to  be 
held  In  Cheyenne,  Wyoiing  on  August  10,  1988  concerning  the 
Rail  Garrison  Project. 

Although  1  will  be  out  of  the  area  and  unable  to  attend  the 
hearing  1  wanted  to  offer  ay  support  towards  the  Rail 
Garrison  Project  via  this  letter. 

1  have  lived  in  Cheyenne  just  over  three  years  and  have  had 
the  wonderful  opportunity  to  becoae  associated  with  the 
United  Staten  Air  Force  through  the  Mtlitery  Affetrs 
Coeaittee  coneeted  with  Francia  8.  Warren  Air  Force  Base  in 
Cheyenne.  I  have  been  exposed  to  sone  of  the  aysteae  that 
the  Air  Force  has  for  the  defensive  posture  of  our  country. 
(United  States  Space  Coaaand,  Peterson  Air  Force  Base, 
NORAD's  Cheyenne  Mountain  Coaplex,  Falcon  Air  Force  Station, 
ate.  These  facilities  and  their  syateaa  have  alerted  an 
awareness  to  we  for  the  need  to  continue  to  always  iaprove 
the  defensive  action  ability  of  our  country  and  our 
capabilities  for  deterrence. 

I  beleive  the  Rail  Garriaun  Projet  is  vitally  important  to 
the  security  and  defence  of  our  country.  I  also  fael  that 
It  ta  important  to  Cheyenne  and  F.  B.  Warren  Air  Force  Base. 

Cheyenne  has  a  good  relationship  with  the  Air  Force,  with 
strong  leisures  of  support  given  to  esch  other. 

The  econoiic  upact  on  Cheyenne  froi  this  project  would  also 
be  significant . 
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r.  E.  K*rr«n  Air  Fore*  Base  hat  operated  in  Cheyenne  for 
■any  yaara  with  a  history  of  safety  and  integrity  for  our 
city.  I  beleive  this  would  continue  with  the  Bail  Garrieon 
Project . 

Sincerely, 

Marlin  Martin 

1764  Del  Range  Blvd- 

Cheyenne,  Wyoaing  82009 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.&  AIR  FORCE  PEACp|BBPBR  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  thla  hearing  la  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wt  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  citizen*  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  mads.  P Lease  use  thla  alwet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  iacuss  that  you  fael  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 


violation  of  federal  air apace  regulation*  over  the  Boundary  Maters, Canoe  Akea. 


LOCATION  Grand  Forks _ . 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEEEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thla  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  bearing  (a  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wa  may  have  inadvertantly  overlooked.  Ow  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analyst*  that  will  be  available  to  puMIc  officials  and  citizen*  before  a 
final  dec  Irion  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  laauaa  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


In  an  HOA,  or  allltarx 


leratlone  area,  airspace  way  be  pre-« 


Air  Force  at  any  tlae,  end  the  Air  force  way  do  what  It  chooaea  in  thet  air- 


*uch  at  the  Boundary  We ter*  Canoe  Ares 


reedy  has  potential ly-unlialtad  acceaa  to  highway*,  water- 
1  aa  di» treated  to  aee  yat  another  tran«portat ton  »yat«m 


>  direct  influence  of  the  allltan 


cc:  Senator*  Burdick  and  Conrad, 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  toi 


Grand  rorka,  HP  SS201 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walah 

AFRCEBMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  11409 


Please  hand  thla  form  in  or  mall  ten 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walah 

AFRCB-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  9*409 
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International  Union  ai  Operating  Engineers 

IOCAI  UMON  MO.  4f ,  WA,  4FC.  4f0  4« 

MUCOTA  •  NOCTH  DAKOTA  •  SOUTH  DAKOTA  1  East  KeM I 

<UO  L  BMM>.  nte  »  mis  Ml 

«m>  ei  tomiMUff.  tmC 

/on  «.  ^hctimm.  r  sn  »  eK 

FDCO  9.  OtROCHUK.  titfan  Krwt/meicW  Secretery 

•BS  AMTMONT  UMf  SOUTH  —  IMWUKUi  »MMW  IMIS 
sm,  («U)  IMMt 

August  9,  1988 

Lc .  Col.  Pacer  Walsh 

Director  of  Esvironaental  Planning 

AFRCE  -  BHX/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92409-6448 

My  nase  is  Arden  Grundvlg,  Area  Representative  for  the  International 

Union  of  Operating  Engineers  Local  49  and  President  of  the  Grand 

Forks  Building  and  Construction  Trades  Council. 

I  apeak  for  a  lot  of  working  people  through  out  the  area  who 
welcoae  and  support  the  Rail  Garrison  concept.  The  city  of  Grand 

Forks  and  the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  have  worked  together  for 
several  years  to  insure  our  safety  and  the  preservation  of  our 
democratic  way  of  life.  We  will  continue  to  support  any  ailitary 
work  that  will  keep  our  nation  a  strong  and  free  society  and  will 
be  proud  to  be  a  part  of  any  work  that  will  keep  us  that  way. 

Building  and  Construction  Craftaaan  have  supported  and  built  the 
defense  systea  already  in  place  through  our  area  and  stand  ready 

A  to  do  what  ever  is  necessary  to  help  preserve  our  freedom  fro* 

•  oppression. 

As  the  environaental  iapact  study  has  shown  to  have  little  adverse 
effect  to  the  surrounding  coaaunities,  the  increase  in  work  and 
support  personnel  would  help  to  enhance  the  environaenc  in  our 
econoay  throughout  the  area.  We  will  give  our  full  support  to 
the  systea  should  this  area  be  selected. 

Arden  Grundvig 

Area  Representative 

I.U.O.E,  Local  49 

P.0.  Boa  1715 

Grand  Forks.  ND  58206-1715 

CaAwd  FoaksOwMbatof  Commcrcc 

202  ttrti  TM  8*M 

’'ZzHHRsP*  Grand  Fortu.  NWS<  Dakota  86206-11 77 

Phan*  (T01J  7T2-7J71 

August  10,  1988 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCB-fiKS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Faroe  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 

Dear  Lt  Col  Walsh: 

In  April,  1988  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the  Grand  Forks  Chamber  of  Coamerce  went 
on  record  in  support  of  the  following  resolution: 

Whereas,  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defense  Systoa  has  been  chosen  by  Congress  and 
the  President  as  a  top  priority  far  enhancing  the  nations  defensive  systems, 

ttoereas,  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Project  represents  the  most  practical, 
cost-affordable  system  utilizing  existing  I CBM  missiles  and  the  US  railroad 
system, 

Vtoereas,  the  Congress  and  President  have  called  for  the  establishment  of  S  or  6 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrisons  at  Strategic  Air  Cosmand  bases  in  the  United  States, 

Whereas,  only  in  times  of  national  emergency  would  the  trains  equipped  with 
operational  Peacekeeper  missiles  be  directed  to  leave  the  garrisons  and  deploy 
with  the  rail  system, 

.  Whereas,  the  mobility  feature  of  this  ays  tan  premises  high  survivability  thus 

|  making  it  a  strong  deterrent  to  any  adversary. 

Whereas,  the  Grand  Forks  region  has  an  extensive  railroad  trackage  system  making 
detection  in  a  time  of  national  onergency  unlikely. 

Whereas,  the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  plays  am  intregal  part  in  the  nations 
defense  strategically  located  in  the  northern  tier  states, 

Vtiereas,  Grand  Forks  is  ideally  located  on  major  rail  lines  with  many  additional 
miles  of  track  located  within  hours. 

Whereas,  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  has  the  land  and  the  people  to  deploy  this 
system  with  a  minimal  amount  of  infrastructure  improvements  to  deploy  this 
system.. . 

Therefore,  be  it  resolved  that  the  Grand  Forks  Chamber  of  Caaaerce  goes  on  record 
in  airport  of  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  being  chosen  as  a  site  to  house  the 
proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System. 

Sincerely,  . 

Marian  Helgeson,  Chairman 

Board  of  Directors 
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LOCATION  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISOF  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  wo  have  determined  mey  occur  If  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  svsilsble  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  sttention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

1 
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LOCATION 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  hive  determined  may  occur  If  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

I'm  Bob  Gustafson,  President  of  the  Grand  Forks  Ouster  of  Camneroe.  Our 

the  iranagement  of  Uinseth  Pluitung  and  Heating  Corpany,  115  South  Third 

800  mater  strong  organization  representing  approximately  75%  of  the  business 

Street,  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota,  wishes  to  express  its  support  of  the 

carmunity  of  our  city  and  other  associations,  organizations  and  individuals. 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  as  a  viable  future  link  in  our  nation's 

has  gone  on  record  in  full  support  of  the  deployment  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

defense  and  goes  on  record  as  supporting  its  placement  at  Grand  Forks  Air 

at  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base. 

Force  Base  for  the  fol  lowing  reasors: 

Rail  Garrison  is  cost  affordable  and  practical  using  existing  I CBM  missiles 

^  1. existing  rail  lines  in  all  desired  directions 

and  the  US  railroad  network.  The  system  calls  for  5  bases  within  the  strategic 

2. cost  of  installation  and  operation  lower  in  North  Dakota  than  in 

Air  Canrand  to  house  the  Peacekeeper.  Cnly  in  times  of  international  crisis 

other  areas  considered 

vould  they  be  deployed.  Because  of  Grand  Forks'  excellent  rail  network  and 

3. minimal  environmental  uipact  an  the  area 

the  confirmed  minimal  eviroonental  inpact  of  the  project,  plus  serving  as  an 

4. favorable  economic  lirpact  to  the  Grand  Forks  region 

integral  role  in  our  nations  strategic  defense.  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  are  an  excellent  match. 

There  can  be  no  question  that  the  economic  impact  to  our  comunity  would 

be  very  positive  creating  construction  and  permanent  opportunities  for  enpioynent 

here  but  more  importantly,  we  support  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  project 

because  peace  without  freedom  is  no  trade  off  for  America  and  the  free  world. 

fcte  believe  Grand  Forks  has  the  necessary  attributes  to  welcome  the  mission 

and  people  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  its  deployment  here  at  Grand  Forks 

**Cn  the  "Public  Meeting  Attendance  Record"  card,  I  inadvertently  checked 

Air  Force  Base. 

the  block  that  indicated  we  would  like  to  receive  a  Draft  Els.  Please 

Name  Street  Address  City  State 

Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pore*  Bass 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 

Name  8treer  Address  City  8tate 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  tot  Li  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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503  Oak  Street 
Grand  Porks,  ND  58201 
August  12,  1988 

Director  of  Envt ronmentai  Planning 

APRCE-BM/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  8a ee 

San  Bernadino,  California  92409-6448 

Dear  Director! 

For  purpose*  of  identification,  I*»  a  sociologist,  a  Professor,  and 
Chairperson  of  the  American  Indian  Studies  Departeent  at  University 
of  North  Dakota.  My  large  family  and  I  have  lived  here  for  more  than 
seven  years  and  are  veil  established  in  this  setting. 

Although  I  was  unable  to  attend  the  Environmental  impact  Hearing 
on  the  MX/rail  line  earlier  this  week,  I  do  want  to  register  ay 
strong  opposition  to  the  project  (and  ay  large  family  joins  me  in 
this  opposition).  I  understand  fro*  Senator  Kent  Conrad  (ND)  that 
yo^  re  receiving  written  comments  on  the  matter  through  this  month 
of  August. 

1  understand  from  the  Impact  statement  that  the  MX  project  will 
necessitate  a  new  rail  li„e  which  will  cut  through  American  Indian 
burial  grounds.  Such  desecration  of  thoae  grounds  would  be  in¬ 
defensible  for  two  basic  reasons)  the  primary  reason  is  simply  that 
such  an  incursion  would  be  immoral.  (Ask  yourself,  "What  would  happen 
if  white  graves  were  involved?*  "What  vould  happen  If  Indians  dug 
through  a  Catholic  or  Protestant  cemetary?")  An  important  corollary 
reason  involves  the  fact  that  a  number  of  us  have  worked  systematically 
through  the  years  to  develop  positive  racial/cultural  relations  be¬ 
tween  Indian*  and  whites  in  this  area  --  and,  thus  far,  we  have  been 
substantially  successful.  If  you-all  build  a  railroad  across  Indian 
burials,  you  will  sow  seeds  of  discord  which  could  lead  to  a  bitter 
harvest. 

Once  again,  we  strongly  hope  you  do  not  go  through  with  the  MX/rail 
line  project. 

John  R.  Salter,  Jr. 


cci  Senator  Kent  Contrad 
Ms.  Virginia  Miller 
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Swcwty, 


Gregg  Lombardi 

3816  Washington,  Apt.  3-S 

Kansas  City,  MO  64 1 1 1 


August  24,  1968 


CERTIFIED  HAIL 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
Environmental  Planning  Division 
AFRCE-BMS/DBV 

Norton  AFB,  CA.  92409-6448 

Re:  Comments  on  Proposed  MX  Rail-Garrison  at 

Whiteman  AFB 


Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 


Enclosed  you  will  find  the  following  which  are  to  be 
considered  in  preparation  of  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  regarding  the  proposed  deployment  of  the  MX 
Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  In  the  Rail-Garrison  Basing 
Mode  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  in  Harrensburg,  Missouri: 


1 


Testimony  regarding  the  proposed  deployment 
of  the  MX  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile 
in  the  Rail-Garrison  Basing  Mode  at  Whiteman 
Air  Force  Base  in  Warrensburg,  Missouri  (this 
is  my  original  testimony  submitted  in  regard 
to  the  draft  environmental  Impact  statement 
for  this  project.  I  want  to  make  sure  that 
the  Air  Force,  end  its  consultants,  respond 
to  all  of  the  issues  raised  in  these  comments 
when  they  prepare  their  final  environmental 
impact  statement.  Most  of  the  issues  that 
were  raised  in  those  comments  were  not 
addressed  in  the  draft  environmental  impact 
statement.  This  omission  is  a  clear  problem 
of  the  DEIS) ; 


Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  Regarding  the  Proposed  Deployment 
of  the  MX  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile 
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Page  2 

I»t .  Col.  Walsh 
August  24,  1988 


in  the  Rail-Garrison  Basing  Mode  (these 
comments  deal  with  specific  deficiencies  of 
the  Draft  Envirorusental  I*pact  Statement). 

I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement.  However,  I  would  note  that  I  did 
not  receive  the  DEIS  until  July  20,  1988,  and  thus  did  not  have 
sufficient  time  to  prepare  detailed  comments  either  for  the 
hearing  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  on  August  3  or  for  the  August 
30  comment  deadline.  (For  example,  there  is  a  great  deal  of 
research  in  regard  to  railroads  and  railroad  regulations  that  I 
was  unable  to  do,  and  I  was  unable  to  obtain  and  review  the 
numerous  environmental  impact  statements  and  Air  Force  regulations 
that  were  incorporated  in  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
by  reference,  but  which  are  not  available  to  the  public). 

I  know  of  numerous  other  people  in  the  Kansas  City  area 
who  did  not  receive  their  copy  of  the  DEIS  until  well  after  I  did. 
Indeed,  some  individuals  still  have  not  received  the  DEIS. 
Accordingly,  I  would  again  request  that  you  extend  the  deadline 
for  filing  written  comments  on  the  DEIS  until  at  least  45  days 
after  you  have  sent,  to  every  individual  who  has  requested  it,  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  all  of  the  information 
that  is  incorporated  into  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
by  reference,  but  which  information  is  not  available  to  the 
public. 

I  would  also  note  that  as  with  the  Scoping  Hearings, 
there  was  clearly  insufficient  time  for  public  comment  at  the 
August  3  hearings  concerning  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.  All  told,  the  general  public  was  given  only  81  minutes 
to  respond  to  the  numerous  problems  in  the  Air  Force's  more  than 
600  page  long  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Clearly,  this 
was  inadequate.  Also,  hearings  should  be  held  in  all  communities 
with  a  population  greater  than  50,000  which  are  located  within 
five  miles  of  the  raillines  to  be  used  by  the  MX  missile  railcars. 
These  hearings  too  should  provide  ample  time  for  public  comment. 

I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  and  look  forward 
to  receiving  the  additional  materials  I  have  requested  and  having 
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Lt.  Col.  Walsh 
August  24,  1988 


the  opportunity  to  prepare  testimony  in  regard  to  that 
information. 


'■  S' 

Gt'egg  Lombardi 
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Testimony  Regarding  the  Proposed 
Deployment  of  the  MX  Intercontinental  Ballistics 
Missile  in  the  Rail  Garrison  Basing  Mode  at 
Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  in  Wanensburq.  Missouri 

The  question  of  whether  to  deploy  the  multi-billion 
dollar  MX  Missile  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  in 
Warrensburg,  Missouri  is  one  of  great  significance  for  the 
community  of  Warrensburg,  the  state  of  Missouri,  and  the  nation  aa 
a  whole. 

Congress  has  ordered  the  United  States  Air  Force  to 
prepare  an  environmental  impact  statement  so  that  Congress  can 
effectively  evaluate  the  Rail  Garrison  proposal. 

The  law  requires  that,  in  preparing  ita  environmental 
impact  statement  for  this  project,  the  Air  Force  must  consider  all 
"reasonably  foreseeable"  significant  adverse  impacts  on  the  human 
environment,  including  "impacts  which  have  catastrophic 
consequences,  even  if  their  probability  of  occurrence  is  low."!/ 
The  statement  must  also  include  a  detailed  discussion  of 
alternatives  to  the  proposed  action,  including  the  no  action 
alternative.!/ 

These  requirement  make  sense:  for  Congress  to  be  able  to 
make  the  monumental  decision  as  to  whether  to  deploy  the  MX 
missile  on  this  nation's  public  rail  system,  it  must  have  before 
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Testimony  Submitted 
By  Gregg  Lombardi 
3816  Washington, 

Apt.  3-S 

Kansas  City,  MO  64111 

it  basic  information  regarding  the  impact  of  the  deployment.  To 
meet  these  requirements,  an  environmental  impact  statement  must 
contain  consideration  of  each  of  the  following  issues:!/ 

ftaagflhly  and  IiAflMfliUUfln  of  the  HI  ftiaallt  to  Whiteman  A ii 
rotcc  Bait 

1.  Under  the  proposed  program,  the  MX  missiles  to  be 
deployed,  would  be  assembled  at  Warren  Air  Force  Base  in  Wyoming. 

It  is  unclear,  however,  how  the  missiles  and  their  warheads  are  to 
be  transported  from  Wyoming  to  Warrensburg,  Missouri.  A 
comprehensive  environmental  impact  statement  must  consider: 


«l 

6| 

ri 


a.  The  means  of  transportation  and  routes  to  be  used 
in  transporting  the  MX  missiles  and  their  warheads  from 
Wyoming  to  Missouri] 

b.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  radiation  leakage  in 
transportation,  either  from  accidents  or  from 
Intentional  sabotage; 

c.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  or 
Intentional  detonation  of  nuclear  warheads  in 
transportation  from  Wyoming  to  Missouri; 

d.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  or 
intentional  ignition  of  the  rocket  fuel  for  the  MX 
missiles  in  transportation  from  Wyoming  to  Missouri. 


\/  40  C.F.R.  {1502.22. 


y  Sait  taalanfl  mitmuaa  Atipciatlpn  v,  fialdashmldh.  m 

r.2d  233,  236  (8th  Cir.  1979);  JatfUaQn  CflUfltV  V.  JQQ88,  571  T.  2d 
104,  108  n. 4  (8th  Cir.  1978). 


V  Given  the  complexity,  both  technical  and  strategic,  of 
deploying  the  MX  missile  in  the  Rail  Garrison  Mode,  this  list  of 
Issues  is  necessarily  incomplete.  It  is  at  best,  a  atartlng  point 
from  which  a  reasonable  environmental  impact  statement  would 
begin. 
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StOIHt 


2.  Under  the  proposed  program  at  least  six  MX  missiles, 
with  approximately  60  warheads,  will  be  stored  at  Whiteman  Air 
force  Based  in  Marrensburg,  Missouri.  A  comprehensive 


environmental  impact  statement  must  consider: 


a.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  detonation 
of  one  or  more  of  the  warheads  while  they  are  in 
storage: 


b.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  ignition  of 
the  fuel  for  the  MX  missiles  in  storage; 


10| 

HI 

12| 


c.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  launching 
of  an  MX  missiles  in  storage; 

d.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  sabotage  of  the  MX 
missiles  in  storage.  This  consideration  should 
include,  but  not  be  limited  to  the  consequences  of 
having  warheads  in  storage  at  Whiteman  Air  Porce  Base 
fall  into  the  hands  of  terrorists  either  through  direct 
attack  on  the  missiles  in  storage  or  in  the  more  likely 
event  that  an  enlisted  person  would  decide  or  be 
coerced  into  cooperation  with  terrorist; 


13 


e.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  accidental  detonation 
of  warheads,  firing  of  missiles,  or  ignition  of  fuel 
due  to  earthquakes,  tornados,  flooding,  or  any  other 
natural  disaster  while  the  missiles  are  in  storage. 


3.  The  fact  that  more  than  60  nuclear  warheads  would  be 


stored  at  Whiteman  Air  Porce  Base,  makes  Warrensburg,  and  western 
Missouri  in  general,  a  likely  target  for  attack  from  Soviet 
missiles.  The  MX  missiles  are  "first  strike"  weapons  (in  other 
words,  they  are  capable  of  destroying  Russian  missiles,  making  it 
impossible  for  Russia  to  respond  to  American  attack,  unless  they 
did  so  before  the  American  missiles  hit  their  targets  in  Russia). 
The  risk  of  an  American  first  strike  may  well  cause  the  Soviets  to 
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launch  a  pre-emptive  first  strike,  and  attack  the  MX  missiles  at 
Whiteman  with  Soviet  nuclear  weapons,  while  they  are  still  in 
storage  (in  other  words,  during  their  peacetime  operation). 
Accordingly,  a  comprehensive  environmental  impact  statement  must 
consider; 

a.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  a  Soviet  nuclear 
-  m  attack  on  Whiteman  Air  Porce  Base  or  upon  western 
|*t  Missouri  in  general,  while  the  MX  missiles  are  in 
storage  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base: 

I  b.  The  increased  risk  of  nuclear  war  and  the 
15  consequences  thereof  due  to  the  deployment  of  MX 
|  missiles  in  the  Rail  Garrison  Basing  Mode, 

Dangers  Inherent  in  Transporting  the  MX  Missile  on  Railroad  Cars 

4.  Railroads  are  one  of  the -most  dangerous  modes  of 

transportation  available  in  the  United  States  today.  On  the 

average,  there  are  more  than  five  derailments  every  day  on  U.S. 

rail  lines. £/  Because  of  its  tremendous  weight  (a  single  MX 

missile  weighs  approximately  200.000  pounds)  and  because  of  its 

gigantic  size  (an  MX  missile  is  71  feet  long.  An  average  box  car 

is  51  feet  long),  the  MX  missile  poses  serious  risks  if  it  is  to 

be  transported  by  rail.  There  are  grave  questions  as  to  wnether 

local  railroad  tracks  and  bridges,  many  of  which  are  more  than  60 

years  old,  can  support  the  weignt  of  a  railroad  car  or  cars 

carrying  an  MX  missile.  Thus,  the  risk  of  accident,  is  extremely 

high.  Even  during  peacetime  operations,  the  MX  missile  rail  cars 


i/  In  1986  there  were  2,006  commercial  rail  derailments  in  the 
United  States  or  5.49  derailments  per  day. 
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will  have  to  be  tested  on  area  rail  lines.  Thus,  there  are  risks 
even  in  times  of  peace.  A  comprehensive  environmental  impact 
statement  must  consider  the  following  problems: 


26 


Mode,  for  certainly,  even  in  times  of  peace,  the  railroad  system 
must  be  tested  on  actual  railroad  tracks,  thus  exposing  all 
communities  along  the  railroad  tracks  to  the  numerous  risks  and 
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even 


a.  The  risk  and  consequences  of  an  accident  involving 
a  train  carrying  an  MX  missle  'with  or  without 
warheads).  Risks  that  must  be  considered  include: 
risks  due  to  the  tremendous  weight  of  the  missile; 
risks  due  to  the  tremendous  size  of  the  missile:  risks 
due  to  the  age  and  strength  the  railroad  tracks  and 
bridges  in  the  area;  risks  due  to  the  fact  that  the 
train  operators  will  probably  be  Air  Porce  personnel 
and  therefore  not  well-trained  in  the  operation  of 
trains:  risks  of  accident  due  to  blizzard, 
thunderstorm,  flooding,  earthquake,  tornado,  or  other 
natural  disaster;  risks  due  to  the  possibility  of 
sabotage  (because  the  MX  missile  is  larger  chan  a 
boxcar  it  will  be  impossible  for  the  Air  Force  to  hide 
the  fact  that  the  trains  are  carrying  MX  missiles. 

Because  the  missiles  are  so  obvious,  and  because  the 
trains,  Dy  definition,  must  go  in  a  single  direction  at 
a  slow  speed  (the  maximum  speed  for  trains  carrying  the 
MX  missile  is  35  mph),  these  trains  will  be  an  easy 
target  for  sabotage) . 

Consequences  that  must  be  considered  regarding 
rail  safety  include,  but  are  not  limited  to,  damages 
area  rail  lines  and  bridges  due  to  the  transportation 
of  MX  missiles  over  them  (whether  armed  with  warheads 
or  not);  the  consequences  of  accidental  ignition  of 
the  rocket  fuel  for  the  MX  missiles  due  to  a  rail 
accident;  the  consequences  of  accidental  firing  of  the 
MX  missile  due  to  a  rail  accident;  the  consequences  of 
an  accidental  detonation  of  a  warhead  due  to  a  rail 
accident.  In  considering  these  consequences,  the  Air 
Porce  must  also  look  at  plans  for  evacuation  of  area 
communities  in  case  of  an  accident  involving  a  train 
carrying,  or  purported  to  be  carrying,  MX  missiles 
(whether  armed  with  nuclear  warheads  or  not),  as  well 
the  health  and  economic  costs  to  residence  who  might 
have  to  be  evacuated. 

Each  of  these  considerations  must  be  taken  into  account 
if  the  evirnomental  impact  statement  considers  only  "peace 


time  operation"  of  the  MX  missile  in  the  Rail  Garrison  Basing 


consequences  discussed  above. 

PcplQYBent  at  ftt  Hlaiilfc  Rail cats  in  Timea  of  National  flattaenfiX 

5.  Deployment  of  the  MX  missile  railcars  durinq  times 
of  national  emergency,  involves  tremendous  risk  of  catrosphic 
environmental  impact.  These  impacts  go  far  beyond  those  discussed 
in  the  previous  sections.  A  comprehensive  environmental  impact 
statement  must  consider  each  of  the  following  risks  and 


consequences: 


27 


a.  The  risks  and  consequences  of  a  preemptive  Soviet 
nuclrir  attack  on  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base.  It  is  well 
known  that  it  would  take  at  least  three  hours  to  arm 
the  MX  railcars  and  get  them  out  onto  the  public 
railroad  tracks  outside  of  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base. 
Should  the  Soviet  Union  find  out  that  efforts  to  deploy 
the  railcars  are  underway,  it  would  give  them  ample 
time  to  make  a  pre-emptive  first  strike  on  those 
railcars  while  they  are  still  at  Whiteman  Air  Force 
Base ; 


b.  The  risks  and  consequences  of  sabotage  to  MX 
railcars  while  they  are  carrying  nuclear  warheads. 
Because  it  would  be  impossible  to  hide  the  fact  that  a 
railroad  car  was  carrying  an  MX  missile,  and  because 
the  MX  railcars  cannot  travel  more  than  35  mph.  and  by 
definition  they  must  go  in  a  single  direction,  they 
would  be  extremely  vulnerable  targets  for  sabotage  or 
terrorist  attack,  it  would  be  alarmingly  easy  for 
terrorist  group  to  obtain  nuclear  warheads  from  a  MX 
railcar.  All  they  would  need  to  do  would  be  to  obtain 
a  few  sticks  of  dynamite  (easily  available  at 
construction  sites)  and  a  handful  of  automatic  or 
semi-automatic  weapons  (available  at  practically  at  any 
pawn  shop)  dynamite  a  bridge  while  an  MX  railcar  is 
going  over  it  and  use  the  automatic  weapons  to  knock 
out  whatever  security  forces  survive  the  crash.  Even 
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if  th*  risk  of  nuclear  warheads  falling  into  tha  hands 
of  terrorist  is  small,  and  even  if  terrorists  were  to 
have  difficulty  detonating  these  weapons,  the  possible 
consequences  of  having  nuclear  warheads  fall  into  the 
hands  of  terrorists  within  the  state  of  Missouri  is 
obviously  unacceptable .  An  environmental  impact  study 
■ust  consider  these  risks  and  consequences; 

c.  The  risks  and  consequences  of  using  Air  Force 
personnel  to  operate  the  MX  railcars  while  they  are 
carrying  warheads; 

d.  The  risks  and  consequences  of  a  Soviet  nuclear 
attack  once  the  MX  railcars  are  deployed  on  public 
tracks.  The  MX  missiles  traveling  around  the  state  of 
Missouri  at  35  mph  on  railroad  tracks  will  be  a  very 
likely  target  for  soviet  nuclear  attack.  Because  they 
■ust  travel  on  rail  lines,  and  because  they  must  travel 
at  slow  speed,  the  MX  railcars  will  be  like  ducks  in  a 
nuclear  shooting  gallery,  and  the  Air  Force's  plan  to 
deploy  these  MX  railcars  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base 
would  turn  the  state  of  Missouri,  particularly  the 
cities  of  Kansas  City,  Columbia,  Jefferson  City,  and 
St.  Louis,  which  are  along  the  major  rail  lines,  into 
the  shooting  gallery; 

e.  The  consequences  of  a  electro-magnetic  pulse  from 
an  exploded  nuclear  weapon  in  the  area.  Traditional 
engines  are  rendered  useless  by  the  electro-magnetic 
pulse  that  accompanies  a  nuclear  explosion.  If  the  MX 
railcars  are  vulnerable  to  an  electro-magnetic  pulse,  a 
single  nuclear  explosion  could  leave  all  cf  the  MX 
railcars,  with  their  scores  of  nuclear  warheads, 
stalled  and  without  protection  throughout  the  Missouri 
countryside.  This  would  leave  them  particularly 
vulnerable  to  sabotage  or  terrorist  attack.  Also, 
because  radio  communications  might  be  cut  off  by  an 
electro-magnetic  pulse,  the  risk  of  accidental  firing, 
or  firing  caused  by  panic  of  the  people  operating  the 
MX  railcars  should  be  seriously  Considered  in  the 
environmental  impact  study; 

f.  The  risks  of  accident,  and  damage  inherent  in  the 
firing  of  MX  missiles  from  railcars.  Currently,  the 
Air  Force  has  no  idea  of  how  it  will  launch  the  MX 
missiles  that  it  plans  to  carry  around  the  state  on 
railcars.  Indeed  the  logistical  problems  of  even 
attempting  to  raise  the  200,000  pound  MX  missiles  from 
railroad  cars  into  a  position  from  which  they  could  be 
fired  poses  potentially  insurmountable  engineering 
problems.  Furthermore,  the  risk  of  accident  in  firing 
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an  MX  missile  from  the  gravel  bed  of  a  railroad  track 
would  be  extremely  high,  thus  endangering  residents  for 
miles  around  the  track  (if  not  the  whole  state).  Also, 
the  damage  to  railroad  tracks  and  surrounding 
countryside  from  firing  an  MX  missile  from  a  railcar 
would  be  potentially  severe.  An  environmental  impact 
statement  must  consider  each  of  these  potential 
consequences. 

Economic  Coat a 

6.  With  a  two  trillion  dollar  national  debt  and  more 
than  20%  of  the  federal  budget  going  to  pay  interest  alone  on  that 
debt,  the  United  States  now  faces  an  economic  crisis.  The 
government  should  take  care  not  to  waste  the  hard-earned  money  of 
U.S.  taxpayers  on  frivilous,  and  extremely  dangerous  projects. 

The  Department  of  Defense  and  the  Air  Force  should  not  be  exempt 
from  this  rule.  A  comprehensive  environmental  impact  statement 
must  consider  the  specific  economic  consequences  to  the  city  of 
Warrensburg  both  of  the  deployment  of  the  MX  missile  Rail  Garrison 
Base  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  and  of  the  waste  of  $20  billion 
of  the  money  of  U.S.  taxpayers  for  deployment  of  the  MX  missile. 
Issues  of  concern  include: 

a.  The  tremendous  strain  on  local  schools,  hospitals, 
police  forces,  and  utilities  from  the  sudden  influx  of 
personnel  to  construct  a  MX  Rail  Garrison  at  Whiteman; 

b.  The  damage  to  local  economy  after  the  workforce 
leaves.  By  the  time  construction  personnel  depart  from 
Whiteman,  the  city  would  have  to  have  had  expanded  its 
school  system,  its  police  force,  its  hospital 
facilities,  etc.  The  departure  of  the  workforce  could 
have  a  severe  economic  impact; 

c.  The  waste  of  $20  billion  nationally;  because 
military  spending,  particularly  on  weapons  systems,  is 
extremely  ineffeclent  (in  other  words  many  more  jobs 
are  created  by  a  million  dollars  spent  by  private 
business  than  by  a  million  dollars  spent  by  the 
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government  in  constructing  nuclear  weapons).  The  $20 
billion  the  government  plans  to  spend  on  the  MX  missile 
Rail  Garrison  Basing  project  may  have  significant 
adverse  economic  impacts,  which  will  effect  the  city  of 
Warrensburg  as  well  as  the  rest  of  the  country.  These 
include  increased  unemployment,  higher  inflation  rate, 
as  well  as  secondary  effects  including,  higher  crime 
rates,  poorer  public  facilities  including  schools  and 
hospitals,  and  generally,  a  lower  standard  of  living. 

MttrnaUvM  to  the  HX  Hiasilt  Rail  Garugpn  P«ain<3 

7.  In  the  early  1960s,  Defense  Secretary  MacNamara  was 
asked  how  many  American  nuclear  missiles  it  would  take  to 
absolutely  assure  that  the  Soviet  Union  could  never  attack  the 
United  States  without  being  completely  destroyed  itself  (thus  the 
concept  of  Mutually  Assured  Destruction).  Defense  Secretary 
MacNamara  stated  that  the  absolute  highest  number  of  nuclear 
weapons  that  the  United  States  could  possibility  need  -was  400. 

Now,  with  more  than  10,000  nuclear  warheads,  the  United 
States  clearly  does  not  need  additional  weapons  to  deter  Soviet 
attack.  Furthermore,  there  is  no  logical  reason  why  the  MX 
missile  which  is  suppose  to  be  designed  for  the  purpose  of 
surviving  a  Soviet  nuclear  attack,  needs  to  be  a  first  strike 
weapon . 

A  first  strike  weapon  is  one  that  could  destroy  Soviet 
missiles  while  they  ace  still  in  their  missile  silos.  First 
strike  weapons  are  considered  by  the  Soviets  to  be  offensive 
weapons  which  could  be  used  in  a  surprise  attempt  by  one  country 
to  take  over  the  other  country  before  the  Latter  could  have  a 
chance  to  strike  back  with  its  own  nuclear  weapons.  The  United 
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States  has  insisted  that  it  would  refrain  from  making  a  first 
strike  on  the  Soviet  Union,  (if  the  Soviet  Union  believed  that  the 
United  States  had  launched  first  strike  weapons  aimed  at  Soviet's 
soil,  they  would  almost  certainly  fire  at  least  some  of  their 
nuclear  weapons  prior  to  the  time  that  the  American  missle  would 
hit  Russian  soil  (this  is  referred  to  as  launching  on  warning). 
Because  first  strike  weapons  would  require  the  Soviet  Union  to 
launch  on  warning,  they  shorten  the  amount  of  time  that  the 
Soviet’s  have  to  respond  to  a  real  or  even  mistakenly  perceived 
American  nuclear  attack.  Thus,  first  strike  weapons  greatly 
increase  the  risk  sf  nuclear  war  and  make  it  possible  that  there 
would  be  an  accidental  nuclear  war).  Accordingly,  because  the  MX 
missile  is  a  first  strike  weapon,  it  will  greatly  increase  the 
risk  of  a  pre-emptive  Soviet  nuclear  attack.  Numerous 
alternatives  exist  to  putting  these  extremely  expensive, 
aggressive,  and  dangerous  weapons  on  railroad  cars  in  Missouri.  A 
comprehensive  environmental  impact  study  must  consider  the 
following  alternatives: 

a.  The  no  action  alternative.  Because  the  United 
States  already  has  more  than  sufficient  nuclear  arms  to 
deter  a  Soviet  attack,  no  additional  weapons  are 
needed.  The  Air  Force  has  no  good  reason  to  increase 
the  risk  of  nuclear  war,  and  gravely  endanger  the 
people  of  Warrensburg,  and  the  state  of  Missouri  in 
particular,  and  the  whole  United  States  in  general,  by 
putting  the  MX  missiles  on  railcars  at  Whiteman  Air 
Force  Base; 

b.  The  use  of  Trident  II  missiles  as  an  alternative  to 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison  Basing  Mode.  If  Congress  should 
decide  that  it  is  absolutely  necessary  to  have  mobile 
first  strike  weapons,  it  can  use  the  Trident  II 
missiles.  This  missile  system,  which  Congress  already 
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41 


funded,  puts  first  strike  aissiles  on  United  States 
submarines.  These  submarines  are  such  less  vulnerable 
to  sabotage,  accident,  and  Soviet  attack  than  MX 
aissile  Rail  Garrison.  Because  these  aissiles  are  kept 
at  sea,  the  risks  to  the  civilian  population  (and  thus 
the  environaental  impact)  of  these  aissiles  is 
substantially  less  than  the  MX  Missile  Rail  Garrison; 

c.  The  use  of  non-first  strike  weapons  and  alternative 
modes  of  transportation.  Deterent  (which  is  to  say 
non-first  strike)  nuclear  weapons  are  smaller,  lighter, 
and  less  expensive  than  the  MX  missile.  If  Congress 
decides  that  it  must  have  a  mobile  land  base  missile 
systea,  it  should  use  these  smaller  weapons.  Not  only 
would  this  decrease  the  risk  of  nuclear  accident  or 
sabotage,  it  would  also  lead  to  greater  nuclear 
stability  and  therefore  decrease  the  risk  of  nuclear 
attack  or  accident  at  Whiteman  (thereby  decreasing  the 
environmental  impact  of  the  program). 


Lack  of  Sufficient  Notice  and  Opportunity  to  be  Heard 


ft .  The  Department  of  Defenses'  own  regulations  require 


significant  public  participation  in  preparation  of  the 
environaental  inpact  statement .5/  The  amount  of  public 
participation  in  environmental  impact  statement  is  to  be 
determined  by  several  factors  including:  "magnitude  of  the 
proposal*  likelihood  of  public  interest;  need  to  act  quickly;  and, 
national  security  classification  issues. 

The  Air  Force's  proposal  to  put  MX  missile  railcars  in 
Warrensburg,  Missouri  is  of  monumental  magnitude.  If  implemented, 
the  proposal  would  make  western  Missouri  a  top  priority  target  for 
Soviet  missiles,  and  would  greatly  increase  the  risk  of  a  surprise 
Soviet  pre-emptive  nuclear  attack  on  the  state. 


y  32  C.F.R.  $214 ,  enclosure  1(C)(3). 

£/  Ul. 
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Obviously  a  program  which  threatens  the  lives  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  if  not  millions  of  Missourians  is  of  the 
highest  possible  degree  of  public  interest. 

Furthermore,  although  the  Air  Porce  seems  to  be  in  a 
hurry  to  have  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program  approved,  there  is  no 
need  to  act  quickly  to  do  so.  Congress  has  not  yet  decided  even 
to  deploy  the  MX  Missile  Rail  Garrison,  and  indeed  the  project 
faces  stiff  opposition  from  majority  leaders  in  Congress, 
including  Les  Aspin  who  is  head  of  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee. 

Finally,  although  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program  has 
obvious  national  security  classification  issues,  there  is  no 
reason  why  those  issues  should  prevent  a  full  public  hearing  on 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison. 

In  light  of  the  above,  the  hearings  that  the  Air  Force 
is  holding  in  regard  to  deployment  of  the  NX  Missile  Rail  Garrison 
at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  clearly  do  not  satisfy  the 
requirements  of  its  own  regulation.  Accordingly,  these  hearings 
are  in  violation  of  those  regulations  and  of  the  National 
Environment  Protection  Act  ("NEPA"). 

The  Air  Force  has  provided  only  the  most  obscure 
possible  notice  of  these  hearings,  which  was  published  in  the 
February  26  copy  of  the  federal  Register  (it  is  doubtful  that  more 
one-tenth  of  one  percent  of  the  civilian  population  in  Missouri 
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has  aver  read  the  Federal  Register).  Furthermore,  even  that 
notice  failed  to  give  the  date,  time  or  location  of  the  Whiteman 
Air  Force  Base  hearings. 

Nor  has  the  Air  Force  provided  sufficient  information 
for  the  public  to  evaluate  the  proposal.  It  has  been  extremely 
difficult  to  obtain  written  material  on  the  proposal  from  the  Air 
Force,  and  the  material  that  the  Air  Force  has  provided  fails  to 
deal  with  the  vast  majority  of  significant  environmental  issues 
raised  by  the  possible  deployment  of  the  MX  missile* railcar 
program.  Finally,  the  hearing  themselves  are  clearly 
insufficient.  The  public  was  given  less  than  two  hours  to  testify 
in  regard  to  this  monumentally  dangerous  and  expensive  program. 

For  the  Air  Force  to  comply  with  its  own  regulations  and 
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d.  Provide  adequate  opportunity  to  be  heard  at  public 
hearings.  People  wishing  to  testify  should  be  allowed 
at  least  10  minutes  to  do  so,  and  at  least  six  hours  of 
public  hearings  should  be  held  in  each  community  with  a 
population  of  more  than  50,000. 

I  am  very  much  concerned  about  the  potential 
evnironmental  impact  of  the  proposed  deployment  of  the  MX  missiles 
in  the  Rail  Garrison  Basing  Mode  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base  in 
Warrensburg,  Missouri.  The  program  is  dangerous,  extremely 
vulnerable  to  sabotage,  economically  unsound,  and  likely  to 
severely  increase  the  risk  of  nuclear  war. 

Although  these  hearings  have  been  seriously  deficient,  I 
very  much  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  submitted  written 
testimony.  I  hereby  formally  request  that  I  be  provided  with  the 


with  NEPA  it  must  do  the  following: 

a.  Bold  hearings  in  all  communities  with  a  population 
greater  than  50,000,  which  are  located  within  five 
miles  of  rail  lines  to  be  used  by  the  MX  missile 
railcars,  as  well  as  in  similarly  large  communities 
through  which  the  MX  mitsiles  and  their  warheads  would 
pass  on  the  way  to  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base; 


draft  environmental  impact  statement  as  soon  as  it  is  publicly 
available.  The  DEIS  should  be  sent  to  my  home  address  as  shown  on 
this  s  atement . 


b.  Provide  adequate  public  notice  of  these  hearings. 
This  would  include  taking  out  advertisements  in  the 
most  widely  read  newspaper  in  each  of  these 
communities,  as  well  as  advertisements  on  popular  radio 
and  television  stations  in  those  communities; 
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c.  Provide  readily  accessible  written  information  in 
regard  to  the  program,  more  than  30  days  prior  to  the 
time  at  which  the  hearings  are  scheduled.  This 
information  should  briefly  address  all  significant 
environmental  issues  (including  those  discussed  above) 
raised  by  the  deployment  of  the  MX  missile  railcar 
system  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base; 
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Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  Regarding  the  Propoeed  Deployment 

of  the  NX  Intercontinental  Ballistic*  Missile 

in  tftt  Ra .Up ii -Baling  fladt 

There  are  numerous  problems  with  the  proposed  MX 
Inte  atinental  Ballistic  Missile  Rail-Garrison  Basing  Mode  which 
the  Mr  Porce's  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  ("DEIS")  does 
not  sufficiently  address,  A  comprehensive  final  environmental 
impact  statement  must  consider  each  of  the  following  topics: 

l.  B*U-S Mlaix 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  claims  that  the 
MX  railcars  are  "expected  to  be  substantially  safer  than  those  of 
ordinary  freight  trains.*  DEIS  at  5-8.  The  Air  Force  goes  on  to 
base  its  calculations  of  risk  on  the  assumption  that  the  MX 
railcars  would  be  as  safe  as  ordinary  freight  cars.  There  are 
numerous  reasons  why  this  assumption  is  wrong.  The  calculation  of 
rail  transportation  risk  in  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  must  take  into  account  the  following  facts  which  make 
the  risk  of  mishaps  for  the  MX  railcars  substantially  greater  than 
for  ordinary  freightcars: 

a)  Weight:  the  maximum  load  capacity  for  an  average 
railcar  (excluding  the  weight  of  the  car  itself)  is  approximately 
100,000  pounds.  The  MX  missile  by  itself,  however,  weighs  195,000 
pounds.  The  launching  canister,  hoisting  apparatus,  and  other 
launching  and  protective  hardware  may  well  weigh  an  additional 
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200,000  pound*.  Furthermore,  because  of  its  extreme  length,  and 
because  of  the  load  it  must  carry,  the  MX  railcar  itself  will  be 
substantially  heavier  than  a  normal  railcar.  The  Pinal 
Environmental  Impact  statement  must  state  the  weight  of  eech 
component  that  the  MX  railcar  would  be  expected  to  carry, 
including  the  weight  of:  the  cannister  surrounding  the  missile: 
the  launching  apparatus,!/  the  hoisting  apparatus;  all  other 
materials  to  be  carried  by  the  railcar:  and,  the  weight  of  the  car 
carrying  the  missile  itself.  The  PEIS  must  also  state  the  entire 
weight  of  the  fully  loaded  MX  railcar  and  calculate  the  increased 
risk  of  accident  due  to  this  mammoth  weight.  See  diagrams 
attached  hereto  as  Exhibit  A  and  incorporated  herein  by  reference. 


b)  ctntcf  st  gravity  weight  Pimlfrutign--  The 

weight  problem  is  exacerbated  by  the  fact  that  the  distribution  of 
weight  will  make  the  MX  railcar  prone  to  accidents.  Normally  when 
a  railcar  carries  a  substantial  weight,  that  weight  can  be 
distributed  evenly  on  the  car  usually  with  the  greatest  weight 
directly  over  the  wheels  and  with  the  center  of  gravity  of  the 


!/  it  is  my  understanding  that  the  Air  Force  ia  considering 
launching  the  MX  missiles  not  from  the  rail  cars  but  from 
stationary,  permanent  missile  silos  that  it  plans  to  build  at 
various  points  along  the  rail  lines  that  the  MX  rail  cars  would 
travel . 

The  DEIS  for  the  proposed  MX  Rail-Garrison  does  not 
consider  any  of  the  numerous  end  substantial  peace  time 
environmental  impacts  of  the  construction,  maintenance  and  use  of 
stationary  missile  silos  for  launching  of  the  MX  missile.  Should 
the  Air  Force  elect  to  use  such  a  system,  NEPA,  CEO A,  and  the 
Department  of  Defense’s  own  regulations  require  that  additional 
hearings  be  held  and  that  another  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
be  prepared  to  consider  such  impacts. 
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load  relatively  low.  Each  of  these  measures  decreases  the  risk  of 
rail  accident.  The  opposite  will  be  true  of  the  MX  railcars.  The 
majority  of  the  weight  of  the  missiles  Is  concentrated  in  Stage  1 
which  ia  25  fset  long  and  weighs  108,000  pounds.  DEIS  at  5-9. 

This  mean*  that  more  than  half  of  the  weight  of  the  missile  will 
be  concentrated  In  an  area  that  is  only  30%  of  the  total  length  of 
the  MX  railcar.  This  uneven  distribution  of  weight  will  put  a 
severe  strain  on  that  section  of  the  railcar  that  must  carry  Stage 
1.  Similarly,  this  will  put  severe  pressure  on  the  rail  lines  as 
the  wheel  that  carry  the  weight  of  Stage  1  bear  down  on  the  rail 
ties. 
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Furthermore,  the  center  of  gravity  of  the  MX  railcar 
would  be  dangeroualy  high.  Rule  89  of  the  American  Association  of 
Railroads  ("A.A.R.")  Interchange  Rules  provides  that  the  combined 
center  of  gravity  of  a  railcar  and  Its  load  must  not  exceed  98 
Inches  above  the  top  of  the  rail.  Because  sn  MX  missile  is  nine 
feet  high,  and  presumably  the  weight  of  the  missile  is  distributed 
symmetrically,  when  the  missile  is  on  its  side,  its  center  of 
gravity  is  *.5  feet  off  the  ground.  Assuming  that  the  launch 
canister  has  a  radius  that  is  just  one  foot  wider  than  the  missile 
itself,  the  center  of  gravity  of  the  MX  missile  and  its  canister 
is  likely  to  be  at  least  5.5  feet  above  the  bed  of  the  railcar. 

The  fact  that  the  MX  railcar  will  be  17  feet  high  (a  normal 
railcar  is  approximately  twelve  feet  high)  suggests  that  the 
missile's  center  of  gravity  will  be  substantially  more  than  five 


and  one-half  feet  above  the  bed  of  the  MX  railcar.  Given  that  the 
bed  of  the  railcar  will  be  approximately  four  feet  off  the  ground, 
the  center  of  gravity  of  the  missile  and  its  cannister  is  likely 
to  be  well  over  nine  feet  above  the  rail  beds,  and  perhaps 
substantially  more  than  ten  feet  above  the  ground.  In  violation  of 
A.A.R.  regulations.  This  would  present  an  extremely  dangerous 
condition  both  when  the  reilcar  goes  around  curves  and  when  the 
car  rocks  from  aide  to  side,  as  railcars  ere  prone  to  do. 

An  example  illustrates  this  point.  The  torque  ("tipping 
force")  exerted  by  s  load  with  a  particular  weight  equals  the 
force  as  the  car  rocks  or  goes  around  a  curve  multiplied  by  the 
height  of  the  center  of  gravity.  Thus,  assuming  that  a  typical 
load  ha*  its  center  of  gravity  two  feet  ebove  the  bed  of  a  railcar 
(and  therefore  six  feet  above  the  rail  lines  themselves)  if  this 
load  exerts  a  100,000  pound  force  to  the  outside  as  the  car  goes 
Around  s  corner  the  tipping  force  exerted  on  the  track  would  be 
(00,000  ft/lbs  (6  feet  X  100,000  lbs).  For  an  MX  missile,  with 
its  center  of  gravity  9.S  feet  above  tracks,  the  tipping  force  is 
substantially  greater.  Assuming  that  the  missile  would  exert  a 
100,000  pound  force  going  around  a  hypothetical  curve,  the  tipping 
force  that  the  tracks  would  hsvs  to  beer  would  be  950,000  ft/lbs. 
(100,000  lbs.  X  9.5  fset). 

Also,  the  angle  to  which  the  MX  railcar  could  tip  before 
falling  over  would  be  ameller  because  of  the  higher  center  of 
gravity  of  the  train. 
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The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  state  the 
height  of  the  center  of  gravity  for  a  fully-loaded  MX  railcar, 
analyze  the  uneven  distribution  of  that  load,  and  determine  how 
these  factors,  particularly  given  the  extreme  weight  of  the  load, 
increase  the  risk  of  rail  accident. 

c)  Length:  An  average  railcar  approximately  is  SO  feet 
long.  The  longest-single  piece  railcar  in  use  today  is  89  feet 
long.  The  MX  railcar,  however,  which  the  Air  Force  is  proposing, 
is  89  feet  long. 


The  only  other  railcars  that  are  in  the  range  of  89  feet 
are  either  flat  bed  cars  or  open  air  cars  (like  the  railcars  that 
transport  automobiles).  None  of  those  cars  carry  weights  that 
approach  anything  close  to  the  weight  of  the  fully  loaded  MX 
railcar . 

Its  length  obviously  would  make  the  MX  railcar  more 
unstable  than  an  average  freight  car.  The  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  must  consider  the  increased  risk  of  accident  due 
to  the  tremendous  length  of  the  MX  railcar. 


The  MX  railcar  will  not  only  be  at  least  as  long  as  the 
longest  other  railcar  on  the  tracks,  it  would  the  only  89  foot 
long  railcar  that  is  fully  enclosed.  1/  This  means  that  the  MX 
railcar  would  be  extremely  vulnerable  to  accidents  (because  of  the 
length  combined  with  the  tremendous  weight  the  MX  railcar  must 
carry  and  its  high  center  of  gravity),  it  wtfuld  also  be  easily 
identifiable  for  anyone  who  sought  to  sabotage  or  track  the  MX 
trains . 
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d)  Width :  The  average  railcar  is  approximately  nine 
feet  wide.  The  MX  missile  alone  is  92  inches  wide.  The 
regulations  of  the  American  Association  of  Railroads,  (“AAR'') 
provide  that  any  railcar  more  than  12  feet  in  width  is  a  wide 
load.  When  a  wide  load  passes  along  rail  tracks,  all  adjacent 
tracks,  under  AAR  regulations,  must  be  cleared  to  avoid  accidents. 
In  order  to  make  sure  that  this  is  done,  trains  with  wide  loads 
must  give  advance  notice  of  where  they  will  travel. 


2/  Given  that  the  Air  Force  still  does  not  know  how  it  will 
launch  the  MX  missile,  it  may  be  that  the  final  design  of  the  MX 
railcar,  including  launching  apparatus  will  be  substantially 
longer  than  89  feet.  If  it  is  feasible  that  the  MX  railcar  would 
be  longer  than  89  feet,  the  Air  Force  must  consider  the  potential 
additional  risks  inherent  in  this  greater  length  in  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


In  its  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  the  Air 
Force  boasts  that  the  MX  missiles  on  their  railcars  would  be 
protected  in  the  case  of  mishap  by  their  launch  canister  and  by 
the  missiles  launch  car  structure.  DEIS  at  5-1.  However,  even  if 
the  launch  canister  and  car  structure  together  were  only  27  inches 
thick  (and  this  includes  the  space  between  the  missile  and  the 
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launch  canister  and  between  the  canister  and  the  car  structure), 
the  MX  railcar  would  be  at  least  12  feet  wide  an-*  ;ould  constitute 
a  wide  load  under  AAR  regulations.  This  means  that  the  railcar 
would  not  only  be  unstable  because  of  its  width,  but  there  would 
also  be  an  increased  risk  of  accident  due  to  the  chance  that  the 
railcar  would  collide  with  oncoming  rail  traffic.  This  also 
extremely  increases  the  risk  of  sabotage,  because  the  MX  railcar 
would  be  required  to  either  informed  the  entire  rail  community  of 
where  it  intends  to  travel  (thus  essentially  informing  would-be 
saboteurs  where  to  watch  for  it)  or,  it  must  clear  all  commercial 
rail  lines  on  which  the  railcars  could  possibly  travel  (this  would 
be  contrary  to  the  Air  Force's  promise  not  to  disrupt  commercial 
rail  traffic).  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must 
state  the  width  of  the  MX  railcar  and  consider  the  increased  risk 
of  rail  accident  and  sabotage  or  terrorist  attack  due  to  the  width 
of  the  railcar. 

e)  Inexperienced  Snqi_neg.r_a:  The  Air  Force  plans  to  use 
military  personnel  to  operate  it9  trains.  Thus,  it  is  unlikely 
that  the  MX  railcar  operators  will  have  significant  experience  in 
operating  railcars.  Even  if  these  operators  are  exhaustively 
trained,  there  Is  no  substitute  for  on-the-job  experience.  The 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  consider  the  increased 
risk  of  rail  accident  due  to  the  inexperience  of  the  Air  Force 
personnel  who  will  be  operating  the  trains. 
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2.  risk  flf  Sabotage  fli  luiflLUt  AttacK 

The  Air  Force  largely  ignores  the  risk  of  sabotage  or 
terrorist  at.tack  in  its  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
discussing  it  for  only  four  sentences  under  the  heading 
"Unauthorized  Access."  DEIS  at  5-6.  Terrorism  and  sabotage, 
however,  pose  an  extreme  threat  to  the  MX  railcars,  and  the 
environmental  impact  of  a  ter'-  1st  attack  could  be  catastrophic. 
The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  consider  this  risk 
seriously. 


The  MX  railcars  would  be  easy  for  terrorist  or  saboteurs 
to  spot  for  several  reasons.  First,  it  would  be  almost  twice  as 
long  as  a  normal  railcar,  and  would  be  the  only  completely 
enclosed  89  foot  long  railcar  that  would  be  on  the  tracks. 

Second,  to  bear  the  tremendous  weight  of  its  load,  MX  railcars 
would  be  required  to  have  more  wheels  than  a  normal  railcar.  • 
MX  railcar  would  be  required  to  have  at  least  eight  axles  (a 
normal  railcar  has  four  axles).  Third,  the  railcar  would  be  wider 
than  a  normal  railcar.  Fourth,  whereas  an  average  train  includes 
approximately  40  boxcars,  the  MX  trains  would  tow  only  six  or 
seven  cars.  Fifth,  because  the  Air  Force  would  be  using  state  of 
art  equipment  and,  supposedly,  would  be  constantly  maintaining 
this  equipment  in  top  shape,  it  is  likely  that  the  railcars  would 
look  significantly  different  from  normal  railcars.  Sixth,  the  MX 
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railcars  would  bypass  normal  rail  line  interchanges,  where  all 
normal  freight  cars  are  shifted  from  the  engines  of  one  rail 
carrier  to  another. 

Furthermore,  the  MX  railcars  will  be  particularly 
vulnerable  to  terrorist  attack  for  numerous  reasons.  First, 
because  the  KX  railcars  must  travel  in  one  direction,  and  at  a  set 
speed,  it  would  be  easy  for  terrorist  to  know  where  they  are 
going.  Second,  the  rail  lines  themselves  are  vulnerable  to 
sabotage:  a  few  well  placed  sticks  of  dynamite  on  a  train  bridge 
would  destroy  an  MX  railcar  and  its  billion  dollar  cargo.  Third, 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Air  Force  to  adequately  patrol  the 
approximately  100,000  miles  of  rail  lines  that  the  MX  trains  are 
expected  to  travel.  Terrorists  could  choose  when  and  where  to 
strike  the  trains.  Fourth,  because  the  Air  Force  plans  eo  move 
the  trains  for  only  four  hours  each  day  when  they  are  on  alert, 
terrorists  would  have  substantial  time  to  prepare  ambushes  several 
miles  down  the  tracks  from  the  resting  MX  train. 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  consider 
not  only  each  of  the  risks,  discussed  above,  and  consequences  of  a 
terrorist  attack,  but  also  the  environmental  impact  of  the  Air 
Force's  safety  measures  to  avoid  such  an  attack.  For  example, 
would  the  Air  Force  be  required  to  fire  on  anyone  who  comes  near 
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the  tracks  as  the  MX  railcar  passes.  Further,  would  it  require 
adjacent  landowners  to  remove  trees  and  other  objects  that  might 
provide  cover  for  terrorists. 

The  Air  Force  glibly  states,  "even  in  the  event  of  a 
successful  attack  on  the  system,  no  impacts  worse  that  those 
described  in  Section  5.4,  .  .  .  are  expected."  Such  consequences 
cannot  be  shrugged  off  lightly.  Section  5.4  refers  to  the 
cataclysmic  destruction  that  would  occur  if  the  locket  fuel  for 
the  MX  exploded:  all  light  structures  within  1,000  reet  of  the 
blast  would  be  destroyed,  presumably,  the  Air  Force  includes 
human  beings  in  its  definition  of  light  structures.  DEIS  at  5-29. 
Furthermore,  nitric  acid  a  i  hydrochclor ic  acid  gas  concentrations 
up  to  1.6  miles  away  from  the  attack  would  create  "potentially 
lethal  exposures."  Id.  Given  that  terrorist  attacks  are  littely 
to  occur  in  heavily  populated  areas  (where  protective  cover  is 
plentiful  and  the  military  response  would  have  to  be  subdued)  the 
results  of  a  terrorist  attack  could  be  devastating.  Thus,  the  Air 
Force’s  summary  of  risks,  and  summary  of  mishap-induced  and 
mishap-free  risks  contained  on  pages  5-26  and  5-27  of  the  DEIS, 
because  they  do  not  include  the  risk  of  terrorist  attack  or 
sabotage,  are  extremely  misleading.  They  should  be  revised  in  the 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  reflect  the  probability  of 
mishap  due  to  terrorist  attack  and  the  consequences  of  such 
potential  mishaps. 
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Additional  Problems  with  the 

Envuilhpicntfll  SUtCPtnfc 

a.  “Jut?U£_InteiUcc“ 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  does  not  deal 
at  all  with  "public  interface"  problems  that  the  MX  Rail-Garrison 
program  would  have.  Public  interface  problems  include  everything 
from  peaceful  law-abiding  protest  to  acts  of  civil  disobedience 
ranging  from  having  demonstrators  lie  down  on  the  crack  to  having 
them  remove  rail  ties  or  otherwise  sabotage  the  rail  line  to 
prevent  the  MX  training  car  from  passinq. 

I  do  not  intend  either  to  encourage  or  condone  acts  of 
civil  disobedience.  They  are,  however,  a  serious  concer-  and  they 
were  one  cf  the  things  that  Congress  specifically  wanted  the  Air 
Force  to  address  in  its  Envi ronmental  Impact  Statement.  The  Air 
Force  has  failed  to  do  so. 

Acts  of  civil  disobedience  tend  to  be  very  costly  to  the 
local  community.  The  Air  Force  will  not  provide  security 
personnel  to  help  the  local  community  deal  with  civil 
disobedience.  Accordingly,  local  commun i t i es  will  have  to  pay 
police  to  monitor  protests  and  to  make  arrest  when  there  is  civil 
disobedience.  Furthermore,  the  prosecution  of  acts  of  civil 
disobedience  will  put  a  strain  on  the  local  courts,  as  well  as 
local  prosecutors.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
should  consider  these  costs,  including  the  risk  of  »njury  and 


property  damage  due  to  both  lawful  and  unlawful  protests,  and  all 
costs  to  the  community  of  policing  against  such  protests  and  acts 
of  civil  disobedience. 


59 


B.  Air  Transportation  Risks 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  states  that, 
"(the  Air  Force  special  cargo  squadron  that  handles  the  shipment 
of  nuclear  warheads!  has  transported  nuclear  materials  for  25 
years  and  has  never  experienced  a  mishap  which  created  possibility 
of  damage  to  the  .reentry  system."  DEIS  at  5-2.  There  is, 
however,  a  history  of  air  transportation  accidents  with  nuclear 
weapons.  On  J"ne  17,  1966,  a  U.S.  plane  crashed  in  Spain  while 
carrying  numerous  nuclear  missiles.  One  missile  was  missing  for 
several  months  and  2,000  tons  of  t*  .oactive  soil  had  to  be 
removed  from  Spain.  Thus,  the  F.  ,i  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  must  consider  both  the  risk  and  consequences  of 
idiation  leakage  from  an  airplane  accident,  as  well  as  the  risk 
and  consequence:,  of  having  a  nuclear  warhead  missinq  for  several 
days,  weeks  or  months. 


C .  Incorporation  Bv  Reference  Of  Materials  To  Which  the 

Public  Pgcfl-Mpt  Save  Acccea. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  maxes  reference 
to  numerous  materials  to  which  the  pu  lie  does  not  have  access.  I 
hereby  request  that  I  be  sent  a  copy  of  all  documents,  rules  and 
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regulations  referred  to  in  Chapter  5  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Inpact  Statement  { "safety  considerations").  These  include,  but 
are  not  United  to  the  following: 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  Pantex  Site, 

Amarillo.  Texas  (U.S.  Dept,  of  Energy,  1983); 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  Rocky  Flats  Plant 
Site,  Golden,  Colorado  (Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 

1980); 

pinal  Environmental  Impact  Statement  on  the 

ansportation  of  radioactive  material  by  air  and  other 
nodes  (Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  1977); 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  analysis  on  the 
transportation  of  radionuclides  in  urban  environs 
(Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  1980); 

Shipping  container  response  to  severe  highway  and 
railway  accidents  (Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 

1987); 

Space  and  Missile  System  Organization  STD-79-1; 

Ait  Force  Regulations  127-100;  122-3;  122-9;  122-10; 

122-4; 

AFR  40-925;  35-99;  DOD  Directive  3150.2;  and  Air  Force 
Technical  11A-1-47. 

All  parties  who  request  this  material  should  be  given  >  t  least  45 
days  from  the  receipt  of  it  to  provide  additional  written  comments 
for  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Without  access  to 
this  information,  the  DEIS  is  vague,  confusing  and  incomplete. 


D.  Svstea  Certification 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  says  that  the 
MX  Rail-Garrison  System  must  receive  explosives  safety  siting 
approval  for  facilities  from  the  Air  Porce  Inspection  and  Safety 
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f.  failure  to  Pttloc  '•Hauonal -Need! 

The  D  'ft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  repeatedly 
states  that  the  MX  railcars  would  only  be  deployed  carrying  MX 
missiles  in  times  of  "national  need."  The  DEIS,  however,  although 
it  contains  more  than  twenty  pages  of  definitions  nowhere  defines 
what  constitutes  a  "time  of  national  need."  As  the  Air  Force 
explains  in  its  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  the  risk  of 
adverse  environmental  impact  is  a  function  of  the  distance 
traveled  by  the  MX  railcars.  See  DEIS  at  5-14.  Because  the 
distance  traveled  is  a  function  of  the  frequency  and  duration  of 
times  of  national  need,  both  the  frequency  and  duration  of  "times 
of  national  need"  must  be  approximated  by  the  Inal  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  Otherwise,  there  is  no  way  for  the  public,  or 
the  Air  Force,  to  evaluate  the  risk  of  accident. 

G.  Disbursal 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  states  that, 
when  the  railcars  are  disbursed  they  will  be  moving  only 
approximately  four  hours  out  of  svery  twenty-four  hours.  DEIS  at 
5-8.  Th#  fact  that  the  MX  trains  will  be  immobile  for  twenty 
hours  of  the  day,  will  make  they  particularly  vulnerable  to 
sabotage.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  evaluate 

this  risk 


61 


62 


56 


63 


Center  and  from  the  DOD  Explosive  Safety  Board.  This  statement, 

L> f  itself,  1a  meaningless.  The  Final  Environmental 

Statement  chtuld  state  what  criteria  will  be  used  in  making  system 

certification  and  what  sort  of  tests  will  be  run  on  the  system. 

e.  Pejaarme-L  Pioaiaatfi 

Section  5.1.2  of  the  DEIS  states  the  various  efforts 
that  the  Air  Force  will  make  to  prevent  Air  Force  personnel  from 
sabatoging  the  MX  missiles  in  the  Rail-Garrison  Basing  Mode. 
Nowhere  in  the  DEIS,  however,  does  the  Air  Force  evaluate  the  risk 
of  sabotage  of  Air  Force  personnel  or  the  consequences  of  such 
sabotage.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  do  so. 

The  MX  trains  both  when  deployed  on  training  runs,  and 
when  deployed  while  armed  with  live  MX  missiles,  must  communicate 
with  civilian  rail  lines.  The  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  does  not  consider  how  the  Air  Force  intends  to  do  this 
while  keeping  the  identity  of  the  MX  train  secret.  The  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  consider  the  increased  risk  of 
rail  accident  uue  to  problems  with  communication  between  the  MX 
trains  and  civilian  trains,  as  well  as  the  increased  risk  of 
sabotage  that  would  accompany  good  communications  (i.e.  if  the  MX 
trains  made  their  location  clear  to  civilian  commercial  trains, 
they  would  probably  also  be  making  their  location  clear  to  any  one 
interested  in  sabotaging  the  trains). 
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a.  Rlah,  of  Miami?  to.  PtnetUant  CantaiMta 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  propellants  proposed  to 
be  used  by  the  Air  Force  for  the  MX  must  be  stored  under  carefully 
controlled  environmental  conditions  and  can  only,  safely,  be 
exposed  to  a  limited  range  of  temperatures .  If  the  fuels  are 
allowed  to  freeze  or  become  overheated,  their  containers  are 
likely  to  crack,  thus  leading  to  the  catastrophic  consequences 
discussed  in  Section  5.4  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.  The  DEIS  does  not  desl  with  this  issue.  The  railesrs 
are  likely  to  be  exposed  to  extremes  of  temperature.  In  the 
summer,  the  missiles  would  virtually  bake  in  the  steel  encased 
railcars,  whereas,  in  the  winter,  the  railcars  must  be  prepared  to 
deal  with  temperatures  wall  below  sero.  Thus,  the  heating  and 
cooling  systems  for  ths  MX  railcars  would  be  subject  to  extremely 
adverse  conditions.  Should  one  of  these  systems  fail,  the 
consequences  could  be  catastrophic.  The  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  must  deal  with  this  risk  and  the  concurrent 
consequences. 

i.  smtm.  luttaiUv 

The  DEIS  states:  "An  analysis  was  performed  on  both 
head-on  and  rear-end  collisions  involving  ths  (NX  miss! la)  and 
commercial  trains  at  various  speeds."  The  DEIS,  however,  does  not 
stats  whether  this  analysis  was  done  just  with  computer  eimulation 
or  through  the  use  of  the  actual  railcars  that  might  be  involved 
in  such  accidents.  Computer  simulation  is  Infamous  for  its 
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failure  to  take  into  account  ail  potential  problems.  Thus,  it  the 
Air  Force  solely  conducted  coaiputer  analysis,  it  should  so  state 
in  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and,  it  should 
increase  the  risk  factor  to  take  into  account  the  fact  that 
computer  models  virtually  never  consider  all  potential  risks. 
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J.  Tht  Rt-en.ux-.Vfllii.fil.>.  Infcgflxm 

The  DEIS  states!  "A  propellant  fire  would  not  likely 
last  [long  enough]  to  breach  the  RV  and  begin  aerosol ization  of 
plutonium."  DEIS  at  $-12.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  should  quantify  this  risk  so  that  the  danger  of 
plutonium  aerosolixation  can  be  evaluated. 
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k.  Risk  Anaiyaii;  FwulatlBa.P«Mifcjt 

The  DEIS  makes  the  false  assumption  that  rail  accidents 
ars  squally  likely  to  occur  in  urban,  suburban,  and  rural 
communities.  DEIS  at  5-17.  The  fallacy  of  this  statement  is 
demonstrated  by  the  Air  Force's  own  statement  that:  "almost  half 
of  all  freight  train  mishaps  occur  in  switching  yards."  DEIS  at 
S-15.  Switching  yards  tend  to  be  located  in  urban  or  suburban 
areas . 


The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  take  into 
account  the  fact  that  rail  accidents  are  more  likely  to  occur  in 
areas  of  high  population  density. 
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The  DEIS  goes  on  to  say,  "the  pressure  generated  in  the 
fire  would  likely  to  cause  the  RV  to  be  expelled  from  the  fire 
..."  Id-  Indeed,  when  the  Titan  II  explosion  occurred  in 
Arkansas  several  years  ago,  one  or  more  of  the  RV's  were  thrown 
from  the  missile  silo  and  it  took  the  Department  of  Defense 
several  days  to  recover  one  of  the  warheads. 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  evaluate 
the  risk  that  one  or  more  nuclear  warheads  would  be  lost  by  the 
Air  Porce  and  examine  the  consequences  of  having  one  of  these  lost 
nuclear  warheads  fall  into  the  hands  of  someone  with  bad 
intentions. 
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the  five  people  who  received  high  doses  will  die).  The  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  consider  how  many  people 
would  be  exposed  to  fatal  or  disabling,  or  even  adversel; 
affecting  radiation  doses. 

m.  Mtcuft  lunxrert  RUha 

As  with  rail  accidents,  air  transportation  accidents  are 
much  more  likely  to  occur  in  urban  and  suburban  areas  (near 
rumt*y)  than  in  rural  areas.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  should  take  this  fact  into  account. 
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N. 


EYAluaUQQ-gg  Conmmtncti;  Secondary  Xim  and 
XQilc  ChMicil  Spill i 


The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  doea  not 
seriously  consider  secondary  consequences  of  rail  accidents  or 
sabotage. 

These  consequences  are  particularly  disturbing.  The 
propellants  used  for  the  MX  missile  burn  at  extremely  high 
temperatures.  They  are  therefore  very  likely  to  cause  severe 
secondary  fires.  This  problems  would  be  compounded  by  the  fact 
that  firefighters  would  have  grave  difficulty  dealing  with  the 
fires--  first,  because  they  sre  not  sufficiently  equipped  to  deal 
with  fires  involving  the  chemicals  used  as  propellants  for  the  MXi 
and,  second,  because  of  the  toxicity  of  these  chemicals,  they 
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L.  Radiation  Exposure 

In  examining  the  consequences  of  a  rail  accident,  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  states  that:  "the 
hypothetical  disbursal  used  to  calculate  the  risk  from  radiation 
exposure  would  result  in  an  average  radiation  dose  per  person  of 
.23  reas."  DEIS  at  5-21.  This  statement,  however,  is  extremely 
misleading.  The  average  radiation  dose  per  person  is  virtually 
irrelevant.  The  important  question  is  how  many  people  would  be 
exposed  to  fatal  or  disabling  doses  of  radiating  (e.g.  if  10,000 
people  were  exposed  to  radiation  and  the  average  radiation  dose 
per  person  was  .23  rems,  it  may  well  be  that  five  people  were 
exposed  to  doses  of  more  than  250  rems.  Although  the  "average" 
person  will  not  suffer  any  significant  effect  from  the  exposure, 
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would  not  be  able  to  approach  the  fire  for  significant  periods  of 
time.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  seriously 
consider  the  risk  and  consequences  of  secondary  fires. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  admits  that 
hydrocholoric  acid,  nitric  acid,  monomethylhydraxlne  ("MMH"),  and 
nitrogen  tetroxlde  all  may  enter  the  water  system  in  case  of  sn 
accident.  DEIS  at  5-31,  5-32,  5-34.  The  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  should  seriously  consider  the  consequences  of 
fouling  of  individuals'  and  communities'  water  systems  with  MX 
propellants. 

In  regard  to  MMH,  the  DEIS  states  that  “concentrations 
of  MMH  exceeding  the  .2-ppo  8  hour  ACGIH  recommendation*"  would 
occur  along  the  center  line  of  the  plume,  but  that  this  exposure 
would  not  exceed  ten  minutes  at  one  location.  Thie  statement, 
however,  assumes  that  there  would  be  constant  movement  in  the 
plume.  As  the  Air  Force's  scientists  well  know,  air  will 
frequently  settle  in  one  area.  This  is  particularly  true  for 
chemicals  that  are  heavier  than  air  as  MMH  appears  to  be.  The 
Final  Envl ronmental  Impact  Statement  should  consider  the  risk  and 
consequences  of  the  MMH  settling  in  sn  area  and  thus  creating 
exposures  well  above  the  ACGIB  recommendations  for  relatively  long 
periods  of  time. 


-20 
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The  DEIS  also  states: 


Although  squous  solutions  of  MMH  have  been  shown  to  be 
toxic  to  biological  resources,  the  amount  involved  in 
the  scenario  is  not  likely  to  result  in  concentration 


high  enough  to  have  any  long-term  toxic  affects. 


DEIS  at  $-32.  The  DEIS  fails,  however,  to  define  what  is  a  long 


term  affect.  Furthermore,  it  does  not  state  what  the  short  term 
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affects  would  be.  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should 
consider  these  risks  and  consequences. 
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issues.  First,  how  will  local  firefighting  teams  be  informed  of 
the  risk  of  the  chemicals  that  would  be  involved  in  an  MX  missile 
rail  accident?  Second,  how  would  Individuals  be  kept  from  rushing 


82 


to  the  accident  site  to  attempt  to  rescue  people?  Third,  what  are 
the  increased  risks  and  consequences  of  secondary  fires  and  other 


secondary  consequences  due  to  the  fact  that  rescue  personnel  will 
83  not  be  able  to  approach  the  site  of  the  acci  ’ent  for  a  significant 
amount  of  time? 


The  nitrogen  tetroxide  that  could  be  released  in  a 
mishap  involving  the  MX  railcars  would  cause  "burns,  ulcers,  and 
damage  to  eyes  and  mucous  membranes  to  people  exposed  to  it  more 
than  a  mile  away  from  the  accident  and  for  up  to  20  minutes  after 
the  release  of  the  nitrogen  tetroxide.  DEIS  at  5-35.3/  the 
release  of  nitrogen  tetroxide  would  lead  to  a  mortality  rate  of  up 


The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  states;  there 


84 


is  virtually  no  possibility  of  a  nuclear  detonation  in  any 
potential  mishap."  In  order  for  this  statement  to  be  meaningful, 
the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  quantify  this  risk 
and  determine  the  consequence  of  this  risk. 


to  50%  of  the  people  within  600  meters  of  the  accident.  DEIS  at 
5-3S.  Thus,  rescue  personnel  would  not  be  able  to  approach  an 
accident  for  a  significant  amount  of  time.  Again  this  problem  is 
aggravated  by  the  fact  that  pockets  of  nitrogen  tetroxide  may  be 
trapped  near  the  accident.  Another  risk-compounding  factor  is  the 
fact  that  frequently,  people  exposed  to  the  chemical  are  not  aware 
of  their  exposure.  DEIS  at  5-34-3S.  The  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  must  deal  with  numerous  questions  regarding  these 

3/  As  with  MMH,  nitrogen  tetroxide  is  heavier  than  air.  Thus 
0Q  there  is  a  strong  risk  that  heavy  concentrations  of  the  gas  would 
be  trapped  in  valleys,  trenches  or  other  low  lying  areas.  The 
Pinal  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  consider  this  problem. 
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The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  also 
state  what  fraction  of  nuclear  material  in  a  fire  would  be 
disbursed  in  particles  small  enough  to  be  inhaled  and  lodged  in 
the  lungs.  See  DEIS  at  5-36.  The  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  says  that  radioactive  material  which  does  not  break  down 
into  small  particles  would  "settle  out  in  a  relatively  short 
distance  and  constitute  environmental  surface  contamination. " 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  define  this 
distance.  (Section  5. 4.4.1  implies  that  it  would  be  an  eight 
square  mile  area.) 
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The  statement  goes  on  to  say,  "radioactive  materials 

The  PEIS  must  also  consider  the  economic  impact  on 

86 

disbursed  by  an  explosion  create  no  significant  long-term 

farmers  of  real  or  perceived  radiation  contamination.  Even  if  an 

impacts."  The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  define 

MX  railcar  crashed  in  agricultural  area,  and  there  was  no 

1  what  a  "long-term  impact"  is  and  should  consider  the  significant 

91 

radiation  leak  at  all  the  loss  to  local  farmera  from  dropping 

87 

short-term  impacts  created  by  the  radioactive  materials. 

prices  caused  by  fear  of  radiation  contamination  (whether  real  or 

imagined)  could  easily  reach  tens  of  million  of  dollars.  The  Air 

One  of  the  consequences  of  radiation  exposure  referred 

Force  must  consider  such  impacts  in  the  FEIS. 

to  by  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  contamination  of 

water  supplies: 

o.  mahip  BMponat 
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Surface  water  runoff  from  contaminated  soil  prior  to 
cleanup  and  the  settlement  of  airborne  radioactive 
particles  on  surface  waters  .  ay  pose  a  limited  risk  to 
biota,  depending  on  the  amount  and  concentration  of 
radioactive  material  reaching  the  surface  waters. 

92 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  examine 

how  long  it  wouiu  «.«»«  a«  "advance  contamination  survey  party"  to 

reach  the  scene  of  a  derailment.!/ 

DEIS  at  5-36.  "Biota"  presumably  includes  human  beings.  The  Air 

Force  does  not  quantify  this  risk  and  to  be  accurate,  the  Final 

The  DEIS  states  that  advice  in  handling  the  toxic 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  must  do  so. 

chemicals  that  would  be  present  from  an  MX  accident  can  be 

obtained  from  Chemtrec  which  will  have  "24-hour  chemical  emergency 

The  statement  also  says,  "no  measurable  human  health 

93 

information  and  advice  available  by  toll-free  telephone  number." 

effects  would  occur  as  a  result  of  ingestion  [of  food  contaminated 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  state  how  people 

by  radioactive  material  from  an  MX  missile  I."  DErS  at  5-37.  The 

will  know  to  contact  Chemtrec  In  case  of  such  an  emergency,  and 

89 

1  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  should  consider :  the  cost  of 

how  people  will  find  out  the  Chemtrec  telephone  number  (for 

|  removing  and  destroying  radioactive  food,  and,  the  cumulative 

example,  the  Chemtrec  number  is  not  listed  in  my  local  phone 

90 

|  effect  of  exposure  to  radiation  from  radioactive  food,  along  with 

directory,  nor  is  it  listed  with  the  area  code  800  operator.) 

]  exposure  from  other  potential  sources  of  radiation. 

92 

5/  The  DEIS  says  that  the  party  would  be  dispatched  within  an 
hour  of  the  accident,  but  does  not  estimate  how  long  it  would  take 
the  crews  to  actually  get  to  an  accident,  particularly  in  remote 

areas. 
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p. 


The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  statement  Doe*  Mot 
Seriously  Coniider  The  Ho-Actlon  Alts  rnatlv. 
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The  risk  and  eonsequsnces  of  taking  no  action  are 
obviously  much  leas  than  those  of  the  purposed  project.  The  rinal 
Environmental  impact  Statement  must  seriously  consider  this 
alternative. 

The  Final  Environmental  Impact  statement  should  also 
seriously  consider  the  risk  and  consciences  of  the  several  viable 
alternative  actions  including  the  uae  of  sea-based  missiles; 
smaller  land-based  missiles;  land-based  missiles  with  fewer 
warheads;  land-based  missiles  that  are  not  first-strike  weapons. 

The  Air  Force  should  also  seriously  consider  the 
economic  effects  of  the  no-action  alternative.  It  is  well-known 
that  military  spending  is  much  less  stimulating  for  the  economy 
than  typical  industrial.  coemwrclal  or  even  non-ailitary , 
government  spending.  If  Congress  were  not  required  to  dump  the 
$13  billion  into  the  MX  Rail-Garrison  program  that  the  Air  Force 
proposes,  that  money  could  be  much  better  spent  on  education, 
health,  or  even  retiring  the  national  debt. 

The  Air  Force  in  its  Pinal  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  must  consider  the  profound  economic  and  social  benefits 
of  the  no-action  alternative. 
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category;  for  each  proposed  Rail-Garrison,  the  amount  of  work, 
expressed  in  terms  of  dollars,  that  will  be  done  by  out-of-state 
contractors  and  their  employees;  for  each  proposed  Rail -Gar r ison, 

I  the  amount  of  jobs,  expressed  in  terms  of  percentage,  workers,  and 
dollars,  that  will  be  filled  by  military  personnel. 

Without  all  of  the  information  discussed  above  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  proposed  MX 
Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  in  the  Rail-Garrison  Basing 
Node  would  he  incomplete  and  in  violation  of  NEPA,  CEQA  and 
Department  of  Defense  regulations). 

Please  send  me  a  copy  of  the  Pinal  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  along  with  all  supporting  documents^  as  soon  as 
possible. 


5/  It  is  my  understanding  that  along  with  the  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  the  Air  Force  prepares  numerous  supporting 
documents,  Including,  but  not  limited  to,  copies  of  transcripts 
from  all  hearings,  copies  of  all  written  comments  submitted, 
designation  of  whare  in  the  FEIS  each  specific  criticism  or 
request  for  information  is  answered;  detailed  supporting 
environmental  impact  analysis;  calculations  and  formull  used  to 
prepare  the  FEIS;  and/or  other  relevant  information. 

It  is  also  my  understanding  that  this  supporting 
information  is  not  ganerally  distributed  with  the  Final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement,  unless  specifically  requested.  I 
hereby  specifically  request  that  Z  receive  all  documents  and 
information  of  the  type  referred  to  in  this  footnots. 

(It  is  my  understanding  that,  at  times,  the  Air  Force 
has  required  individuals  to  request  this  supplemental  information 
by  specific  %me.  Because,  *  >  my  knowledge,  the  Air  Force  does 
not  publish  the  names  of  these  documents  anywhere,  this 
rsquireawnt  can  only  be  intended  to  frustrate  citixens’  attempts 
to  obtain  information  which  the  law  rsquires  ths  Air  Force  to  make 
public.  I  request  that  I  receive  thia  information  regardless  of 
its  name ] . 
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The  only  alternative  which  the  Air  Force  proposes  to  the 
MX  Rail-Garr ison— a  larger  deployment  of  the  MX  Rail-Carriaon — can 
best  be  seen  as  s  bad  joke.  The  Air  Force  has  not  seriously 
considered  numerous  viable  alternatives  to  this  program,  and  must 
do  so  in  the  Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

R.  Decreased  Property  Values 

The  Air  Force  has  not  considered  the  vastly  decreased 
property  values  for  property  located  near  the  MX  Missile  Rail- 
Garrison  and  near  the  MX  missile  rail  lines.  This  is  a  very 
serious  economic  impact  of  the  proposed  project,  and  should  be 
considered  by  the  Final  Envi ronaental  Impact  Statement. 


s.  ECQQoalc  larect 

The  Air  Force  boasts  of  the  hundreds  of  jobs  that  the 
proposed  MX  Rail-Garrison  program  would  create.  However,  the 
statistics  which  the  Air  Force  cites  are  taken  out  of  context  and 
are  therefore  difficult  to  evaluate,  in  order  for  the  information 
to  be  meaningful,  the  Air  Force  must  provide  the  following 
information  in  its  Final  Environmental  Zmpact  Statement;  the 
average  and  mean  duration  of  the  jobs  that  allegedly  will  be 
created  (400  jobs  that  last  two  weeks  would  not  be  of  significant 
economic  benefit  to  the  communities  involved) — this  information 
971  preferably  should  be  provided  by  as  specific  job  categorisation  as 
possible;  the  average  and  mean  hourly  wage  the  Air  Force  plans  to 
pay  the  workers — again  this  information  should  be  provided  by  job 
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Average  Freight  Car 


Length,  51  ft. 

Unloaded  Weight!  63,000  lbe. 
Load'!  91,000  lbs. 


NX  Missile 


Length!  71  ft. 

Weight,  195,000  lbe. 

Carries!  10  Nuclear  Warheads 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARR180N  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  ittending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  host  In*  this  hearing  Li  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  (n  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Oar  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summaries  for  you  ths  environmental  eooaequeoees  ws  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  hsvs  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  publle  officials  and  eit Irena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  to  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  msll  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Please  hand  this  form  fat  or  sal)  tot 


L!  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Ban  Bernardino,  California  *2409 


DOCUMENT  290 


DOCUMENT  291 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  msy  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  msy  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  to  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  publle  officials  and  cl  Use  ns  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  to  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  to  a  thoroivh 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  publle  officials  and  cittsens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  to  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environments)  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Fleece  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  tot 


”*'•  Oo¥-  M  nlulb 


Lt  Co 1  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BVR/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bene 

•an  Bernardino,  California  914M 
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August  12,  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Pwtwr  Walsh 
AERCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  APB,  Calif  92409-64*8 
Osar  Lt.  Col.  Walsh* 

fltgai-ding  ths  public  hwaring  hald  August  9,  1986  at  Grsat  Falls 

High  School,  1  aw  In  support  of  ths  following. 

If  tha  Admnittrat  ion  and  tha  Congrm  concluda  that 
daploywant  of  tha  Mid get man  small  mobilm  wissila  or  tha 
PaacaVaapar  rail  garrison  ara  in  tha  national  intarast,  and 
if  tha  Military,  for  anvironmantal,  stratagic,  and  tactical 
raasons,  salacts  tha  Stata  of  Montana  as  tha  optimal 
t  daploywant  sits,  tha  Stata  adwinlstratton,  lagislatura,  local 
*  govarnwant,  and  tha  citizenry  should  walcowa  tha  mission, 

cooparata  with  it  fully,  and  continua  tha  sama  excellent  basa- 
cowwunity  ralationship  which  Great  Falls  and  Montana  hava  had 
for  tha  past  23  yaars  with  Malwstrow  Air  Forca  Basa  and  tha 
Minutawan  I  CBM  cowpla,  alraady  hara. 

I  ragrat  that  I  could  not  attand  tha  maatlng.  Hotavtr,  I  would 
like  my  parsonal  endorsee »nt  put  on  fila. 


Thank  you,  /  / 

'^Vrm  M.  Kaufman,  Ar.  * 
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Comment  Sheet 

U.S.AIr  Force  Peacekeeper  Fall  Garrison  Program 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 
AFPCF£-BKS/Oev 
Norton  Air  For ce  Baso 
San  Barnard l no  C a.  92*09 

T hm  Scoping  Manual  has  not  addressed  tho  following  onvfronmonta  I  and 
safety  Issuos. 

Poor  track  quality  and  exampl a  of  that  Is  tho  r scant  train  dsral Imsnt 
In  Montana.  This  wrack  was  causad  by  hee~  * trass  on  tha  track. 

Contrary  to  tha  reports  of  tha  railroad  which  say  that  tha  tracks  ara 
In  top  shape,  these  reports  ara  there  only  to  make  them  look  tha  way 
they  want  them  to  oppoar.  Tho  statistics  that  aro  glwon  oro  not  an 
axpl anat Ion  of  what  Is  real  I y  occurring  but  rathor  a  general  numbers 
that  only  meet  there  desire  to  hove  their  ant Iquated  system  used. 

Until  these  stat 1st les  show  the  number  of  derailments  and  there 
location,  with  a  detail  study  dona  in  each  one  as  If  It  were  the 
missile  train  and  the  result  computed  you  do  not  have  a  realistic 
study.  These  studies  should  Include  the  number  of  deaths,  number  of 
Injuries,  the  property  loss  and  Incomo  loss  resulting  from  the 
accident.  Until  this  Is  completed  there  has  been  no  viable  study. 

None  of  the  conetrnj  of  the  citizens  of  Great  Falls  were 
addressed  in  the  draft  till  HI ll  This  alone  make  the  study  one  that  Is 
not  viable  or  acceptabl e.  The  drnft  has  been  created  In  violation  of 
the  concepts  by  which  we  were  asked  for  our  Input.  Ignoring  the 
concerns  of  ths  citizens  of  Great  Falls  and  also  citizens  of  united 
States  of  America. 

There  Is  no  addressing  the  Issue  of  atomic  explosion  Issue 
whether  It  be  one  of  our  own  missiles  or  an  Incoming  hostile  missile, 
the  Is  no  study  of  the  effect  of  what  would  occur  and  the  effects  on 
the  civilian  populat Ion.  There  Is  no  proposals  to  protect  the  civilian 
populat Ion  In  event  of  such  an  occurrence.  Need  I  remind  you  that  you 
are  hired  by  the  citizens  of  the  united  States  to  protect  them  from 
the  effects  of  war  not  to  endanger  them  In  the  silly  gome  of  war. 
until  this  document  Includes  measures  to  protect  the  civilian 
populat  Ion  from  the  dramat leal f  y  Increased  risks  of  attack,  this  study 
Is  not  complete. 

The  Information  given  on  Income  to  the  communities,  /  find  to  be 
total  error  ana  vague  genera  I  It les.  In  the  public  hearing  I  was  told 
that  the  figures  given  are  only  Income  that  goes  out  Into  ths 
communlt y,  I  find  that  hard  to  believe  as  It  appears  only  to  be  the 
total  Income  Into  the  base  and  there  Is  no  break  down  as  to  what  Is 
spent  where.  Including  the  complete  break  down  by  rank,  the  Income, 
hidden  Income  (non  taxable),  services  provided  by  the  Air  Force  with  a 
breakdown  of  all  Income  coming  from  services  provldsd  by  the  Air 
Force,  and  money  for  services  provided  locally  and  those  provided  by 
outside  contractors  ( those  that  are  not  from  the  Immediate  area)  we  ao 
not  have  a  true  f Inane  fa l  picture.  This  Includes  ths  cost  of  housing 
and  the  value  of  such  housing  provldsd  by  the  Air  Force. 

Included  In  the  proposals  ths  actual  alloted  amount  provldsd  by 
the  Air  Force  to  off  set  the  direct  costs  of  the  Implementat Ion  of  the 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Osr  purpose  for  hosting  this  tearing  la  to 
summarise  f or  you  tte  environmental  corns  qua  nen  wo  hava  determined  may  occur  if  ths 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Oar  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environments]  analysis  that  will  bo  avails  bis  to  public  officials  and  etttzens  before  e 
final  decision  on  tte  program  it  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


r  'jrz 


W*'»  <m>A 


Please  hand  this  form  fat  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMVDEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Ban  Bernardino,  California  K40I 
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program.  This  should  not  be  done  In  genera  I  ft les,  and  vagus  promises, 
but  In  actual  contr Ibut  Ion  made  to  the  community  by  the  Air  Force.  A 
complete  study  should  os  Included  In  the  final  Drart .  With  out  It,  it 
Is  Imposslbls  to  svafuats  the  effects  of  ths  project  on  ths  community. 

All  Data  both  pro  and  con  should  bs  Included  so  tha *  the  figures 
can  be  verified.  What  Is  an  appearance  of  stat  1st les  that  are  there 
simply  to  meet  these  goals.  The  study  Is  not  of  the  effects  of  the 
projects  but  one  for  the  convenience  of  tho  Air  Force. 

As  for  ths  sarety  of  the  missile  systems,  I  hove  heard  of  at 
least  one  miss  He  exp! os  Ion  ( I louid  system )  In  a  silo  killing  ths  crow 
members  In  ths  area,  yet  you  tell  me  of  the  safety  of  the  system,  as 
this  is  from  a  reliable  source,  I  can  conclude  that  you  are  not 
prosort Ing  an  honest  cass  but  one  that  is  made  up  of  del Iberate 
dishonesty.  As  for  reports  or  claims  wml I  maintained  systems  how  come 
do  I  hear  reports  of  fires  In  existing  systems T  Again  What  are  you 
trying  to  hide.  Until  the  safety  record  of  the  air  base  with  all  the 
Inc Idents  aro  oxposod  wo  do  not  havo  a  viable  document. 

There  Is  no  address  Ing  If  ths  sabotage  Issue  and  other  Issues 
htcludlng  the  safety  of  communities  through  which  these  trains  must 
pass  are  not  even  examined  and  are  not  an  Issue  with  which  the  Air 
Force  wants  to  examine,  as  It  would  lead  toward  a  real  problem  In 
Implement Ing  the  system 

In  the  Public  hearings  the  Air  Force  stated  that  the  Trains  at  no 
would  be  going  or  be  any  where  near  rail  switching  systems.  I  do  not 
see  how  this  would  be  possible  as  the  two  are  part  of  the  some  system, 
espec  lal  I  y  since  In  the  west  It  is  often  only  a  siding  roll.  Who  ever 
Is  supplying  this  Information  Is  totally  decel vlng  you. 

Train  speed  Is  said  not  to  exceed  30  mph.  and  that  this  is 
totally  within  reason  for  working  tne  system  and  would  not  Interfere. 
As  I  have  driven  tractor  trailer  units  for  a  number  of  years,  l  have 
observed  the  speed  of  the  trains  to  vary  from  55  mph  to  BO  mph  * 

( approx )  as  they  were  traveling  faster  than  my  truck  which  had  a  top 
end  of  72  mph.  Again  the  system  figures  ore  wrong.  30  mph  figures  are 
un  realistic  and  misleading. 

From  listening  to  response  at  the  public  hearing,  and  In 
examining  the  draft  that  the  system  Is  not  really  a  mobll  system  but  a 
stat lonar y  system,  designed  to  not  leave  the  complex  of  all.  I  have 
come  to  the  conclus  Ion  that  It  Is  an  attempt  to  violate  treaties  that 
are  In  place  or  are  being  negot loted  by  the  fine  letter. 

Until  the  document  gets  away  form  only  the  generalities  which  say 
that  the  system  Is  feasible,  until  you  look  at  ell  sides  of  the  coin, 
not  just  the  side  that  Is  for  your  benefit,  /  con  n©f  and  will  not 
condone  such  a  waste  of  money  for  so  little  that  Is  offered. 

In  examining  the  total  evidence  I  am  of  the  conclusion  that  the 
Air  Force  Is  trying  to  disguise  the  hearings  as  legal,  to  in*  extent 
of  trying  to  caver  up  by  a  court  marshall  trial  judge  to  over  see  the 
proceed  logs.  As  there  Is  much  the  Ml  1 1’ ary  tries  to  hide  In  Its 
wastefulness  and  abuse  of  the  American  public. 

Tne  President  of  the  United  States  often  told  the  russlons  "Trust 
but  verify"  the  seme  hold  true  for  you. 

Allan  Hahn  ,  707  *Oth  St.  N.  Great  Falls,  Montana  59*01 
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location  Lime  anew  lie  r™™  *>*» - 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Ttwak  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  this  hearing  it  to 
waaviM  for  you  the  environmental  ewmwntw  we  havt  determined  Bay  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  QarHaon  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  br(n«  to 
our  attention  Batten  we  may  have  inadvertantly  overlooked.  Our  foal  it  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  official!  and  eltixem  before  a 
final  decision  oa  Um  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  brine  to  our  attention 
environmental  itsues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

II  feci  that  having  the  Peacekeeper  Mlssle  at  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  would 
not  have  any  adverse  effect  on  the  envlrcnnent ,  or  the  conmunity.  The  cocmur.lty 
would  receive  great  benefits,  from  ;t  being  placed  at  Little  Pock  Air  Force  Base. 


MlOitt.  Jayne-s — UXU~S — Jamas  i  a 


IrUana: 


Street  Address 

e  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  8HEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  sn  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  cltisena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

zaag  'fyss**s  TMir  /J _ 

_ S-foAs  -P>0ll>£.£.  C-V — £// _ 

-A*>  _ AAAsf/A'Ctf  ? — _ _ _ _ 

/AT  7**  try.?*;?  a  /VatcA  c.  ov/***.  A* ja 

7*  CAS* _ _ £LClW£i *0  AVl/-*- **'•/  . 
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Street  Address 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Ai-  Force  Base 

8an  Bernardino,  California  92409 


DOCUMENT  297 


DOCUMENT  298 


■/■rATM nRlP A  36  \J(L<.h<srMsJ /e.  A*~ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  R /  IL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  hevc  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  mey  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


-h)t-  Auj^DCFt  — 

Outfit.' 

dvf* vJ&l.  impact:  Or\j 
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Jt't—  ,  jLCgr-6 1  <L.' fppO^U-F.  t\  ' 
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l4me  Street  Addrees "  City  State  V 


LOCAT10N _ wmFMSBUBr..  MO _ _ _ 

COMMENT  8HEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearlr"  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  oc  *f  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  *  to 
our  attention  matters  we  mey  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wlU  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


pi»»j 


•  Eavin 


>uld  like  to  receive  a  copy  of  it  sent  to  the  address 


_JJ _ If  a  nuclear  .attack  can  happen  in  only  a  tew  Minutes,  hov  would 

the_M  Rail  be  uaeful  if  _it  la  to  be  taken  out  of  garrison  and  that 
takes  4-6  hours?  _ 


L)  Doesn't  amlng  the  i 


strike  attitude7 


t  need  situation  promote  a  first 


»  nf  the  Ml  and  nther 


target  for  the  enewy  to  ala  at7 


You  are  a  tlinritr. 


—4} — What  other  econonnalc  mrroU  with  Inh  potential  are  he in?  offered 
to  devastated  fara  manual  ties  besides  weapon  lmnUrtnr.  The  only 


reason  they  are  in  fayor  of  this  proposal  ts  economic  surtjyal.  If 
offered  soar  other  ntm-aii i tart  rrnnnalc  carrot.  I’q  sure  they  would 
j'  flp  at  that  also.  Please  respond  to  the  economic  question. 


Fleaae  hand  this  form  fa  or  mall  to: 


City 

Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92499 


i-Har.riann  _ 

8traet  Address 

s  hand  this  form  In  or  msil  to: 


City 


8tate 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  12409 


DOCUMENT  299 


COMMENT  SHEET 
U.S.  All  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OABRffiON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Ow  purpose  for  besting  tola  hearing  l«  to 
aueaxierize  for  you  tte  environmental  coo— quence*  *«  have  determined  aay  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  profram  proceed,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  hr  in*  to 
our  attention  matter*  wo  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  foal  it  a  thorou*h 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  eitixens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  profram  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  brin*  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  !n  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Name  Street  Addreu 

Please  hand  this  fora  la  or  mall  to: 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fore#  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  11409 
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LOCATION  /  3  /  t 


LLs  J}< 

rnuuiml M*V*r  ^ 


COMMENT  SHEET 
U.S.  AIR  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thla  hearing.  Ow  purpose  for  hosting  title  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  taring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  taedverttntly  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wiU  be  available  to  public  officials  sad  citisan#  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

_ fl(^ae>d  _ 'YK,4^rmr4f  Om  — 

- —«-rc - : - * - - - TS - 79 - 
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v _ v _ 

aJ-  L.R.  &£  g 


Name  Street  Address  "  City  $Ate  7 £  - 


Plaase  hand  this  form  la  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  >1409 


DOCUMENT  301 


DOCUMENT  302 


COMMENT  8HEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Ow  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  eonesqmsnces  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
ow  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  «  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sliest  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issue*  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

The  U.S.  Catholic  Conference  of  Bishops  condemned  Che  use  of  Nuclear  Weapons  - 
On*  of  the  reaeons  for  ehelr  condemnation  was  that  In  a  nuclear  war  there  can 

be  as  (MsHsttis*  In  Hu  crenaa  of  war  affeetlng  mebetente  end  civilians. - 

In  the  description  of  the  HE  kallGarrleon.  It  Is  the  deliberate  plan  to  have 
the  treln  carrying  the  warheads  to  be  "hidden"  among  the  passenger  trains) 

U  ahe  If  M  irm  FROM  TWi  HOW  MW  «I»VICM  COdgTTH,  *«  la  peiaaad - 

out  that  In  a  time  of  national  crisis  (<d>lch  la  when  the  MX  train  would  be  on 
Che  passenger  track)  there  would  likely  be  auch  heavier  use  of  the  railroad 


THUS :  NT  CONCERN  15  FOR  EVEKT  PERSON  ALONG  THf  TRACKS ■ 


Within  that  saws  scenario  la  the  thought  of  alealloa  being  launched  along  a 
railroad  track*.  This  pest  weekend  there  were  three  derailments  reported 
and  the  »■«■■■«  nf  «r  rh«w  i«  thoaght  to  b*  Unity  rrseka  essidasls*  hv  — 
the  hot  SUW1  If  tracks  can  be  daaeged  by  sunlight.  Just  Imagine  uhst  will 
RH99S  *T  Ihe  Elect  off  ir  s  aissiie  intenoec  to  be  on  target  naif  uay  ZFBuBS 

the  glnhai - - - 

THUS:  NT  OONCZM  IS  WITH  A  VULNERABLE  TRACKS  BEING  USED  AS  A  LAUNCH INC  PAD. 


I  ae  grateful  for  the  chance  to  reepond  to  the  DEIS  document  but  I  mist  frankly 

cm  yau  r  itbti  nrnnTnr  Miami  »•  hhmmh  wax  a  nnwn  Tin 

MMH  rH**  there  <■  elielhle"  den.ar  and  an  reel  reuse  fnr  rnnfirn  la  raeard  to 

aoaathlng  so  horrendously  dangerous  la  Indeed  f right ningl  1  hope  you  will  believe 

m  »  diwt  in  pmipu  w  iffiu  ehib  t  «■  -  twy  ifr  ■yiaiiiim 


Thank  you. 


Sister  losella  Kahn  260}  East  l«th  Cheyenne,  Wyo.  9 2001 


Name  Street  Address  City  State 

Please  hand  this  form  Is  or  Mil  tot  Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Horton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  91499 


August  16,  1988 


Dear  Col.  Walsh. 

Again  I  would  Hke  you  to  take  a  much  closer  look  at  what  you 
and  your  conmittees  are  doing  tr  the  people  of  our  country! 

These  kind  of  accidents  are  happening  more  and  more  each  day. 
I  beg  you  to  stop  this  terrible  conceot  of  a  so  called 
“Peacekeeping"  Rail  Garrison! 

Thank  you  for  your  concern. 

Sincerely. 

t>/z&t  &-&<**-*-* 

Betty  Mcflwee 
325  HI  1 lerest 
Warrensburg.  MQ  64093 


1 

( 


I 

i 
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DOCUMENT  303 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Think  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hotting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  vre  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  ‘his  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

1  aoved  to  J achsonv 1 1 1 r  in  March.  197h  «m<l  nave  lived  and  worked  her*  aln.r 


che  relationship  between  Che  coamun: 
he  1  leve  Che  Rail  v. 
Cciinmun  It  y  .  We  see  ni»  negative  envl' 
this  Program,  We  are  very  proud  t.i 
regarding  this  very  Important  matte! 


Mack  McAl  i  seer  Spq  Dr. 

Name  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

A  FRCE-B  MS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino.  C  <fornia  92409 


DOCUMENT  304 


DOCUMENT  JOS 


LOCATION _ LRAFB  Jacksonville.  Ark. 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thla  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  R *11  Garrison  program  proceed^  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issue*  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


IM»  Read 

Palms,  MI  48465 


Lt.  f0l.  Peter  Walah 
AFTtC/BMS-DEV 

Norton  AI'B,  CA  92409-6884 


Dear  Lt.  C cl.  Welsh: 


commu.i  lty .  Thanks  for  the  consideration. 


Sincerely  , _ 

Ken  Proctor _ 

713  Foxboro 

Jacksonville.  Ark.  72076 


Recently  there  was  an  environmental  lancet  statement  hearing 
regarding  the  proposed  MX  Rall-Carrlson  System  for  vfurtnlth  Air 
Force  Base  In  Oacodo.  Michigan. 

I  am  writing  to  request  strongly  that  no  action  be  taken  on  the 
<  matter,  that  no  MX  or  any  nuclear  weapons  be  deployed  in  Michigan  or 
anywhere. 

'Ihlle  I  support  the  idea  of  national  defense,  1  aa  firmly  opposed 
to  the  possession,  creation,  and  denlovment  of  any  nuclear  weapon 
whatever. 


Sincerely  voura. 


Name  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DtV 

Norton  AW  Force  Base 

San  Bsmardino,  California  92409 


2-129 


Jolotvl  Peter  W*l*h 
'-or*  on  Air  Pnrce  l*se 


the  ef  lei 
In  i'iiot  or.  Aug. 


«m?eet  iroig 


DOCUMENT  306 


bUli  loth.  A vc.  r:«j, 
.inot,  ?;3  :»7ol 
Aug.  13,  VJbtS 

f*ir  *nd  considerate  n*nr.«'r  in  which 
11, '88.  The  attitude  it  ;-eated  mis 
persons  with  lrreuonci..iP<y  dif.erent 


I  iTite  to  think  vou 
you  conducted  the  publi;  nearini 
conducive  to  a  wholeso-w  and  nu'  .  . 

minions.  I  believe  it  turned  out  io  well  beciuse  the  leaders  had  a  will  to  give 
every  one  a  square  deal  and  the  ru'es  were  rale  with  that  Ir.  nlnd. 

If  this  can  be  done  between  two  groins  with  such  radically  different  beliefs 
in  '■'inot  vhy  can  the  sane  rethoda  not  be  allied  Soviet  '■e^rese  it  i  lives  and  those 
of  tne  ’l'H  ?  Trim,  in  ’.*lpot  the  neetlnp  rerely  tale  statersnts  and.a'^gwered 
questions  whereas  in  an  intern  at  ions:  nee'iny  arreener.ts  would  nave  to  he 

reached,  a  nore  dlf-'icult  oroeess. 

!.’nderst,an !ably,  each  nation  wants  the  ■» axieun  oeneflts  at  th-  ninu'M.i  costs 
'or  th>  lo;ip?st  nor.siole  tint.  In  mny  areas  a  benefit  •’or  nation  A  will  be  a 
cojt  for  nation  d  am  vice  versa.  riiere'oro  the  rore  nearly  equal  noth  the 
oeneflts  and  costa  c.an  oe  -vvle  for  noth  K  and  d,  tne  longer  the  agreement  is 
likely  to  last.  Ever.  so,  unforeseen  chanyes  -are  certain  to  occur,  so  rer.egctiations 
rust  oc-ur  as  i-.'Oied  -ut  always  with  the  goal  of  equal  co3t3  and  benefits  so  ooth 


v  o  !«d  ut  al'u 
ni  d  will  wo*l:  to  naintain 


'heir 


•tabiltty. 


Infections  •unt  so  il' o-jed  as  now.  "Gather  l.ig  acuvonlrs”  as  the  enclosed 
■3  liming  Scribes  was  either  ordered  ay  aunerlors  or  was  done  on  private  initiative. 
Vonronrlate  "e-.-ionses  trust  bo  r-,de  sc  such  de  jtnictive  actions  are  .iob  repeated. 

The  risks  of  starting  a  nuclear  exchange  either  ac -Mentally  or  intentionally 
is  su  great  that  ho  only  re*.«»n*ol*  .lolvtion  J  see  is  worldwide  elirination  of  all 
nuclear  we  nons.  Whatever  needs  to  oe  done  n.v,  be  done  by  agreement  I?  the  ‘active 
of  both  A  and  d  is  onual  ben- ' ; ts  and  ecu  il  costs  ad  effective  inspections.  ft.is 
si -otive  rurt  also  a-nly  to  all  other  uat!ons.  If  they  sec  it  succeed  'or  A  and  d 
it  will  be  obvious  that  it  can  also  -'ene'lt  Y  and  Z  or  Y  and  fhe  .above  is  -sorely 
an  Tvalicat’on  o'  the  Gordon  Rule.  Vhy  not  rive  it  a  try  ? 

'■  itions  can  exert  oressuvis  on  each  other  eionorlcally  as  well  as  militarily 
im!  otherwise.  One-sided  deals  in  any  area  easily  prow  ind  lead  to  war  wf>re  all 
ire  losnrh.  Y'  «rs  -,gr  I  read  a  st.aVs-ent  by  a  (evict  leader  that  the  USA  would 
•send  Itself  into  weakness.  It  seor.i  uniat. rip* In  for  us  to  io  :;o.  Tine  favors 
the  strongest  nconnrlc  sysien  and  tie  V\ lets  »re  finally  seeing  that.  Therefore 
rlosnost.  I  ar  vil’ir.r  tn  lower  ry  it  tr.nard  of  liviif  below  that o'  the  average 
Joviet  for  the  benefit  o'  my  nation  out  not  far  the  craziness  of  today’s  war  where 
there  are  Ni)  winners.  .i.nr  brir.Pa  r.o  lastlm*  solutions,  only  lasting  setbacks. 

I'loa-.e  -1  wrt  -y  erolotcd  itatc-.ar.t  r.f  Aug.  1!  to  its  rorruct  destination. 


I  --hall  deeply  vmreoiate  /c. 
'itioal  roi-c'-ts  on  ’lelicfs  bee 


ffS,  TC^*^4.  _ 


i-.  iweri:.--  ry  aue  -tior.3  aid  also  yuOr  -ia<Ing 
1  vonr  Oiekf routed  i-j  so  different  fror-  nine. 


DOCUMENT  306 


Our  national  security  does  NOT  necessarily  increase  with  an  increase  in  military  spending. 
Our  national  secu~ity  is  base*  on  a  healthy  economy  providing  stearty  Jobs  fot  its  workers  plus 
a  chance  for  advancement  for  whoever  meets  human  needs  more  efficiently.  dUT  it  takes  money 


to  create  EVERY  kind  of  Job. 


thru 


jn  the  li  years  from  19P-1  -to  19flh  military  expenditures  increased, 
became  geeater,  by  1190  BILI.ION  dollars  (about  6o<)  dEYOND  the  rise  due  to  inflation. 

A  million  ie  a  thousand  thousands  and  a  billion  Is  «  thousand  millions.  To  get  this  extra 
4190  billion  our  country  boos -ed  its  federal  debt  and  cut  other  federal  spending..  Spending 
the  4190  billion  created  over  7  million  new  jobs,  fkit  if  tr.i-  had  be»*n  spent  on  civilian  jobs 
it  would  have  created  over  C  million  new  Jobs  because  civilian  jobs  arc  about  15%  more  labor- 
infcensi'**  than  are  military  Jobs.  Thus  this  new  military  spending  cost  our  nation  l,lii7,000 
lost  Jobj  because  OTHER  federal  spending  had  to  be  cut.  (I  quote  figures  from  feHPLOYMBfT 
RES EAR'S  A5S0CIATES  of  Landing,  Michigan.) 

California  gained  over  607,000  more  jobs  than  it  lost;  New  Hampshire  gained  3,W,0  more 
:han  it  lost  and  13  other  states  had  a  NET  gain.  BUT  Y,  other  states  lost  more  Jobs  than 
Jley  gained.  N.D.  lost  10,700  more  Jobs  than  it  gained;  even  Washington  X  lost  a  net  of 
0,8t|O  Jobs.  Rail  garrison  promises  temporary  money  gain  to  Hinot  but  NOT  to  ND  or  the  USA. 
'hich  is  more  important,  Kinot  or  our  whole  nation?  Let's  be  truly  patriotic. 

In  thduu*  it  is  estimated  that  .about  Uj%  of  the  total  RESEARCH  .and  DKVO.01«fNT  funds 
re  bding  spent  for  civilian  use.  In  Germany  it  is  96i  and  in  Japan,  99*.  More  money  has 
een  spent  on  research  and  development  of  the  B-l  bomber  than  the  total  research  and  development 
udget  of  the  tfiole  US  steel  industry.  A  strong  healthy  economy  cannot  be  based  on  a  military 
udgefc  1  anger  than  the  civilian. 

I  don't  care  to  have  a  hand  in  the  nuclear  cremation  orf, millions  of  live  civilians 

w  .  ... 

lther  in  «u.-ln.  ho„,or/,boUi.  Whi  w,uld  a>  ;»  v,nt  to  I*  „.,rt  of  such  ul.mcd 

urtsr  to  crest,  .tohs  It.  Mtnot  ?  !»  YOU  ?  Therefore  I  opoose  this  pillion  t  tail 
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Soviets  catch  U.S. 
smuggling  materials 

Washington  <ap>  -  so«m(  m- 
ibQr i tie*  lait  neath  eaaghl 
members  at  t  VS.  teen  (rytag  u 
Alp  prsblMted.  niMln  auterUle 
from  the  Soviet  UWoo’s  pdadpel 
■oelear  test  eiie  to  tb«  UiUH 
SUtce,  TW  Vutiagtoa  Poet  report¬ 
ed  today. 

Mmcow  kae  laawd  a  lonMl  •• 
plomaUc  prtkest  ever  the  My  IT 
toetdeot.  bat  e  US.  offldal  uld  the 
MWtpeper  that  hath  the  Soviet 
Uaioe  and  cb*  UaHad  Statea  were 
trying  to  rveohrv  the  pr  jblani  Is  a 
■'tow-key"  manner. 

The  Energy  Department  team 
waa  In  tba  Soviet  (Mon  radar  an 
agreement  by  which  the  United 
State*  end  the  Soviet  Union  ere  al¬ 
lowing  each  other  tn  oteerve  end 
monitor  each  other'*  raclrar  Mata*. 
Th*  agreement  I*  rat  wmnectad  to 
the  monitoring  a I  weapon*  aader 
the  tatermellate-range  Nnclnar 
Force*  treaty,  a 
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U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoae  for  boating  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  *»«  hdve  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  ar.J  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Name  I  Street  Addresa  City  8tate 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  9140# 


2-130 


DOCUMENT  307 


DOCUMENT  308 


RAH.  GARRISON 
August  ft.  1985 

Th*  Minot  Public  School  District  will  b«  able  to  absorb  the  students 
into  the  schools  who  arrive  as  a  result  of  the  construction,  phasing  in  and 
operation  of  Rail  Garrison. 

It  has  already  been  noted  that  the  Minot  Schools  serve  the  city  and  the 
Minot  AF8  with  13  elementary  schools.  3  junior  high  schools  and  i  high 
school  on  two  campuses.  The  enrollment  which  is  just  under  8000 
students  is  served  by  ample  certified  staff  to  maintain  a  pupil-teacher 
ratio  of  approximately  24  to  1.  The  district  is  supported  by  P.L.  81-874  as 
a  ’Super  A*  district  which  mean  appropriate  financial  support  for  serving 
students  in  a  federally  impacted  area. 

The  fact  that  *h«  Min-t  Schools  will  be  able  to  absorb  the  additional 
students  is  important.  It  is  also  noteworthy  that  the  schools  are  pleased 
to  have  the  opportunity  to  serve.  The  Minot  School  District  is  prepared  to 
serve  students  in  regular  and  special  education.  It  is  a  well  respected 
district.  Many  parents  who  have  been  assigned  to  the  Minot  AFB  share 
their  pleasure  at  having  had  their  children  in  the  Minot  Schools. 

The  impact  of  additional  students  is  not  seen  as  a  handicap  but  as  an 
opportunity.  Youth  are  served  by  having  other  students  join  them  who  have 
had  experiences  in  another  part  of  the  nation  or  world.  The  student 
relationships  and  infraction  erhance  the  learning  in  a  classroom.  The 
iw'Vihing  staff  is  served  by  the  opportunity  to  employ  the  spoused  of  some 
of  (he  Rail  Garrison  work  force.  These  teachers  come  with  varied 
experiences  and  serve  to  keep  the  Minot  teaching  staff  aware  of  teaching 
ideas  and  strategies  used  in  other  school  districts. 

Tne  fiscal  impact  of  providing  education  to  additional  students  will 
enable  the  reboot  district  to  continue  the  education  improvement  process 
‘•'any  students  can  mean  more  opportunities  through  diversified  offerings. 
The  impac  on  budget  can  also  improve  the  continued  growth  ot  the 
teaching  tuff  hrough  inservice  activities. 

The  schools  welcome  the  opportunity  to  serve.  We  are  eager  to  meet 
the  needs  of  additional  youth. 
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Thu*  you  tor  attend! ng  this  tearing.  Oar  ptrpoce  for  heeltap  this  tetri ng  it  to 
•uasiriM  for  you  tte  environmental  ewwqwnm  we  have  teMriM  sty  occur  if  tte 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  prowaS,  sad  afford  you  tn  opportimlty  to  briiy  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  to  S  tturot^R 
environmental  analytic  that  will  be  available  to  public  officiate  aod  citltem  before  a 
final  decision  on  tte  program  to  made.  Plaaaa  uaa  this  sheet  to  Mag  to  oar  stUatloo 
environmental  tosuaa  that  you  faal  hove  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  tte  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Thank  you  for  attending  this  tearing.  Our  purpoaa  for  hosting  this  tearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  hsve  determined  msy  occur  If  tte 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  tte  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  Sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Please  tend  this  form  In  or  mail  to? 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fores  Base 

ten  Bernardino,  California  V340I 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.a  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  tor  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpoaa  for  boating  this  hearing  is  to 
sumnariae  tor  you  Uw  enrlronmentaJ  coaaequencet  ire  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaoo  program  proceed^  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  La  a  thorough 
environmental  analytic  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Eleama  answer  these  qmmmUmmm  in  the  MS. 


1)  tfhat  is  the  life  eipectancy  of  the  NX  Rail  system7  What  is  to  be  done 
with  the  radioactive  w»ates  when  the  life  is  otcr1 _ 


2)  This  aystea  la  based  on  the  idea  of  a  wlnnable  nuclear  war.  There  are 
■any  scientists  who  believe  that  there  13  no  such  thing  and  that  nuclear 
war  -  even  on  a  aaall  scale  would  lead  to  a  nuclear  winter.  How  to  you 
respond  to  this?  _  _ 


3)  When  has  there  ever  been  a  weapon,  created  by  man  that  was  not  used  by 
■an?  What  is  your  definition  of  a  "Peacekeeper"  nuclear  weapon7 


4)  Who  will  be  responsible  for  clean  up  of  contamination  in  case  of  a 
derailment  or  soar  other  devestattng  accident? 


5)Hov  can  you  be  sure  that  your  moving  nlssile  launcher  will  act  as  planned 
when  Murphy’s  Law  is  always  at  work  especially  where  moving  parts  are  involved7 


City 


State 


•  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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I  have  been  a  reaidant  of  Grand  Forks  for  15  years  Motivated 
by  my  concern  for  this  community,  I  have  read  with  interest  the 
many  news  stories  and  opinions  that  have  appeared  in  the  local  press 
in  the  last  month.  Many  of  the  arguments  favoring  the  proposed 
system  have  centered  on  the  economic  benefits  to  the  community 
Not  being  an  economist.  •  wanted  to  understand  these  arguments 
better,  so  I  sought  additional  information.from  the  DEIS. 

In  examining  the  DEIS  I  learned  about  the  increased  number  of 
Jobs  and  general  economic  expansion  that  would  occur  In  Grand  Forks 
If  the  proposed  system  Is  located  here  That's  good.  I  thought,  but 
further  reflection  led  me  to  what  I  think  are  two  important 
concerns.  First,  the  economic  benefits  will  not  be  distributed 
evenly  but  will  be  limited  to  certain  parts  of  our  economy,  such  as 
the  retail  business  and  service  sectors  Over  one  third  of  the  work 
force  in  Grand  Forks  county  are  government  employees  There  are  no 
forseeable  direct  benefits  or  mejor  indirect  benefits  to  these 
people  in  addition  there  are  substantial  numbers  of  other  citizens 
not  In  the  work  force,  such  as  retired  people,  who  will  not  benefit 

Secondly,  the  DEIS  fails  to  adequately  discuss  the  economic 
impacts  of  the  no  action  alternative  My  understanding  of  the 
process  is  that  the  impacts  of  no  action  must  be  seriously  weighed 
as  well  as  the  Impacts  of  the  proposed  action.  The  DEIS  does  not 
consider  what  the  economic  impact  will  be  on  Grand  Forks  if  the  $10 
to  $15  billion  proposed  for  the  MX  Is  not  In  the  Defense  budget,  and 
therefore  not  taken  from  the  citizens  In  the  fo.  m  of  taxes.  Since  I 
couldn't  find  the  Information  In  the  DEIS.  I  went  to  other  reputable 
sources  I  found  that  because  of  the  sectors  of  the  economy  that 
Defense  spending  Impacts,  money  left  In  the  civilian  economy 
generates  more  Jobs  than  the  same  amount  of  money  spent  for 
military  purposes  In  fact  for  every  $1  billion  spent  for  military 
purposes  rather  then  civilian  purposes  there  Is  a  nat  loss  of  6,000 
jobs  For  the  MX  system  that  means  a  loss  of  60,000  to  90,000  jobs 
nationwide  In  other  words,  because  of  the  normal  economic  Impact 
of  military  spending,  ft  is  not  a  good  economic  investment 

Thus  looking  at  the  proposal  from  •  purely  economic 
perspective,  it  seemed  to  me  that  not  only  would  the  benefits  be  to  ■ 
limited  pert  of  our  community  but  el  so  provide  ■  poor  return  on  our 
tax  money  at  that  Put.  I  thought,  economics  ere  certainly  not  the 
only  consideration.  Wa  buy  cars  for  safety  and  comfort  as  wall  as 
for  a  low  stickar  price,  so  there  certainly  must  be  other  reasons 
why  wa  should  have  the  MX  garrison  system 

If  there  Is  any  other  reason  It  must  be  security .  Will  the 
system  make  us  safer?  I  researched  that  question  too.  and  while  I 


W  RAIL  GARRISON  DECS  HEAKDC  A^un  ft.  ]<*».  Grw*J  Fcvks.  M) 

1>*  IfclS  does  nee  properly  address  the  fC  ACTEN  AUBffWIVE. 

®  ACTION  bolls  daei  to  a  statmiw  that  "candidate  Air  Force  installations 
wild  contln*  to  mgiport  existing  and  other  proposed  masianB  *  The  Itepsrt- 
sent  oi  tefaise  Dlmtlve  6050.1 ,  "Envlramentiil  Considerations  in  EbD  toloret." 
requires  that  the  US  process  "Idaitily  altonatlves  as  to  tneir  *  •  <  .rml  and 
deerijasjLal  effects  on  the  envtiuuental  elemrts.  pacifically  taklrg  into 
accent  the  alterative  of  no  actun."  Perhaps  a  total  of  one  p ege  in  the  entire 
KK  is  devoted  to  the  N)  ACTION  ALIBWATTVE  end  axe  of  chat  la  repetitive  and 
provides  no  soious  discission.  The  viability  of  ND  ACTION  hae  been  ignored  by 
Congress  infer  pressure  fits  the  atllitary-lndistrlal  cc^la.  feiy  vital 
raised  by  the  public  have  b eat  labelled  "beyond  the  scope”  of  the  hearings: 
"natloial  security  policy"  (incluling  "anas  control  lopact"  and  'Wriii,  rffects"), 
‘Wnality,"  and  "psychological  ugmet”  of  W  rail  garrlscn  deployant.  [1.10.2] 


2 


U  tie*  issues  <*re  givw.  serious  ccveaderal.  ur  the  N)  ACTICN  AUHCWTVF.  wiW 
be  seei  os  superior  to  the  other  options,  tie  HfcKfcH)  and  AUTOMTIVE  ACTICI6. 
Ihirfc  of  the  yobs  that  wild  be  created  if  $10  -  $15  billion  were  spent.  Instead, 
on  education,  or  left  in  the  ctviLim  eccnmy.  As  a  long  range  altmetlve  fO 
ACTICN  owes  a  lot  of  smse  an)  mmt  receive  serious  ilia  iwnlin  in  the  final  QS. 
In  fact ,  aHJttt  AUTObQTVE  ( involving  the  1  of  the  sllo-tnaod  Kt  in 

Wyuaing)  sfxxdd  also  be  induisl  in  the  IBS. 

I  on  ufifuaed  to  the  W  anywhere,  tfe  den't  wit  or  rmd  oiy  acre  wajpun. 
Rensiter---  M>  is  a  FRHK.fr-  state— that  vans  no  «m*  nr  lev  wepens.  Me  need  to 
support  the  disamosit  process  and  unvert  to  a  nr  produitive  axnay. 

„  ,,  Lets  A'T'  4,  fieejtv  <fcrde/i! 

Kinpuua  L  Miller 
316  fail  uk 
Grand  Forks,  M/  56201 
(All )  775-23*. 
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don't  nave  much  lime  to  describe  my  discoveries.  I  did  .-rw  to  the 
conclusion  that  It  will  not  make  us  safer.  Not  only  that,  its  worse. 

It  will  make  us  less  safe.  For  two  reasons.  First.  It  will  destabilize 
a  dynamic  balance  we  have  with  the  Soviets  end  will  encourage  them 
to  react  with  a  "hair  trigger"  in  times  of  crisis.  Second,  by 
deploying  the  missiles  throughout  the  U.S.  rail  system  we  put  our 
citizens  on  the  front  line  for  attack  by  the  Soviets,  while  we  have 
this  "line  of  defense"  hiding  behind  our  skirts. 

In  summary,  then,  I  have  found  the  DEIS  to  be  incomplete  In  its 
economic  analysis.  My  own  further  analyses  have  led  me  to  conclude 
that  the  MX  system  is  not  a  good  economic  Investment  for  Grand 
Forks  and  Is  not  a  good  investment  in  our  security  or  that  of  the 
entire  nation. 


OtUUA.  R  Qdkk' 
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Gr  d  Forks,  ND 
Ai  it  %  1988 


Ijefflagl 

There  is  no  justifiable  military  need  for  building  mobile  NX  missiles.  It 
will  not  add  to  the  defense  of  the  United  States.  But  It  will  escalate  the  arms 
race. 

It  is  nonsense  to  claim,  as  proponents  of  mobile  NX  missiles  do,  that  we  must 
add  50  MX  missiles  carrying  500  warheads  to  our  arsenal  of  more  than  13,000  I  ring- 
range  nuclear  weapons  in  order  to  deter  the  Soviet  Union  from  attacking  our 
allegedly  “vulnerable"  land-based  missiles  (ICBHs). 

To  actually  believe  that  our  ICBNs  are  vulnerable  to  a  Soviet  first-strike 
attack,  one  must  assuae,  with  no  justification  what-so-ever .  that  Soviet  leaders 
are  insane  and  suicidal. 

A  Soviet  first-strike  against  U.S.  ICBMs  would  be  an  act  o*  national  suicide. 
Even  if  the  Soviets  could  destroy  most  or  all  U.S.  land-based  missiles,  surviving 
U.S.  bombers  and  submarines  could  quickly  destroy  the  Soviet  Union.  The  nuclear 
warheads  on  just  two  of  our  36  missile-carrying  submarines  could  demolish  every 
large  and  medium  sized  city  in  the  Soviet  Union. 

Our  submarine- launched  missiles,  our  bombers  and  our  cruise  missiles  are  more 
than  sufficient  to  deter  any  rational  Soviet  from  attacking  the  U.S.  If  the  Soviets 
are  bent  on  suicide  no  additional  weapons  system  will  prevent  them  from  attacking 
the  United  States. 

The  MX  missile  embodies  a  mistaken  turn  In  nuclear  strategy.  Kith  10  accurate 
warheads  that  can  destroy  Soviet  land-based  missiles  in  their  silos,  it  must  be 
considered  by  Soviet  planners  as  a  first  strike  weapon. 

A  March  20  Herald  editorial  pointed  out  the  danger  Inherent  in  MX  missiles: 
"because  the  NX  can  hit  missile  silos,  it  can  be  used  equally  well  as  a  weapon  o * 
aggression  and  as  a  weapon  of  retaliation.  It  can  be  launched  as  a  sneak  attack. 
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WHEREAS ,  thm  City  of  Larlmore  is  an  integral  support  community  to 
the  Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base,  North  Dakota,  and  consequently  to 
the  nation's  national  security; 

whereas,  implementation  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defense 
System  has  been  approved  by  the  President  of  the  United  States 
and  the  United  States  Congress  as  a  top  priority  for  enhancing 
this  nation's  security; 

NHSRBAS,  the  Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base  has  been  chosen  as  one  of 
the  sites  to  incorporate  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Gmrrlaon  Defense 
System  ss  a  result  of  its  strategic  location  and  support 
resources; 

NON  THEREFORE ,  IT  IS  HBRBBY  RESOLVED: 

That  the  City  Council  hereby  supports  the  implementation  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defense  System  st  the  Grand  Porks  Air 
Force  Base,  North  Dakota  and  recognises  the  attendant 
responsibilities  of  the  surrounding  communities  to  the  logistics, 
operation,  and  incrm*»e d  labor  force  in  support  thereof. 


APPROVED  by  the  City  Council  and  the 
Larimore,  North  Dakota  on  the  S**'  day  of 


of  the  City  of 
1938. 


CITY  AUDITOR 
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designed  to  knock  out  a  defenders  ability  to  retaliate."  By  threatening  Soviet 
land-based  missiles.  MX  missiles  practically  invite  a  preemptive  strike  in  a  crisis. 

The  only  prudent  way  for  the  U.S.  to  protect  its  1 end-based  strategic  missiles 
is  by  reducing  the  nwber  of  Soviet  missiles  that  threaten  them:  In  other  words 
by  anas  control. 

We  have  a  clear  choice.  We  can  build  costly  mobile  MX  missiles  that  will 
accelerate  the  anas  race.  Or,  we  can  stop  the  arats  race  and  dramatically  reduce 
the  risk  of  nuclear  war  by  negotiating  verifiable  agreements  with  the  Soviet  union 
such  as  a  nuclear  weapons  test  ban,  a  50  percent  reduction  of  long-range  nuclear 
weapons  and  a  ban  on  space  weapons. 
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Testimony  u  Ronnie  Olene  Rosenberg 
420  Jackson  Avenue 
Crookston,  MN  56716 
August  6,  1988 


I  hereby  object  to  the  Oraft  Envl ronmentel  Impact  Statement  for  the 
NX  Rail  Garrison  Project  (OE1S)  and  to  the  hearing  process  on  the 
following  grounds: 

S  1.  The  notice  for  this  hearing  fells  to  conform  to  Air  Force  D0Q 

Reg.  §  989.15  (b)(2).  The  notice  provided  to  Identified  interested 
individuals  falls  to  Include  the  name  and  phone  number  of  a  person 
to  contact  for  more  Information;  the  raquaat  that-  speakers  submit 
their  intention  to  take  part;  any  limitation  on  the  length  of 
oral  statements;  the  suggestion  that  statements  of  considerable 
length  be  submitted  in  writing;  and,  the  offices  where  the  draft 
EIS  and  appendices  are  available.  By  not  providing  this  Information 
as  it  is  required  to  do  by  its  own  rules,  the  Air  Force  has  made 
organizing  opposition  to  this  project  mote  difficult. 

2.  The  DEIS  is  not  widely  available.  For  example,  the  Crookston 
Public  Library  end  the  Fargo  Public  Library  do  not  have  copies. 

s  3.  The  public  hearings  are  not  being  held  at  a  sufficient  number 
of  locations.  32  C.  F.  R.  $  21*  provides  that  the  amount  of 
public  participation  is  to  be  determined  in  pertinent  part  by 
the  magnitude  of  the  proposal.  At  the  very  least,  hearings 
should  be  held  at  towns  and  cities  along  the  rell  lines  which 
will  be  subjected  to  the  missile  treins  if  the  project  is  implemented. 

v  a.  I  received  my  copy  of  the  DEIS  on  July  20,  1988.  The  time  is  not 
sufficient  from  the  distribution  of  the  DEIS  to  this  heerlng  to 
prepare  en  adequate  critique.  It  is  no  solution  thet  addltionel 
testimony  can  be  submitted  in  writing  because  pert  of  the  process 
Is  to  inform  end  influence  my  neighbors  end  legisletors  to  oppose 
this  project. 

5.  no  supporting  dnrn*wnts  were  provided  when  requested  which  mefces  It 
impossible  to  analyze  the  data  in  a  piopei  man-w*. 
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Three  hours  is  insufficient  tlae  for  this  meeting  given  the  fact 
that  the  Air  Force  has  taken  up  tiae  aith  their  presentation. 

A  number  of  people  wish  to  speak  about  this  project  and  alii  not 
be  able  to  ana/or  mill  have  to  liait  their  renarks.  Given  the 
magnitude  of  this  project  and  the  public  interest,  additional 
time  on  another  day  should  be  allocated. 


e.  The  DEIS  fails  to  adequately  present  the  alternatives,  Including 
the  no  action  alternative. 

19.  The  OFis  has  not  included  the  impact  of  building  an  abm  system 
to  protect  the  mx. 
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•*  10. The  DEIS  is  premised  on  the  assumption  that  the  Over  the  Horizon 
Backscatter  Radar  project  is  coming  to  Grand  Forks.  If  this  does 
not  occur,  the  entire  OEIS  is  flamed  because  all  the  demographic 
projections  are  based  on  an  influx  of  1004  people  mho  mould 
in-miqrate  mith  the  Over  the  Horizon  program.  The  Air  Force  is 
obliged  to  prepare  a  DEIS  based  on  no  Over  the  Horizon  Backscatter 
Raoar  project  at  Grand  Forks. 

•'ll.  The  Air  Force  has  created  curfu*»oi<  «‘-uut  li>«  role  *nat  opposition 
plays  in  the  process.  Pursaunt  to  40  C.  F.  fl.  §  1308.27(b)(4), 
the  OEIS  must  consider  the  extent  to  mhich  the  proposed  project 
is  controversial.  At  page  3-2  of  the  OEIS,  it  is  stated  that 
controversy  mas  not  considered.  Thus  the  Air  Force  has  failed 
to  do  that  mhich  it  is  charged  by  federal  lam  to  do.  Air  Force 
spokespersons  have  been  quoted  in  the  media,  namely  the  Grand 
Forks  Herald,  as  stating  that  the  Air  Force  mill  not  put  the 
project  mhere  It  is  not  manted. 


10 


concerns  and  other  concerns  raised  at  this  hearing.  Additional  public 
hearings  must  be  held  after  a  revised  DEIS  Is  prepared.  The  entire 
process  must  be  conducted  in  such  a  may  ct  to  give  the  public  a  full 
and  fair  opportunity  to  testify. 


Submitted  tnis  8th  day  of  August,  1968. 

(PitAc-a 

Ronnie  Diane  Rosenberg  ^ 


12 


12. The  DEIS  fails  to  address  the  degree  to  mhich  this  action  establishes 
a  precedent  for  future  actions.  Pursuant  to  40  C.  F.  R.  §  1508.27  (b) 
(6),  the  DEIS  must  do  so.  Furthermore  this  issue  mas  specifically 
raised  at  the  scoping  hearing. 


For  all  the  above-mentioned  reasons  and  in  keeping  mith  the  spirit 
and  letter  of  the  National  Environmental  Policies  Act  and  its  Implement¬ 
ing  regulations  and  Department  of  Defense  regulations  and  in  the 
interests  of  justice,  tne  OEIS  must  be  cxp-nd*: J  to  address  these 
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Statement  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
by 

Lonny  B.  Wlnrlch,  Chair 
Agassiz  Basin  Group 
Sierra  Club 

The  Agassiz  Basin  Group  of  the  Sierra  Club  opposes  the 
deployment  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system  as  proposed  by  the  U.S. 
Air  Force  because  the  assessment  of  environmental  effects  as 
presented  In  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Is 
Inadequate  and  misleading.  As  Chair  of  the  Agassiz  Basin  Group. 

I  offer  this  testimony  In  opposition  to  the  proposed  deployment 
and  urge  consideration  of  alternative  defense  strategies  mhich  do 
not  depend  on  missiles  mith  multiple  nuclear  marheads. 

I  recognize  that  nuclear  war  Is  probably  the  ultimate 
environmental  threat  and  I  support  the  arguments  of  those  mho 
oppose  this  proposal  on  the  basis  of  Its  destabilizing  effect  on 
International  relations.  Par  from  being  a  ‘peacekeeper*,  the 
misnomer  given  this  system  In  the  proposal,  the  HX  Rati  Garrison 
systes  would  encourage  a  strategy  based  on  preceptive  first 
strikes  sod.  thus.  Increase  the  danger  of  nuclear  war.  I  will 

leave  the  development  of  this  argument  to  others  however,  and 

flu  ‘l 

concentrate  my  remarks  onitdve  shortcomings  of  the  Drsft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  falls  to  address 
the  Issue  of  decommissioning  adequately.  It  misleadingly 
suggests  that  reasonably  foreseeable  cor.suquences  are  considered. 


1 


2 


Decommissioning  Is  dismissed  with  a  terse,  seven-line  paragraph. 
1.9,  p.-  I-  19s 

*It  Is  difficult  to  predict  how  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  system  would  be  decommissioned.  The  relcvent  laws 
and  procedures  may  change  substantially  In  the  20  or  more 
years  the  system  would  be  In  use.  Noreover.  techniques  for 
handling  the  dlspomml  of  obsolete  missile  fuel  and  the 
reclamation  or  disposal  of  nuclear  material  contained  In  the 
warheads  may  well  change  during  the  period  the  Peacekeeper 
Is  actively  deployed.  Consequently,  the  Air  force  has 
focused  this  EIS  on  those  actions  which  are  reasonably 
foreseeable.  The  Air  force  wilt  follow  all  relevant  laws  at 
the  time  of  decommissioning.* 

I  submit  that  nothing  Is  more  foreseeable  than  the 
decommissioning  the  NX  Rail  Garrison  system.  No  weapons  system, 
from  the  crossbow  to  the  B-32.  has  failed  to  become  obaolete  In 
time.  The  decommissioning  of  the  HX  Rail  Garrison  system  la  not 
just  ’reasonably  foreseeable*.  It  Is  Inevitable,  It  must  be 
considered  In  any  adequate  assessmment  of  environmental  effects. 
Furthermore,  the  waste  material  produced  by  this  unavoidable 
decommissioning,  glibly  described  ms  ‘obaolete  missile  fuel*  and 
'nuclear  aaeerlml  contained  in  the  warheads*,  Is  among  the  most 
toilc  and  obnoxious  garbage  produced  on  this  planet.  High  level 
nuclear  waste  requires  thousands  of  years  to  decompose — more 
years  than  any  of  the  structures  described  In  this  elaborate 
propose 1  are  designed  to  endure.  The  waste  produced  by  this 
weapons  system  will  be  the  responsibility  of  many  future 
generations,  failure  to  consider  Its  effect  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  In  grossly  misleading. 

Nor  Is  the  Implied  faith  In  lsprovtd  technology  and  changes 
In  ‘techniques  for  handling  the  disposal  of*  this  waste  material 
encouraging.  Such  a  reliance  on  future  technological 
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dewalopasnts  flies  In  the  face  of  the  lack  of  progress  In  waste 
management  methods  for  the  past  20  year*.  We  have  a  greater 
appreciation  of  the  problem  than  we  did  20  year*  ago.  we  can 
assess  potential  damages  more  accurately  that  we  could  20  years 
ago,  ee  can  categorise  the  toxicity  of  the  waste  better  that  we 
could  have  20  years  ago,  but  we  sttll  bury  It,  burn  It,  or  dump 
It  In  the  ocean.  Each  of  these  alternatives  poses  obvious 
dangers  to  air.  water,  and  food  products  ultimately  consumed  by 


In  summary.  I  maintain  that  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  for  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system  has  not  addressed  many 
Important  Issues  relative  to  the  effect  of  this  system  on  the 
environment  of  the  Earth  and  of  the  local  areas  specifically 
considered  In  the  propoael .  I  urge  you  to  reject  deployment  of 
the  proposed  system  and  to  Insist  on  s  complete  environmental 
Impact  atatement  for  any  alternative  plan. 


Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (DEIS)  Hearings  on 
MX  rail-garrison  basing:  Grand  Forks. 

N.D.-Aug.B 

By:  Martin  Zelllg 

3  Primrose  Crescent 
Winnipeg, Manitoba 
Canada  82V  2X8 

The  political  boundary  separating  Canada  from  the  United 
States,  the  famed  49th  Parallel,  le  virtually  meaningless  in  the 
nuclear  age.  That  especially  holds  true  for  the  border  between 
Manitoba  end  North  Dakota.  With  300  Hlnuteman  ICBM  silos  and  two 
SAC  bases  in  Minot  and  here  in  Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota  has. 
not  so  facetiously,  been  labelled  the  "  World's  third  nuclear 
power."  A  nuclear  confrontation  between  Canada's  northern  and 
southern  neighbours  (we  are  the  meet  In  the  sandwich)  would  des¬ 
troy  the  population  and  precious  farmland  of  southern  Manitoba 
just  ss  utterly  ss  it  would  wreak  unimaginable  devastation  on 
North  Dakota.  Indead  the  eaeential  United  Netiona  study  Our 
Common  Future:  The  World  Commission  on  Environment  end  Develop¬ 
ment  (1987)  categorically  states  that  "  The  likely  consequences 
of  nuclear  war  make  other  threats  to  the  environment  pale  into 
ins  lgni f csnce . " 

The  MX  missile,  I  feel,  in  any  basing  aode-but  especially  In 
boacars-  increases  the  likelihood  of  this  most  serious  threat 
to  our  environment:  nuclear  confrontation.  The  recent  dialogue 
between  President  Eeagan  end  Chairman  Gorbachev  ,  and  the  signing 
of  the  INP  Treaty  has  caused  billions  on  this  planet  to  breathe 
a  sigh  of  rmlief  in  the  ecpectmtion  that  relations  batween  the 
two  superpowers  are  improving.  We  look  forward  to  *.gg  expected 
50*  cut  In  Strategic  weaponry  The  MX  alemlle  will  needlessly 
complicate  chances  for  such  a  Initiative.  There  already 
are  far  too  many  nuclear  weapons  on  the  planet. 


Let's  work  together 


prevent  the  ultimate  threat  to  our 


environment-nuclear  war.  Mo  MX! 
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Rockets  riding  !he  rails 


0 


Testimony  Prepared  for  ths  August  6  Bearings  on  the 
OSAF  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
on  the  Bail  Garrison  Baaing  Mods 
at  Grand  Forks  Air  Baae 

Good  evening.  My  name  is  Curtis  JL  Stofferahn>  I  am 

Assistant  Professor  of  Sociology  at  the  University  of  North 
Dakota.  My  research  areaa  include  rural  and  agricultural 
development  I  have  formerly  been  eaqdoyad  with  the  North  Dakota 
Econoaic  Development  Coaiision  aa  a  agricultural  development 
specialist  I  am  a  member  of  the  Bural  Coalition,  a  national 
coalition  of  grassroots  rural  organisations,  which  is  opposed  to 
the  rail-garrison  basing  mode.  Tonight  I  will  be  speaking  on 
behalf >ofthe  Rural  Coalition. 

I  wtltr — Tin  aririr***  ggvaral  areaa  of  tha  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  statement  in  relation  to  one  of  the  required  contents  of 
environmental  impact  statements  under  the  National  Environmantal 
Policy  Act  of  1909.  In  particular.  I  wish  to  address  the  section 
of  the  act  which  concerns  the  aalntenance  and  enhancement  of 
long-term  productivity. 

The  Air  Pgruv't  •employment  projections  amount  to  a — claim  of 
over  i  (“"-yeart)  p»r  h1'!1""  daMft  spent — Tin  PEIS 

does  not  apecifghSe^^gTTff^tSTii  derived.  Mhat  employment 

mu  ltifrlimes  "Ware  used  to  derive  this  ellluLu* — JEigtas  sumption  a 

x*^*****1  »!<«.«  frn«  ths  irtp..V  J7~l  II  I  Ills 

No  one  disagrees  that  military  spending  create'-  a  great  atuiy 
jobs,  and  we  can  all  appreciate  the  city  and  county  commissions 
and  the  Chamber  of  Coamerce’ s  interest  in  the  job  creation 
potential  of  the  rail-garrison  basing  aode.  But  vc  need  to 
evaluate  the  impact  of  the  rail-garrison  basing  aode  spending  on 
more  specific  queetione:  first,  whether  rail-garrison  spending 

is  ah  effective  creator  of  jobs  compared  with  alternative  ways  of 
,  using  government  monies;  M fi  second,  whether  the  kinds  of  jobs  it 
creates  are  those  most  needed  and  moat  halpful  in  developing  a 
vital  economy,  and  third,  whether  the  jobs  created  by  reil- 
garriaon  spending  represent  an  efficient  or  equitable  use  of 
government  resources. 

first,  although  a  substantial  number  of  Jobe  will  be  ores  ted 
by  rail -garrison  spending,  moet  research  has  shown  that  it 
produces  fewer  Jobe  then  some  other  kinds  of  government  and 
nongovarnmant  spending.  The  Council  on  Economic  Priorities 
analysed  the  number  of  jobs  created  by  the  NX  System  compared  to 
alternative  ueee  of  the  same  resources.  The  Council's  analysis 
found  that  the  number  of  jobs  --  both  indirect  and  dir^-t  -*  per 
81  billion  dollars  spent  was  greater  than  the  number  Jobs  created 
by  the  NX  Syetem  in  all  sectors  they  studied.  For  instance,  81 
billion  spent  on  alternetive  uses  would  produce  24,106  more  Jobs 
In  mass  transit  equipment  manufacture,  12,811  more  jobs  in  public 
utility  construction.  15,409  more  jobs  in  housing  construction, 
and  11.831  more  Jobs  in  solar  energy /energy  conservation 
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If  w#  can  U8UM  that  the  Council’s  national  multiplier* 
appltA#  to  the  Grand  Forks  region,  we  would  find  that  if 
*31,742.000  were  spent  on  these  uses,  we  would  create  acre  jobs 
than  the  1824  jobs  Mentioned  in  the  DEIS.  For  instance,  the  sane 
aaount  of  funding  would  produce  593  More  jobs  in  aass  transit 
equlBM|rt  .Manufacture,  234  aorej^fo  P^blinuty^ity  construction, 

321'*  to  J housing  construction,  and  209 ’’’'m  -kolar  energy /energy 
conservation  than  it  would  in  the  Rail-Garrison  baaing. 

Froa  these  coaparisoos,  we  say  conclude  that  as  a  job 
creation  strategy,  the  MX  Bail-Garrison  project  is  relatively 
ineffective.  For  eight  yeers  we  have  used  Military  construction 
as  an  loduatrial  policy.  Consequent ly ,  aoney  that  could  hava 

been  used  to  rebuild  our  decaying  infrastructure,  to  develop  _ 

huaan  resources  through  education,  to  provide  Jobe  for  the  aost  2 

disadvantaged,  to  clean  up  the  eovironaent,  to  develop 

alternative  energy  sources .  to  proaote  energy  conservation,  to 

build  aass  transit  systems,  to  reinvast  in  doaestic  industry,  and 

to  save  feaily  fares  and  aaall  towns  has  been  diverted  to 

ai litary  construction. 

Seoood,  the  kinds  of  Jobs  ores ted  by  the  MX  Bail-Garrison 
baaing  era  not  thoae  aoet  needed  end  aoet  helpful  in  developing  a 
vital  aoonoay.  A  small  portion  of  thaw  a  jobs  will  be  Jobe  that 
are  stable,  pay  relatively  well  end  require  a  high  level  of 
skills.  Ths  remainder  will  be  temporary  Jobe  filled  by  a 
transient  workforce  and  requiring  little  or  no  job  skills.  The 
DEIS  estimates  that  total  US  aaployaent  created  by  the  prog ran 
would  range  from  nm»rly  40,000  in  FY  1968  to  nearly  148,000  in  FY 
1991  at  peak  of  construction.  The  DEIS  estiaatee  that  69.000  of 
ths  peak  year  jobs  would  be  in  Manufacturing  with  the  remainder 
distributed  among  other  sectors  of  the  economy.  The  DEIS  does 
not  disouss  the  distribution  of  the  remainder  of  those  89,000 
jobs  among  the  other  sectors  of  the  economy 

Research  indicates  that  relatively  few  defense-related  jobs 
go  to  blue-collar  production  workers;  ths  bulk  of  jobs  created  by 
defense  spending  go  to  high-level  workers,  especially  engineers 
and  others  with  high-technology  skills.  These  Jobs  are  good  jobs  3 

for  those  who  can  get  them  but  few  do.  Defense  spending  tends  to 
distribute  employment  benefits  toward  workers  who  are  relatively 
affluent,  highly  educated,  and  already  blessed  with  relatively 
low  risks  of  unemployment.  These  workers  are  also  overwhelmingly 
white  and  male.  Every  federal  dollar  spent  on  the  Rail-Garrison 
is  a  federal  dollar  not  spent  in  other  areas.  Consequently,  this 
spending  will  displace  jobs  elsewhere.  Most  of  the  Jobs 
displaced  by  military  spending  are  large  employers  of  minorities 
and  woman  * —  including  teaching,  health  care,  noodefense 
government  employment,  and  semiskilled  blue-collar  work  in 
civilian  manufacturing  This  disparity  is  even  more  pronounced 
when  ws  compare  procurement  spending  with  other  uses  for  public 
spending  such  as  job  programs  targeted  toward  the  unemployed 
which  are  much  more  effective  in  providing  jobs  for  minorities, 
women  and  the  disadvantaged 

The  DEIS  mentions  that  approximately  43  percent  of  the 
direct  jobs  at  the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  or  28  percent  of 
all  jobs,  will  be  filled  by  civilian  hires.  About  72  percent  of 
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direct  jobs  would  be  filled  by  civilian  employees  in  the  peak 
construction  year  of  1991,  but  they  would  drop  to  33  percent  in 
1992  and  17  percent  in  1993.  Secondary  jobs  are  estiaated  to  be 
approximately  38%  of  total  prog ram- related  Jobe  between  1990  and 
1993.  In  absolute  numbers,  they  peak  in  1991  and  decline  by  80 
percent  by  1993.  In  relative  numbers,  they  peak  at  80%  of  total 
program- related  jobs  in  1990  and  decline  to  26  percent  in  1993 
These  relative  and  absolute  fluctuations  in  civilian  and  military 
employment  will  have  an  extreme  "boom/bust"  effect  on  the  local 
economy. 

While  there  nay  be  no  problem  in  finding  people  to  work  in 
these  civilian  and  secondary  employment  sectors,  these  jobs  are 
likely  to  appeal  to  a  transient,  young,  male  population  which 
already  puts  a  strain  on  city  services  such  as  police  protection. 
Furthermore,  the  lack  of  stability  of  employment  in  these  jobs 
creates  problems  for  these  workers  when  the  peak  construction 
phase  is  ended.  With  a  very  coapetitivg  job  market  in  Grand 
Forks  for  individuals  of  low  skill,  many  of  the  civilian  workers 
associated  with  Bail-Garrison  construction  through  direct  or 
secondary  employment  will  find  it  very  difficult  to  find 
alternative  employment  Is  Lhm^^ms+^—4i—mmmm- after  1993  This 
reserve  army  of  the  unemployed  will  1«om  additional  burdens  on 
the  police  department  and  employment  services. 

Third,  the  Jobe  o rested  by  Bail-Garrison  spend  log  do  not 
represent  en  efficient  or  equitable  use  of  government  resources . 
Rail-Garrison  NX  baaing  is  also  being  justified  on  tbe  grounds 
that  the  program- related  spending  will  generate  additional 
personal  income  in  the  Grand  Forks  region.  When  we  examine  the 
ratio  of  program-related  spending  from  1990  to  1993  to  estimates 
of  total  personal  income  generated  from  the  spending,  we  find  a 
multiplier  effect  of  1.14.  That  is,  each  dollar  of  MX  Rail- 
Garrlaor  program- related  spending  generates  an  additional  dollar 
and  fourteen  cants  in  the  area.  This  one-to-one  ratio,  or 
multiplier  effect,  is  rather  email  compared  to  multiplier  affects 
in  other  areas  of  the  local  economy.  For  instance,  the  estiaated 
agricultural  processing  and  miscellaneous  manufacturing  gross 
receipts  multiplier  is  4.4809.  That  means  that  every  dollar 
■pent  on  agricultural  processing  generates  another  *4.48  in  the 
local  economy.  If  we  take  that  multiplier  times  the  Rail- 
Garrison  spending  for  the  four  years  1990  to  1993.  the  estiaated 
income  generated  would  be  approximately  *189.3  Billion  dollars. 
Agricultural  processing  would  generate  approximately  *123.8 
million  more  dollars  than  would  tbe  MX  Rail-Garrison  basing  node. 
If  we  continue  the  process,  we  find  agricultural  crops  would 
generate  *79.3  si 11  ion  more,  that  agricultural  livestock  would 
generate  *104.6  million  more,  that  construction  would  generate 
*81.6  Billion  more,  transportation  would  generate  *73.8  million 
more,  that  professional  and  social  services  would  generate  *88  5 
million  more,  end  business  and  personal  services  would  generate 
*81.3  million  aore  in  gross  receipts  than  would  the  MX  Bail- 
Garrison  program  spending 
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From  an  examination  of  the  multiplier  effects,  we  can 
conclude  that  MX  Rai 1 -Garrison  program  spending  is  a  rather 
inefficient  and  inequitable  use  of  government  spending.  It  is 
inefficient  because  its  multiplier  is  much  less  than  the 
multipliers  in  other  sectors  of  the  economy.  It  is  inequitable 
because  it  increases  gross  receipts  in  only  s  few  sectors  of  the 
economy  in  only  one  county  of  the  state.  Nhat  would  happen  if  we 
were  to  distribute  the  *31.2  million  dollars  of  MX  Rail -Garrison 
spending  for  this  four-year  period  to  every  farsmr  and  rancher  in 
North  Dakota?  Me  would  see  an  increase  of  *219  7  million  dollars 
in  gross  receipts  distributed  across  the  state. 

In  conclusion,  the  DEIS  has  inadequately  addressed  the 
impacts  of  the  MX  Rail-Garrison  basing  mode  on  long-term 
productivity  as  rsquirsd  under  ths  NEPA  lagislstion.  Ths  project 
does  not  maintain  or  enhance  long-term  productivity.  First, 
spending  on  the  MX  Rail-Garrison  basing  mods  is  an  sffectiva 
creator  of  Jobs  compered  with  alternative  ways  of  using 
government  monies;  second,  ths  kinds  of  Jobs  it  creates  are  not 
those  most  needed  and  moat  helpful  in  developing  s  vital  economy; 
end  third,  the  Jobs  itr  creates  do  not  represent  an  efficient  or 
equitable  use  of  government  resources. 


ALTERNATIVES  US  NUMBER  OF  JOBS*  COST  PER  JOB 

PER  *1  BILLION 

GUIDED  MISSILE  63,248 

MASS  TRANSIT  EQUIPMENT  77,386 

PUBLIC  UTILITY  C0NSTR  65.859 

HOUSING  68,687 

SOLAR  ENERGY  'C0NSERVA .  68.079 

•Direct  plus  indirect  aaployaent 

Source:  Adapted  from  David  Gold  and  Geoff  Quinn,  "Misguided 

Expenditure  An  Analysis  of  the  Proposed  MX  System'  Council  on 
Economic  Priorities  Newsletter.  July  1981,  p.  6 

MX  RAIL  GARRISON  -  GRAND  FORKS 
1824  MAN  YEARS  (1990-1993) 

*31.242.000  (1990-1993) 

*17. 128  PER  JOB 

ALTERNATIVES  ND  NUMBER  OF  JOBS*  DIFFERENCE 

GUIDED  MISSILE  1824 

MASS  TRANSIT  EQUIPMENT  2417  893 

PUBLIC  UTILITY  C0NSTR  2058  284 

HOUSING  2145  324 

SOLAR  ENERGY/CONSKBVA  2033  209 

•Found  by  dividing  national  cost  per  job  into  total  four  yea 
expenditure  for  MX  Rail  Garrison  at  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base. 

ALTERNAtIVE  MULT  tt  HER  GROSS  DIFFERENCE 

EFFECT*  RECEIPTS 

MX  RAIL  GARRISON**  1.14  *  35.796,000 

AGRIC  CROPS  3.68  *115,129,890  *79,333.900 

AGRIC  LIVESTOCK  4.49  *140,373,430  *104.577,400 

AJT. '  PRov.ES*  A  4.45  *159.324.420  *123,828.000 

MI SC.  MANUF 

CONSTRUCTION  2  44  *  87  449.828  *  87.053.828 

TRANSPORTATION  3  05  *109,299,510  *  73,524,984 

PROF,  k  S0C  SERV  3  41  *122,275,500  *06.479.560 

BUS  8<  PERS  SERV.  2  71  *  97.125.287  *  81,329.287 

**aken  fv«m  Randall  H.  i.1  .  North  Danuta  Inp  '* -Oitr*'* 

Model  A  Tool  for  Analyzing  Economic  Linkages  Department  o? 
Agricultural  Economics.  NDSU. 


*18,780 

*12,927 

*15,844 

*14,665 

*15,366 


•♦Derived  by  dividing  program  spending  of  *31,242. 000  by 
*35.798,000  total  personal  income 
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RAIL  GARRISON  RESOLUTION 
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Statamant  about  Rail  •'Garrison  Plan 
protested  by  Sr.  Richard  B.  Prank 

Bp  no  aaana  u  I  an  axpert  In  military  affairs,  lor  ars  csrtalnlp  ths 
majority  of  you  fallow  eltlsans  hara  assaablad.  But  vary  raoantlp  -  as 
his to rp  goes  -  this  great  nation  ohoaa  as  its  prasldant  Qanaral  Blsan- 
howar.  Who  would  danp  that  ha  was  a  military  expert?  And  It's  no  sacrat 
what  ha  wan tad  to  ba  his  legacy  to  our  country :  "Beware  of  tha  military- 
in  dust  rial  complex I"  That's  what  Iks  said,  and  ha  rapaatad  it  many  times. 

How  right  Ika  was,  vs  haws  saan  raoantlp  whan  soma  exorbitant  overcharges 
for  military  equipment  ware  mads  public.  So,  there  should  ba  every  reason 
to  ba  critical  whan  a  scheme  la  proposed  to  us  that  is  as  fantastic  and 
unproven  as  it  la  costly,  dangsrous  and  moat  llksly  oountsrproductl vs. 

And  how  do  our  looal  politicians  react  to  it?  They  fall  for  It,  hook, 

11ns  and  slnksr,  and  thay  want  all  of  us  to  do  llkswlss.  Thslr  main 
arguaant  Is  NOIXT.  They  cits  smploymsnt,  govs rnmsnt -paid,  coming  from 
this  sntsrpriss. 

If  ths  sntsrpriss  ltsalf  Is  right  or  wrong  In  a  broadsr  tanas,  thsy  don't 
svan  dl souse. 

It  ao  happens  that  thaaa  are  anniversary  daya  of  ths  Hiroshima  and  Kaga- 
smki  bombings.  Plsaaa,  Judge  for  yoursslvas  If  our  nation  haa  laarnad 
a  Issson  from  thaaa  svants. 


supported  by  Alderman 
ion  and  moved  its  adoption: 


WHEREAS.  Tha  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defsnss  System  has  been  chosen  by 
Congresa  and  tha  President  as  a  top  priority  for  enhancing  the  nations 
dafanalva  systems;  and 


WHEREAS.  Tha  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Project  represents  the  most 
practical,  cost -affordable  system  ut lilting  existing  I CBM  missiles  and  tha 
US  railroad  systama;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Congress  and  President  have  called  for  tha  establishment  of 
five  or  six  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrisons  at  Strategic  Air  Command  bases  in 
the  United  States;  and 


WHEREAS,  Only  in  times  of  national  emergency  would  the  trains  equipped 
with  operational  Peacekeeper  missiles  be  directed  to  leave  the  garrisons 
and  deploy  within  the  rail  system;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  mobility  feature  of  this  system  promises  high  survivability 
thus  making  it  a  strong  dstarrent  to  any  adversary;  end 


WHEREAS,  The  Greater  Porks  regional  area  haa  an  extensive  area  railroad 
trackage  system  making  detection  In  a  time  of  national  emergency  unlikely; 
and 


WHEREAS.  The  Grand  Forks  Air  Pores  Base  plays  an  integral  part  in  the 
nations  defense  strategically  located  in  the  northern  tier  states;  and 


WHEREAS,  The  Greater  Porks  area  is  Ideally  located  on  major  rail  lines 
with  many  additional  miles  of  track  located  within  hours;  and 


1 


This  le  not  the  flret  time  In  history  that  a  great  nation  la  gripped  by 
fear  of  enemy  agression  and  undartakaa  gigantic  projects  to  be  eafe. 

The  Great  WiO.1  of  Ohlna  la  ona  example,  and  auooeaalve  invasions  from  the 
north  demonstrated  that  the  Great  Vail  had  little  military  significance . 

Another  much  more  reoent  example  le  the  Xaginot  Line  of  fortifications 
erected  by  Pranoe  In  tha  19301a*  and  outflanked  by  Hitler's  armies  In 
19*0. 

In  both  of  theae  cases,  the  ohlef  effect  of  the  giant  enterprises  was  to 
oraats  a  false  sans#  of  security,  besldss  taxing  national  wealth  toy*he 
limit. 

II  suggest  that  we  give  up  such  drsaaa  and  ocneantrata  Instead  on  mors 
rsallstlc  and  very  urgent  problems  of  promoting  international  under¬ 
standing  and  of  solving  our  serious  environmental  problems,  before  It 
is  too  late. 

1020  Boyd  Drive, 

Grand  Porks,  ID  56201 
8  August  1968 


I  />y  I  Riohsrd  X.  Prank 
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WHEREAS,  Grand  Porks  Air  Fores  Base  has  the  land  and  the  people  to  deploy 
this  system  with  a  minimal  amount  of  inf raetructura  Improvements  to  deploy 
this  system;  now  therefore, 

BE  IT  RESOLVED.  That  the  East  Grand  Porks  City  Council  goes  on  record  in 
support  of  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  being  chosen  as  a  sits  to  house  the 
proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system. 

Voting  Ays:  Gorman,  Beauchamp,  LaFave,  Mongoven,  Uogaaan,  Hagen 

Voting  Nay:  None 
Absent:  Olson 

The  Praaident  declared  the  resolution  passed. 

Passed:  JuIy  21 _ ,  1988 
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CERTIFICATE 

State  of  Minnesota  ) 

County  of  Poik  )sa. 

City  of  East  Grand  Forks  ) 

I,  D.  E.  Mack _ ,  Clerk-Treasurer  of  ths  City  of 

Best  Grand  Forks,  Minnesota,  hereby  certify  that  the  attached 
Resolution  is  a  true  and  exact  copy  of  a  Resolution  passed  by 
the  City  Council  of  the  City  of  East  Grand  Forks.  Minnesota,  at 

a  regular _ meeting  of  said  Council  held  at  tha  City  Hall 

in  said  City  on  July  21 _ .  19_88  .  the  original 

of  which  said  Resolution  is  now  on  fi^e  in  this  office. 

Dated  this  3rd  day  of  August _ ,  19  ■ 

Co  t  .  Clerk-Treasurer 

City  of  East  Grand  Forks,  Minntsota 


Stats  of  Missouri 

+tm  A  Ms*  OFFICE  OF  ADMINISTRATION 

Cwmwiwtanw  Post  Office  Box  800 

Jefferson  City 
06102 

August  1,  1988 


iMtaWt* 

Dtrvetor 

Dniwm  of  GanarW  Saratov 


Colonel  Patrick  P.  Caruana,  USAr 
Deputy  Director  of  Strategic,  SOF , 
and  Airlift  Programs 
Assistant  Secretary  (Acquisition) 

Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Washington,  D.C.  20330-1000 

D«ar  Colonel  Caruana: 

Subject i  88070019  -  Draft  Environmental  l«q>act  Statement 
Peacekeeper  Bail  Gerrieon  System 

The  Missouri  Federal  Assistance  Clearinghouse,  in  cooperation 
with  state  and  local  agancie*  interaated  or  poeeibly  affectad. 
has  completed  the  review  on  the  above  project  application. 

Non#  of  the  agencies  involved  in  the  review  had  comments  or 
recommends e lone  to  offer  at  thie  time.  This  concludes  the 
Clearinghouse' s  review. 

A  copy  of  thie  letter  ie  to  be  attached  to  the  application 
as  evidence  of  compliance  with  the  State  Clearinghouse 
requirements. 

Sincerely. 

..jis  Pohl.  Coordinatoi 
Mlesouri  Clearinghouse 
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Hoee  for  Peace  t  Justice 
Barbara  Jackson 
8860  Bell  Rd. 

Birch  Run.  HI.  48415 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 

Env iortuaental  Planning  Division 

AFRCE-BNS/DEV 

Norton  AFB.  CA.  92409-6448 
RE:  Comments  on  DEIS 


I  Many  problems  with  the  proposed  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Missile  Rai I-Carrisc 
Basing  Mode  were  not  addressed  in  the  DEIS.  Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  the  issues 
that  must  be  part  of  the  decision  eaking  process. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 


Sincerely, 

-A 

Barbara  Jackson 


Mote:  See  Document  287  for  further  responses. 
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IMNTCD  ST AT«S  OSAAATMflNT  Of  COMM!  MCI 


*ro-  STATE  TREASURER 

*  i  w 

Ki:CEfVi$£ 


August  29,  1995 


Hr.  Stan  Smith 
Wyoming  State  Treasurer 
State  Capitol 
Cheyenne.  Wyoming  82002 


At  the  request  of  Hr.  Hick  Snapp  of  the  city  of  Cheyenne,  u«  are  notifying 
you  of  the  Census  Bureau's  July  1,  1994  population  ultimata  of  50,935  for 
Cheyenne.  That  population  figure  will  he  used  In  the  allocations  foraile 
for  Entitlement  Period  If  of  the  General  Revenue  Sharing  Program.  The 
1984  estimates  will  also  be  used  by  the  Department  of  Housing  and  urban 
Development  and  by  other  Federal  agendas  in  determining  funding  eligibility 
and  levels. 

If  you  want  further  Information,  please  contact  Hr.  Joel  Hiller  of  my  staff 
at  (301)  763-7955. 


ROGER"  A.  HERRIOT 

Chief,  Population  Division 

Bureau  of  tha  Census 

cc:  Hr.  Nark  Snapp 
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Brady.  Martz  &  associates  p.c. 

ORTUim  'T  Mill  AllYR'NJ  AMIS 

4  IW't  t  ,'I'tul  NP  *!»  ’01  OMR  *lW  A<:oWf> 


August  16,  190P 


Director  of  Env Ironmentel  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Morton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  9241 9-644# 
RE:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 


I  attendad  tha  August  11,  1988  public  haarlng  in  Minot,  North  Oakota  ard  would 
Ilka  to  add  my  support  to  tha  Envlronmantal  Impact  Statement  and  tha 
possibility  of  selecting  Minot  Air  Force  Base  as  one  ot  tha  Installations. 

As  was  pointed  out  many  tines  In  tha  haarlng,  Minot  could  handle  the 
Installation  vary  adequately  and  Is  quite  eager  to  do  so.  This  area  has 
experienced  a  certain  amount  ot  economic  depression  and  consequently  there 
should  be  no  need  for  additional  housing  or  services.  I  teal  another  positive 
factor  Is  tha  long  record  of  cooperation  and  good  relationships  between  tha 
Minot  area  and  Minot  Air  Force  Base. 

I  sincerely  hope  that  whan  tha  selection  Is  made,  that  Minot  Air  Force  Base 
win  be  one  of  the  sites. 


BRA0Y,  MARTZ  A  ASSOCIATES,  P.C. 
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Earl  Back 
234  Souris  Drive 
Minot,  HD.  SB 701 

!5  August  1986 

Lt-Col  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/Oev 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  Ca.  92409 

Dear  Col  Walsh 

l  attended  the  hearing  in  Minot  on  1 1  August  88  and  was  really  dismayed 
at  the  various  reasons  given  to  support  the  rail  garrison,  only  a  couple 
touched  upon  the  real  reason  to  go  ahead  with  the  project,  what  la  best 
for  the  nation.  That  should  be  the  only  reason  to  build  any  project  as  far 
as  the  military  is  concerned 

if  the  powers  that  be  decide  to  build  the  rail  garrison  project  I  hope  that 
Minot  Air  Force  base  becomes  part  of  the  program  As  we  heard  the  other 
evening  the  environmental  Impact  would  be  negligible  and  there  would  be 
no  serious  Impact  on  the  local  housing  or  educational  facilities  In  other 
words  there  would  a  mtnlmuai  Impact  on  the  community 

The  people  that  travelled  hundreds  of  miles  to  protest  are  well 
intentloned  but  ill  informed  Possibly  a  solution  to  their  theatrics  would 
be  for  a  team  to  meet  with  their  leaders  (  privately  )  and  discuss  the 
whole  matter  to  ascertain  what  their  problem  is 

For  43  years  our  leaders  have  been  able  to  negotiate  from  a  position  of 
strength  and  If  it  takes  this  project  to  maintain  that  strength,  I’m  for  it. 

One  man  that  spoke  in  favor  of  the  project  gave  his  credentials  (  which 
were  impressive  but  not  complete  )  usually  fights  vociferously  against 
any  tax  supported  project  If  he  thinks  that  this  project  Is  worthy  than 
how  can  anyone  else  be  against  It. 


LOCATION  Jacksonville,  Ar. _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  All  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRBON  PROGRAM 

Think  you  for  attending  this  haariag.  Our  purpose  for  boating  thia  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  ronae  qua  ores  w*  bar*  determined  may  occw  if  the 
Puctkiipir  Rail  Garrtoon  program  pwtiiA.  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  brinf  to 
our  attention  matter*  «•  nay  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  foal  la  a  tboroufti 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  eltiaena  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  (a  made.  Please  uae  this  aheet  to  brinf  to  our  attention 
environmental  iasuea  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


_ ye  feel _ this  .would  he  a  vital  pert  of  mix  «te f»n«»  fnr  th 

aafety  4  protection  of  our  nation.  This  would  also  be 
asset  to  Jacksonville  i  surrounding  connunites. _ 


ilncerely. 


Thomas  Tackett  U16  So.  Huy.,  Jacksonville,  Ar.  72076 

Name  Street  Address  City  State 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to:  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
flan  Bernardino,  California  11401 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearlnf.  Our  purpose  for  hoatlnf  this  hearing  la  to 
summarize  foe  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  Determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  profram  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officiate  and  eltiaena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  (a  made.  Please  uae  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  thla  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occtr  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proeeetM,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  hare  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  1*  a  thoroagt) 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  eltisen*  before  a 
final  decision  on  th*  program  la  mad*.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


System  Garrison. _ 

He,  as  members  of  this  cowsunitv  look  forward  to  having  t 

system  in  our  area. _ 

I  see  only  good  things  for  our  country,  our  state  and  our 

from  havino  this  system  in  place. _ 

Please  advise  if  J  may  be  any  assistance  in  this  regard. 


Name  Street  AMhw 

City  *  SUt# 

Plata*  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

flan  Bernardino,  California 

9340 

pleaee  hand  this  form  to  or  mall  t 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fore*  Base 

flan  Bernardino,  California  11(11 
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LOCATION  ^4^-^  ^ 


OA  AH  VOKCS  nACmm  KAIL  OAUUKMPBOOtAM 

1M  yea  far  mwt  tfaa  I  III  lie,  te  >|  III  far  toetbg  thb  hearing  b  to 
— ortoofarymiMmioebiomiaUlammogwaooomotovodriambodmoyoocurlf  tto 
Ion  pwroi  prooootfA  omd  afford  yn  oo  norfH|  fa  fcriag  fa 
w  ooy  fan  bafaartaatly  eooriootod.  On  goal  b  o  ttorofah 
m  fa  tnfloMo  to  pettie  offWob  ood  oftfaow  before  o 
b  i  *  “  . . 


bnoo  fact  yoe  fool  fan  art  too*  adogootoly  aaalyred  tm  tte  Draft 


&)  g.  +/  ^4£»_ 


\j7 


4*4- 


djJr  6/f  U*  Jt 


City 


State 


Flam  toad  tlfa  fora  fa  or  mall  fat 


Lt  Col  Potor  Wabh 
AFRCE-RMg/DCV 
Morton  Abrem  Em 

s  California  M4M 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  Alt  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARROON  PROGRAM 

Thook  you  for  ottaaMnc  thb  haarifa.  (far  purpon  for  faottac  thb  haarlof  b  to 
nmaariao  for  you  th*  anvirooaaotoa  tooooqnnroa  wo  faro  dotaroifaod  way  occur  If  the 
PoMokaopar  Rail  Gairloon  program  proooafa.  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  w*  may  faro  bwdrortantly  orar looked.  Oar  goal  b  a  thorough 
onrbonaaatal  analyob  that  will  to  available  to  public  official*  and  cittsena  before  a 
final  docbloa  on  tba  program  b  mad*.  Ploaao  uoa  thb  abort  to  brtag  to  our  attention 
environmental  bauoo  that  you  feel  fare  not  been  odo^mtely  analysed  in  th*  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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August  12,  1968 


Testimony  for  MX  Rail  Garrison  public  nearing  -  Minot 


My  naw  is  Michelle  Lange  and  I  m  a  native  of  Devils  Lake,  N.D.  I 
would  like  to  express  ay  opposition  to  MX  Rail  Garrison,  i  believe  that  every 
dollar  spent  on  nuclear  weapons  Is  a  dollar  that  could  have  been  spent  con¬ 
quering  fears  in  a  more  productive  way.  I  a*  a  student  at  UNO  aajorlng  in 
Russian  and  Soviet  Studies.  My  aain  goal  Is  to  use  ay  education  to  teach  young 
people  the  Russian  language  and  familiarize  them  with  Russian  culture.  I  can 
think  of  no  better,  safer  way  to  peace  than  through  global  education,  cultural 
exchanges,  and  people  to  people  exchanges.  Peace  acquired  this  way  is  true, 
lasting  peace,  for  It  touches  human  hearts  in  ways  missiles  can  never  do. 


Thankyou,  . 

•  lii  ^  h  'zrd^i 

Michelle  Lange  J 
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The  D1  IS  fails  to  explain  fully  what  the  t...  missile  is  and  what  it 
it  designed  to  do.  The  f..‘.  missile  is  i 
92  inches  in  diameter 
71  feet  long 

eighs  195.000  pounds  or  9?^  tons 
Carries  ten  independently  targeted  warheads  each 
ach  warhead  equals  300  klotong  TNT  equivalent 
ach  warhead  is  18  times  as  powerful  as  Hiroshima's  atom  bomb 
.  ach  W.  missile  carries  3  megatons  or  3  million  tons  TNT  equivalent 
Three  megatons  equals  all  allied  explosives  4  bombs  used  in  ...II 
Therefore,  one  U  missile  equals  approximately  one  ..'or Id  ..ar  Two 
The  M..  range  is  over  5,000  miles  and  is  accurate  to  300  feet 

Detonating  an  warhead  will  vaporize  everything  well  over  300 
feet  from  ground  zero  and  will  cause  massive  damage  to  a  much  wider 
area.  The  1>.X  accuracy  is  therefore  designed  to  destroy  hardened 
military  targets  like  missile  silos.  Since  there  is  no  reason  to 
hit  an  empty  silo,  v.-e  must  assume  that  the  1*3 'I  is  part  of  a  United 
States*  first  strike  nuclear  war  fighting  strategy. 

If  the  f.'.A  is  a  first  strike  v/eapon  because  of  its  accuracy  and 
speed,  the  MX  is  also  inherently  destabilizing  due  to  its  multiple 
warheads.  Deployment  of  the  K.".  in  any  basing  mode  will  therefore 
decrease  national  security  because  deployment  increases  the  likeli¬ 
hood  of  a  nuclear  exchange.  The  US  Air  Force  implies  that  deploy¬ 
ment  will  “enhance  deterrence."  But  deterrence  is  defined  as  "hav¬ 
ing  sufficient  military  strength  and  perceived  willingness  to  use 
that  strength  after  an  enemy  attack  to  inflict  unacceptable  damage 
on  the  enemy,  thus  inhibiting  them  form  striking  in  the  first  place." 
But  according  to  the  Congressional  Budget  Office  (November  I987), 
approximately  3,700  US  nuclear  weapons  would  survive  a  Soviet  sur¬ 
prise  attack  and  8,200  would  survive  a  short  warning  time  alert  to 
strategic  forces.  Considering  the  fact  that  launching  only  a  small 
fraction  of  these  missiles  would  obliterate  the  Soviet  Union,  un¬ 
doubtedly  initiate  nuclear  winter,  and  contaminate  the  entire 
earth  to  an  uninhabitable  state,  is  this  not  "sufficient  military 
strength?"  How  doe.-,  adding  t.X  missiles  add  to  sufficiency? 
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The  D'  ID  fails  to  discuss  the  nuclear  arsenal  that  the  S;..  missile 
joins.  Understanding  the  existing  nuclear  capabilities  is  essential 
for  a  genuine  consideration  of  the  "no  action"  alternative. 

The  missile  joins  a  world  with  approximately  60,000  existing 
nuclear  warheads.  The  United  States  has  over  30,000  warheads  while 
the  Soviet  Union  has  over  25,000.  ;ngland,  France,  and  several 
other  countries  possess  nuclear  weapons.  Hiroshima  was  leveled  by 
16  kilotons  (only  one/one  hund^rd  eightieth  of  the  destructive 
power  of  one  KX  missile),  killing  75,000  people  immediately,  injur¬ 
ing  over  100,000,  and  causing  cancer  deaths  today,  over  43  years 
later.  The  deployment  of  50  more  fc.,C  missiles  adds  9,000  Hiroshimas. 
The  world's  nuclear  arsenal  equals  over  one  million  Hiroshimas,  over 
7,000  ..orld  ..ar  Twos,  and,  over  four  tons  of  TNT  equivalent  for 
every  man,  woman,  and  child  on  earth. 

The  a  1G  fails  to  address  the  previous  30-plus  basing  modes  for  the 
t.A  (dense  pack,  race  track,  shell  game,  desert  tunnel,  etc.)  that 
were  proposed,  discredited,  and  rejected.  A  discussion  of  the  com¬ 
parative  costs .provocations ,  and  vulnerabilities  would  be  expected. 
.*hy  haven't  the  four  or  more  basing  modes  considered  by  tha  Reagan 
Administration  been  included  in  the  OF  IS? 

The  DT IS  fails  to  address  the  environmental  impact  of  producing 
the  materials  for  the  KX  missiles.  For  example,  the  DLIS  does  not 
address  the  increased  uranium  mining,  uranium  tailings,  and  the 
resultant  increased  cancer  rates.  It  does  not  consider  the  addit¬ 
ional  production  cf  high  and  low  level  radioactive  wastes  and  the 
fact  that  there  is  no  plan  to  dispose  ef fectivel^^these  wastes 
which  are  radioactive  for  tens  of  thousands  of  years. 

The  £X  IS  fails  to  discuss  how  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  deployment  con¬ 
forms  to  the  spirit  of  the  INF  Treaty,  the  ongoing  arms  limitation 
talks,  and  the  arms  reduction  talks.  At  a  time  when  the  Soviet 
Union  seems  genuinely  interested  in  arms  reductions,  it  la  absurd 
to  escalate  the  arms  race  with  a  very  expensive,  vulnerable,  pro¬ 
vocative,  and  destabilizing  weapon  system. 
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The  CL  IS  fails  to  address  the  increased  likelihood  to  the  host 
sites  of  being  attacked  by  enemy  missiles  due  to  the  clustering 
of  an  additional  80  nuclear  warheads  at  each  site.  This  provocat¬ 
ive  basing  mode,  plus  the  first  strike  nature  of  the  MX  missile, 
would  give  the  enemy  an  incentive  to  strike  early.  Knowing  this 
vulnerability,  would  the  United  States  not  be  forced  to  deploy  its 
trains  early  in  a  crisis,  thereby  further  destabilizing  the  situa¬ 
tion?  ould  the  United  States  also  not  be  forced  to  "use  them  or 
lose  them"  during  the  highly  critical  first  several  hours  after 
leaving  the  garrison? 


The  a.is  fails  to  address  how  the  MX  fits  into  nuclear  war  fighting 
or  nuclear  war  threatening  scenarios.  Because  the  enormous 
costs  of  the  development  and  deployment  of  a  weapon  system  must  be 
justified  through  an  identifiable  use,  and  because  the  use  of  the  MX 
would  be  an  environmental  disaster  of  incalculable  dimension,  the 
Dl.IS  fails  to  describe  the  consequences  of  the  use  of  the  MX  missile 
or  and  enemy  attack  on  the  MX  missile.  Let  us  briefly  consider 
the  detonation  of  Just  one  one -megaton  enemy  warhead  over  the  Grand 
Porks  Air  Poree  Base.  Incidently,  the  GFAPB  would  undoubtedly  be 
targeted  with  severel  warheads  due  to  its  strategic  importance. 

A  heat  wave  traveling  at  the  speed  of  light  from  the  fireball, 
which  exceeds  27  million  degrees  Fahrenheit,  vaporizes  everything 
nearby.  :  xposed  flesh  over  six  miles  away  receives  third  degree 
bums,  ./ithin  a  three  mile  diameter,  which  encompases  most  of  the 
Air  Base,  all  buildings  are  vaporized,  crushed,  or  exploded  while 
intense  radiation  kills  even  those  hiding  behind  two  feet  of  con¬ 
crete.  ALmost  everyone  dies  in  this  zone. 

From  1.5  to  2.9  :..iles  of  ground  zero,  ^11  but  the  sturdiest  build¬ 
ings  collapse.  inds  of  300  to  500  mile,  per  hour  hurl  humans  and 
debris  alike.  ver thing  flammable  ignites.  One  half  of  the  pop¬ 
ulation  in  this  zone  dies  immediately  and  most  of  the  others  die 
from  bums  and  radiation  e;:posurc. 

From  2.9  to  4.3  miles  of  ground  zero,  winds  e::ceed  150  nph,  asphalt 
melts,  wood  and  clothing  spontaneously  ignite,  and  houses  disinteg¬ 
rate.  Out  to  40  miles,  people  would  be  cut  by  flying  glass.  Those 
who  look  at  the  light  ould  be  temporarily  or  permanently  blinded. 
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Feople  in  the  area  who  escape  immediate  death  must  contend  with 
bums,  radiation,  stress,  and  lowered  resistance  to  spreading  dis¬ 
ease.  Local  hospitals  would  be  destroyed,  damaged,  overtaxed,  and 
probably  contaminated.  Health  personnel,  transportation  systems, 
coaiuni cation  systems,  and  law  enforcement  ..ould  be  overwhelmed. 

..any  more  people  would  die  slow  painful  deaths.  Large  areas  'would 
have  to  be  evacuated  and  indefinitely  abandoned.  Cancer  and  genetic 
abnormality  rates  './ould  be  elevated  for  decades. 
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In  addition  to  thes»*  physical  problems,  ther-  ould  be  massive  econ- 
mic  and  social  disruption.  .‘.11  of  this  ieath,  suffering,  and  chaos 
ould  result  from  just  one  average  sized  nuclear  detonation  at  one 
place  on  earth.  But  ther?  is  very  little  likelihood  of  a  limit'd 
nuclear  ar  in  a  orld  ith  63, COO  nuclear  arhrads.  To  this  trem¬ 
endous  overkill  capacity,  the  Air  Fore"  ..ants  to  deploy  additional 
vulnerable,  provocative,  destabilizing,  first  strike  weapons  at  the 
Grand  Forks  ,\ir  Force  Base . 

In  the  ords  of  Albert  .  instein,  “The  3pliting  of  the  atom  has  changed 
cvcrthing,  save  our  mode  of  thinking,  and  thus  :e  drift  toward  un¬ 
paralleled  catastrophe .  e  shall  require  a  substantially  new  manner 
of  thinking. .. to  survive." 


15*  Rail  Garrison  IX  IS  8-8-08  Al  Hermodson,  Crookstoa,  Wl  56?l6 

In  the  l$0O  landmark  case,  The  Faauette  Ha bans,  the  United  States 
Supreme  Court  held  that  international  law  is  part  and  parcel  of  the 
structure  of  federal  la'./.  International  lav/  includes  the  law  of  war. 

Under  the  Fourth  Hague  Convention,  no  nation  may  use  weapons  which 
cause  unnecessary  suffering  to  hunan  beings.  Second,  poison  and 
poison  weapons  are  flatly  prohibitedby  the  Hague  Resolutions,  by 
the  Geneva  frotocal  of  1925  and  by  the  U.3.  Army  Field  Manual  27-10 
on  the  Law  of  I^nd  arfarr  (1956).  The  United  States  is  bound 
as  a  party  to  each  of  th'Se.  Additionally,  a  nation  nay  not  adopt 
methods  or  tactics  which  fail  to  distinguish  between  combatants  and 
non-combatants.  Because  of  the  inherent  nature  of  nuclear  weapons, 
each  of  these  rules  prohibits  their  use. 
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LOCATION  JjLAlA _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

DJ.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Ttaak  you  for  attaedtag  this  hearing.  Ow  pwpoe*  for  boating  this  bearing  Is  to 
auiurlH  for  mi  the  environmental  eonaegeences  we  taro  determined  «*r  occur  it  tin 
peacekeeper  Roll  Oarriaoo  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportvmity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  wo  aay  bare  taadrertofltly  overlooked-  Our  ftal  M  a  thoro**h 
envAon  mental  analysis  that  will  bo  avaUabfe  to  public  officials  and  eitl«o»a  bo  for*  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  mad*.  Plans*  ua#  this  shoot  to  bring  to  our  attention 
« nr  iron  moat  al  issues  that  you  fool  lav*  not  boon  adequately  analyzed  in  tho  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 
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Rorlaion  1 

LOCATION  lflA _ DATE  ftjl5lgfe  _ _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRBON  ICBM  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  mooting.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  mooting  is  to  giro  you 
an  opportunity  to  aaitat  us  in  Identifying  pertinent  issues  for  analysis  within  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  Our  fool  is  e  thorough  environmental  document  that 
will  be  made  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a  final  decision  on  baaing 
end  deployment  Is  made.  Please  us*  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention  potential 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  should  be  analyzed  In  the  environmental  Impact 
statement. 
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Street  Address 


.  UrHt.  L/1/iua  4£  7 !c7i 

State 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  11411 
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Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  tot  Director,  Environmental  Planning  Division 
AFRCE-BM&/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
Sen  Bernardino,  CA  91409 
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’or  wvoMtwo 


Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

Hertchler  Buildinq  *  1 22  West  25lh  Street  *  Cheyenne.  Wyoming  82002 


13071  777  T7SS 


himoii a  p  q  h 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh,  AFRCE-BKS/DEV 
Norton  41r  Force  Base,  California 


Randolph  Wood,  Director 
Department  of  Envlronnental  Qiallty 


DSTEi 
SUBJECT » 


August  12,  1968 
Review  and  coame 


its  on  DEIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Progrea 


Beth  Pratt  reviewed  the  above  referenced  docuaent  and  provided  the  following 


atat  be  obtained  for  certain  types  of  sedlnent  control 


rer  line  extenslona  to 


Peralta  to  Coo  struct 
structures. 

Permits  to  Construct  will  be  required  l  *  water  and  s« 
serve  the  facilities. 

Stateaants  regarding  erosion  and  water  quality  are  confusing,  if  not 
contradictory.  r#me  such  a#  “minor'  sod  "short-tera  lapaot"  are  used  to 
describe  water  quality,  while  page  2-8  indicate*  that  lapacte  froa  soil 
eroelcn  would  be  significant.  There  Is  concern  regarding  leaving  102.4  acres 
barren  of  vegetation  during  the  life  of  the  project.  Additional  lnforaatlon 
should  be  provided  to  substantiate  stateaants  regarding  erosion  end  water 
quality  and  to  quantify  any  lapacts.  Mitigation  and  control  aaaaurea  should 
be  Identified. 


Lh^e .  /?/r£?  b)/)c  ffc&Aj  utLLfi 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEEEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


Thank  you  for  attandlng  this  hairing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  eonaeqwences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed^  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  10  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  bav«  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  wiU  be  available  to  public  officials  and  eltlsena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Fleas*  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

—  Y  At/,  .fl  £+.,  jfrtys. 
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1  hand  this  form  la  or  mail  tot 


1- on  ‘■Aui. 

One Aia  7ao7i. 

City  State 

Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 
AFRCE-BMVDEV 
Norton  Atr  Perea  Rasa 

1,  Califareia  •>«•» 
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DOCUMENT  343 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  Alt  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Tbamk  yom  for  ott  ending  tUo  huuring.  Oar  prpoo*  for  bootkg  thk  hearing  h  to 
homtIu  for  you  tko  ourironaMotal  mu qanueoo  we  have  deterwked  may  oeeiw  If  the 
Fonhoipar  R*U  Gurriaon  program  praeoofr.  Md  effort!  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
oar  attootioa  matter*  m  soy  Mra  teodvurteotly  ovtriookfd  Our  foal  k  «  thorough 
environmental  en*ly*k  that  will  bo  available  to  public  official*  tad  citizens  before  a 
float  decision  oa  tho  program  k  nod*.  Ptoooo  iws  thk  ahoot  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmeotaJ  keooa  that  you  foot  have  aot  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Eaviro.'imeoUl  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thk  hmarteg.  Oar  parpoao  for  boating  tkk  huarlag  k  to 
aiaaariu  for  you  the  environmental  oooaequeoce*  wo  have  0*  term  load  way  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Gerrkoo  prograw  proceed*  aad  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  wetter*  we  way  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Oar  foal  k  a  thorough 
environ  menial  anal  yak  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  end  citizen*  before  • 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Pleaae  uac  thk  aheot  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  kauoa  that  you  feel  have  aot  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 
A  FRCE-B  MS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Pore*  Base 
Ban  Bernardino,  California  Itlll 


DOCUMENT  3441 


DOCUMENT  344 


The  L7nivemity  of  NorfK  Dakota 


Lt.  Col  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-WS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California 


These  point*  were  each  mentioned  during  the  original 
scoping  hearing.  I  hereby  bring  thew  to  your  atten¬ 
tion  once  again.  Copies  are  sent  to  the  Grand  Forks 
Herald,  Senators  8urd1ck  and  Conrad,  and  Congressaan 
Gorge n. 


Sincerely, 


Nil  1  law  A.  Schwa  la 
Associate  IH-ofessor 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thk  hearing.  Our  purpoae  for  boating  thk  hearing  k  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  conaequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Ganiaon  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ov  goal  k  a  thorough 
environmental  eneiyak  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  s 
final  deckion  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  thk  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

These  sre  three  questions  concerning  scope.  Why  are  the  following  explicitly  excluded 
froe  consideration  when  determining  tlu  scop*  of  environments!  lapsct  of  Asti  Harrison 

1.  Incidents  relating  to  sabotage.  There  is  only  the  barest  Mention  of  sabotage  In  the 
report.  The  claim  is  that  the  very  Mention  of  the  word  is  such  a  sensitive  security 
issue  that  nothing  further  can  be  said  concerning  the  possible  safety  hazards  or  pre¬ 
cautions.  Since  sabotage  of  the  tracks  and  equipment  in  or  around  Grand  forts  is  a 
prlne  strategy  for  anyone  wanting  to  prevent  dispersal,  and  since  this  could  clearly 
lead  to  propellant  Mishaps,  such  a  discussion  aust  be  mvluded  in  the  scope  of  the 
environmental  tMpact. 

2.  Psychological  tMpact.  I  wonder  if  it  is  clear  that  this  is  a  genuine  economic  concern 
and  that  it  can  be  dealt  with  quantitatively  as  well  as  any  other  envlroiMwntel  effect. 
To  what  eatent  would  the  existence  of  still  More  nuclear  Missiles,  entile  this  tint, 
further  depress  the  local  econoMy  by  Making  this  an  undtslrabla  place  to  live  or  work’ 

To  «d>*t  eatent  are  people  or  businesses  reluctant  to  locate  here  because  of  the  local 
ruclear  hardware  and  to  k**t  eatent  would  Rati  Garrison  affect  this?  This  can  be 
detenained  by  quantitative  research  Methods  ordinarily  used  in  psychology.  It  is  a 
poor  excuse,  as  far  as  I'm  concerned,  to  say  the  Air  Force  is  not  required  by  law  to 
answer  this  question.  Are  we  trying  to  determine  the  1egltlM*te  scop*  of  enviroiwuntal 
Igiect  on  the  business  coauunity  or  not? 

3.  fecomnlssiontng.  Stellar!/,  it  is  sometimes  clalmd  that  the  Air  Force  is  not  legally 
obliged  to  attempt  to  estlMite  the  tMpact  of  decowalss toning  a  particular  defense 
system,  such  as  the  Safeguard  ASM  site  at  hekoau .  Somebody  aust  be  responsible  for 
thinking  of  this. 

A  a ijor  rotton  for  building  Ml  with  its  promt  hard  target  kill  capability  is  the 
existence  of  SS-l8s  and  now  SS-24*  and  SS-2Ss  with  similar  capabilities  The  only 
way  to  get  rid  of  the  latter  is  to  bergatn  them  aiwy  with  the  ms.  This  wit  happen 
sooner  or  later.  Th*  big  land  based  ICMs  are  a  cul  d*  sac  in  the  evolution  of  tho 
arms  race,  and  thus  are  increasingly  devoid  of  deterrence  or  any  other  kind  of  leverage 

Thus  th*  cowwntty  Is  explicitly  asking  th*  Air  force  to  plan  for  the  possibility  of 
decommissioning.  Please  help  identify  in  advance  the  kinds  of  impact  th*  removal  of 
Rail  Garrison  m  might  have  and  how  it  could  be  mitigated.  Don't  leave  us  holding  the 


Pluto*  bond  thk  fora  Hi  or  wall  toi 


Lt  Col  Pater  Wakh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pore*  Boot 

Ban  Bernardino,  California  11401 


2-145 


DOCUMENT  346 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRBON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  htutaf.  Our  pwpose  for  text  [of  thl*  brering  k  to 
summarize  for  you  tlw  MvIroaBMtil  wwquwi  m  Dm  determined  «i;  dear  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed^  and  afford  you  aa  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  ■attar*  ws  may  heve  inadvertently  overlooked.  Or  fool  la  a  thorrwgh 
anvtronmtntal  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  aad  eltisena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  profram  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  brlnf  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Name  Street 

Boland  H.  Boy  2707  Cray  Fox  U. 
Please  hand  this  form  la  or  mall  to: 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  t 


Director.  Environmental  Plannlnf  Division 
APRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  CA  91409 


City  State 

Jacksonville  At.  72076 
Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 
APRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
Son  Bernardino,  California  *2<0« 
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DOCUMENT  348 


2613  Dillard  Street 
Shreveport,  LA  71104 
August  16,  198B 


MX  Missile  Rail  Garrison  Program 
Environmental  Impact  Analysis  Process 
Written  comments 

Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
To  Whom  It  May  Concern: 

The  following  are  some  of  my  concerns  which  have  not  been  addressed 
to  my  satisfaction. 

Since  the  U.S.  government  can  observe  other  government's  military 
activities  with  our  satellites,  how  do  you  expect  to  disguise 
the  MX  ICBM  so  that  it  will  not  be  spotted  easily  by  one  of  their 
satellites?  With  the  sophisticated  intelligence  technologies  of 
today,  t’  does  not  seem  unrealistic  that  an  enemy  could  become 
expert  on  the  movements  of  this  weapon.  Therefore,  I  question 
the  effectiveness  of  the  system. 

How  will  this  weapon  be  secured  for  transportation?  In  the  event 
of  a  train  wreck,  terriorist  attach  or  vandalism,  how  will 
plutonium  leaks  be  minimized?  What  kind  of  teats  will  be  performed 
to  study  this  problem?  In  light  of  the  problems  with  leaks  at 
the  joints  of  the  shuttle,  do  we  have  the  technology  to  make  this 
missile  safe  while  being  transported?  I  see  this  as  a  major 
environmental  issue  which  has  not  been  addressed  in  the  hearings. 

It  appears  to  me  that  there  are  insurmountable  security  problems 
and  environmental  risks  with  this  plan.  It  creates  a  lot  of  new 
problems  which  threaten  the  well  being  of  vast  numbers  of  people 
who  have  the  misfortune  of  living  near  to  rail  lines. 

Please  address  these  question  in  your  final  draft. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACBREEFER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  sttsadlnc  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
sua anise  for  you  the  environmental  eoneequences  we  have  determined  aey  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Osr  goal  is  a  thorough 
environ  mental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  aad  cithern  before  a 
final  decision  on  tbs  program  la  made.  Please  aa  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  aat  been  ade^ately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Please  hand  this  form  to  or  mall  tot 


xc:  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists 


Lt  Col  Pater  Welsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  924*9 
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DOCUMENT  350 


COHNEHT  SHEET 

UJ.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

TIm*  you  for  *U*m«flg  thb  heerbg.  Our  purpoee  for  hooting  thU  hearing  b  to 
MouriM  for  you  U*  environmental  «  !»**  (Mtcrabwd  nay  occur  If  the 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrboo  program  proceeds,  *ad  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  w*  may  bar*  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
attrlron  mental  analyab  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  cltlaen*  be  fora  a 
final  dtebkM  oa  the  program  b  made.  Plane*  uae  thb  aheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  bauae  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adetpiately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Barhoamenial  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

OA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROORAM 

Thane  you  for  attending  tkb  hearing.  Om  perpoaa  far  boot  lag  thb  bearing  b  to 
eemmarlse  for  you  tJM  ewrtroem ratal  iupwien  we  lave  determined  may  eemm  If  Urn 
Peaeibe^er  RaQ  Garrtaon  program  proceeds,  and  afford  yoe  an  upporflty  to  faring  to 
eur  attendee  matter*  me  may  have  badveriently  overlooked.  (ha-  goal  b  a  thorw^h 
envMoomeatal  maly*  that  wUi  be  avaOabla  to  public  afTkiala  aad  citbetw  before  a 
final  declaion  oa  the  program  la  made.  Ptaaae  eae  thb  ebeet  to  faring  to  oer  attentioo 
environmental  Inwaa  that  you  feel  lave  not  been  adequately  analyzed  la  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


KAL4  ***&?* 
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Name  Street  Addreea  City  State  ^Vfc  C 

Please  hand  thb  form  In  or  mail  toi  Lt  Col  Peter  Wabh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Bare 

^ /v, r. ro c \  / n  7 
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O&cada,  BAPTIST  CHURCH 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCe  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thb  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hooting  thb  hearing  b  to 
■ummarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed!,  and  afford  you  en  opportunity  to  brlrqy  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  b  a  thoroigh 
environmental  analyab  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  citterns  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  b  made.  PI#***  ue*  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  b*ue*  that  you  feel  here  not  been  adequetely  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Department  of  the  Air  rorce 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV  <Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh) 
Norton  Air  Tore*  Base 
San  Bernardino,  CA  9^409-6448 


Ue  don't  know  who  first  put  the  worda  "God  and  Country"  together  in  juat 
that  way,  but  they  are  solidly  American!  Like  pieces  of  steel  welded 
together.  Cod  and  Country  stand  side  by  side  I 

In  the  long  history  of  America,  its  churches  have  supported  its  military 
leaders  in  the  defense  of  freedom,  for  that  is  the  only  way  either  can 
exist.  Without  the  churches  the  country  becomes  the  demigod.  Nat  ism 
was  the  result  of  that. 

Ue  recognise  also  that  the  United  States  constitution  requires  government 
"...to  provide  for  the  national  defense."  To  do  that  demands  a  strong 
military  presence.  The  adage  "Peace  throuqh  strength",  is  not  without 

Rail  Garrison  basing  of  the  peacekeeper  IC8M  at  Wurtemith  Air  Force  Base, 
in  our  opinion,  is  another  means  of  fulfilling  that  constitutional  dir¬ 
ective  and  we  heartily  endorse  and  support  it. 

Our  hope  and  prayer ,  of  course,  is  that  our  country  stay  never  find  it 
necessary  to  defend  ourselves,  or  our  allies,  with  physical  force  on 
any  level.  We  support  the  nation's  efforts  to  work  toward  a  mutually 
verifiable  peace  effort,  bit  until  those  goals  can  be  worked  out,  we 
stand  behind  the  people  in  our  military,  and  their  roles  as  our  defend¬ 
ers  and  peacekeepers! 


A.  Royce  Wolden,  Pastor 
Oscoda  Baptist  Church 
Chairman,  Oscoda  Ministenum 
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August  16.  1968 


hr.  Gary  £>.  Vast 

Oaputy  Assistant  Secratary  of  the  Air  Force 
Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Washington.  D.C.  20330-1000 


OffKl  06  TH8  MAYO! 


Otar  Mr.  Asst.  Secretary  Vest. 

In  regard  to  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Peacekeeper  R«n 
Garrison,  we  are  very  pleaded  to  see  that  this  study  has  shown  that  there 
woo  d  be  very  little  affect  on  the  environment  by  placing  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  Program  at  Minot  Air  Force  Base.  You  can  tell  by  the 
testimony  that  the  co—unlty  Is  strongly  in  favor  0f  this  progrwa  and  any 
other  program  to  help  the  nation's  defense  posture,  we  are  a  patriotic 
commlty  that  has  supported  the  military.  An  example  of  this  is  the  fact 
that  the  people  of  this  area  donated  the  land  on  which  Minot  Air  Force  Base 
now  stands. 

As  a  result  of  the  favorable  response  from  the  people  of  this  area,  and  the 
fact  that  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  shows  no  problem  with  the 
environment,  we  would  strongly  urge  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  be 
placed  at  Minot  Air  Force  Base  when  It  Is  Implemented. 


Yours  very  truly. 


1 


GC/tr 


mlnot  ohrtc  omntmr  /  mlnot,  north  dnkota  B8701 


MCLOWM 
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TO:  WHOM  IT  MAY  CONCERN 

REGARDING :  The  Proposed  Rail  Gar ri eon  Project 

My  thanks  go  out  to  Stella  Chumae,  a  young  friend  and 
constituent  who  has  agramd  to  read  this  in  my  absencm.  On  the 
11th  and  12th  of  August  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  be  in  Fargo, 
North  Dakota,  because  of  my  private  law  practice. 

Believe  it  or  not.  I  have  actually  reviewed  the  environmental 
impact  statement  regarding  tha  proposed  Rail  Garrison  Project 
for  Minot  Air  Force  Base.  The  placement  of  this  project  st 
Minot  Air  Force  Base  would  have  a  positive  economic  impsct  on 
the  Minot  area  and  would  do  no  damage  to  our  environment.  There 
is  a  history  of  some  thirty  years  of  cooperation  and  friendship 
between  the  military  community  and  civilian  coosunity  in  Minot. 
This  would  only  be  strengthened  by  any  additions  to  Minot  Air 
Force  Base. 

Many,  including  me,  have  empathy  for  the  opinions  of  those  who 
wish  there  were  no  such  thing  as  nuclear  weapons  anywhere.  Me 
share  their  wish,  but  are  realistic  enough  to  comprehend  that 
nuclear  weapons  are  a  necessary  evil.  The  United  States  and  the 
Soviet  Union  are  no  longer  the  only  nuclear  powers  in  the  world. 
If  we  make  peace  with  the  Soviet  Union,  there  are  a  number  of 
potentially  dangerous  third  world  countries  who  are  capable  of 
providing  a  nuclear  threat,  if  not  now,  in  the  future. 

There  will  always  be  people  in  the  world  such  as  Hitler, 
Mussolini,  Xadafl,  and  JCbomelni  who  hate  America  and  everything 
for  which  it  stands.  A  strong  deterrent  is  all  people  like  that 
understand.  Bistory  has  proven  that  appeasement  is  akin  to 
surrendar . 

Me  have  had  a  nuclear  arsenal  in  Minot  for  sw>re  than  a 
ganeration.  it  is  part  of  our  reality.  If  there  is  going  to  be 
a  nuclear  arsenal  in  America,  we  are  no  more  or  less  safe  in 
Minot,  North  Dakota,  if  the  arsenal  is  in  our  back  yard,  in 
Arkansas,  in  Louisiana,  or  Wyoming . 

The  overwhelming  majority  of  peopla  in  the  Minot  area  would,  in 
my  opinion,  readily  welcoma  any  form  of  economic  infusion  into 
their  community.  Me  sra  realistic  and  we  art  patriotic.  If  the 
Rail  Garrison  Project  is  eo  be  built,  why  not,  Minot? 

— - 

Dig  Masson 
State  Senator 
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August  19,  1968 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Malsh 
AFRCE-BMSI  DEV 

Morton  APB,  California  92R09-6A48 
Dear  Colonal  Walsh: 

I  am  enclosing  a  letter  I  received  from  one  of  my 
constituents,  Ray  Jergeson  of  Oreat  Polls,  Montana,  regarding  the 
public  hearings  that  were  held  In  Oreat  Palls  on  the  MX  rail 
garrison. 

This  letter  la  being  sent  to  you  so  that  you  can  be  made 
aware  of  his  concerna  regarding  the  way  in  which  the  hearing  was 
conducted. 

Thanks  for  your  assistance. 


Sincerely, 


Enclosure 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U-S.  AIH  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  I  CBM  PROGRAM 

TTwnk  you  for  attending  this  meetinf.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  masting  Is  to  five  you 
an  opportunity  to  assist  us  In  identifying  portlnant  Issuos  for  analysis  within  tha 
environmental  Impact  statement.  Our  foal  la  a  thorough  environmental  document  that 
will  be  made  available  to  public  officials  and  cltisana  before  a  final  decision  on  basing 
and  deployment  Is  made.  Pleas*  use  this  sheet  to  brtnf  to  our  attention  potential 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  should  be  analysed  In  the  environmental  Impact 
statameet. 
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Director,  Environmental  Planning  Division 
AriCE-SMOTCV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
8m  Bernardino,  CA  H40I 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.R  Aim  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attendlnf  this  haartaf.  Our  purpoaa  for  host  Inc  thia  haarinc  is  to 
summarise  for  you  tha  environmental  ooneaqesncsa  wa  have  determined  may  occur  If  tha 
Paoeakaapar  Rail  Garrison  prafram  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opporttmlty  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  eittcana  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environ meetal  Issues  that  you  feel  have  aot  been  adequately  analysed  ht  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


I  this  form  ta  or  mall  to* 


Lt  Col  Peter  Watt! 

AFICE-BMSfDEV 

Norton  Air  Fores  Baas 

Baa  Barnardlno,  California  M4M 
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^Cobe/tt  ££.  Sckust 

2089  South  Huron  Shores 
Qreenbueft.  Micntgan  48788 

August  20.  1988 

Lt,  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  APB,  CA  92409-6448 

Subject:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  for  wartseith  APB. 

Dear  Colonel  Halsh, 

I  so  sorry  that  I  was  unable  to  attend  your  public  Meeting  a  few 
weeks  ago  at  the  Oscoda  High  School  on  the  possibility  of  placing 
the  subject  prograa  installed  at  Hsrtsalth  Air  Force  Base'.  Oedoda, 
Michigan <  but  I  had  previous  coaalttaents. 

Had  attended  the  previous  meeting  that  you  held  on  the  subject 
hatter  and  after  reading  the  newspaper1 on  the  results  of  the  last 
heating,  X  feel  thati.the  saae  protestors  ware  in  attendance  were 
there  as  they  were  at  the  first  nesting. 

Their  aain  point  is  we  want  peace  .  I  agree  with  then  1000%  but 
the  way  to  naintaln  peace  is  to  be  strong.  Me  all  want  peace,... 

Me  all  wish  that  we  didn't  have  to  have  an  AlrPorce,  Navy,  Aray  and 
Marines,  but  we  know  that  if  we  did  not  have  a  strong  defense  that 
we  would  be  taken  over  by  other  '*ountri»e 

I  an  behind  the  assignment  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Prograa  to  the 
Wurtsaith  AlrPorce  Base  ,  Oscoda,  Michigan..  The  Coaaunlty  and 
Michigan  need  this  prograa  at  Murtaaith.  We  feel  the  the  Wurtsaith 
location  is  a  perfect  location  for  the  Rail  Garrison. 

Thanks  for  giving  ay  letter  consideration  in  asking  your  decision. 

Respectfully, 

Robert  L.  Schust 

CC:  Colonel  A1  Sauter, 378th  Wing  Commander 

wurtsaith  AirForce  Military  Affairs  Committee 
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August  20,  1968 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
AF*C&-a*/DEV. 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 


Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 


1 


With  rsgerds  to  the  Public  tearing  on  11  Aupist  1988.  My  business 
mbs  open  that  evening*  **1  consequently  I  was  iambi e  to  attend  the 
aaetlng  in  a  show  of  stqgwrt  for  the  Rail  Garrison  Project. 

As  an  active  mater  of  the  Military  Affairs  Condttse  of  the  Minot 
Chaster  of  Gcamerce  and  a  local  buelneseron,  I  would  like  to  extend 
to  you  ay  support  for  locating  the  Rail  Garrison  Project  at  Minot 
Air  Force  Base,  the  Rail  Garrison  helps  contirue  the  the*  of  detererce 
through  sophisticated  systems  ad  power. 

The  vast  majority  of  Minot,  North  Dakota  area  citizens,  I  feel  are 
also  in  favor  of  this  project;  and  as  the  Minot  Air  Force  Base  plays 
a  very  ioportar*  role  in  the  economy  and  ccaaunltv  of  Minot,  we  wish 
that  role  to  continue  in  the  years  ahead  and  we  snail  cent i is*  to 
mpport  the  Air  Force  as  a  tftole  and  the  Minot  Air  Force  Base  In 
particular. 


LKA-nolr**™^ /* 


COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  All  rOKCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  atteadtag  this  heart*.  Owr  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
sun  a  arise  for  you  the  environmental  snuss  games*  no  have  de  term  lead  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proesstb,  and  afford  you  an  apportaelty  to  brtag  to 
on  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Oar  goal  Is  a  thoeo*h 
environmental  analysis  that  will  ha  available  to  public  officials  sad  d  tisane  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  mads.  Please  use  this  (heat  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  bare  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

X  was  not  able  to  attend  the  meeting  since  x  waa  out  of  town  an  bueintms. 


I  do,  however.  wish  to  state  ay  aucocrt  of  piscina  the  temrakaarwr  at 
tl»  LLttm  Rt**  *ir  SB  aa  In  th.  CTPt  that  «-  mm.  im  l»M. _ 

Jacfcacpyilin,  the  aurresariinq  city,  h—  all  r*  the  pcaremiisites  for 
location  of  the  program  at  the  base  and  it  la  f  tending  that, 

ewer  the  long-term,  uee  of  LRAPB  would  ba  the  moat  eoanradc  oaamtwd 
to  uec  of  the  other  location  being  studied.  Sinoa  I  feel  vary  strongly 

that  any  funds  spent  by  our  gcmmamit  ritould  be  spent  efficiently,  I 
wags  the  taaabtaa  at  aha  Pseeeteepaa-feo*im-to-aaa>eair  Admaeaa - - 


£re.  CL  °- 

Brfcb raterson,  Certified  Geoslagiat 


Name  Street  Addrvea 

Please  hand  this  form  la  or  mall  iw 


City 


State 


Lt  Col  Pater  Welsh 
AFRCE-BMVDCV 
Morton  Air  Fores  teas 

>,  California  M4M 
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David  F.  Carroll 
S.  3615  Eaat|ata  Ct. 
Spokane,  Vi  99203 

22  i«|«at  2983 


2 


Lt  Col  peter  Valab 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Nor toa  Air  Force  Baaa 

Saa  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Deer  Col  Valab: 


3 

4 


Thin  la  to  expand  upon  and  lo  aoaa  caaaa  aodlfy  ay  verbal 
coaaaata  aada  at  Medical  Lake,  VA  on  4  August  19B8.  Firstly, 
X  eant  to  strongly  proteat  the  tlae  llaltatlon  of  three 
alaatea  for  verbal  coaaaata,  and  aacoodly  I  think  the  location 
of  the  nesting,  Medical  Lake,  reflected  the  Intention  of  the 
USAF  to  Halt  the  nuaber  of  attendees.  My  forefather*  caae 


over  here  In  the  1600'e;  •  Carroll  eigned  the  Declaration  of 
Independence;  a  relative  nerved  aa  a  general  officer  in  the 
Civil  Var;  and  another  nerved  daring  the  Vletnen  Var  as  a 
three  star  general; .. .EACH  ONE  OF  THEM  I'M  SOKE  SERVED  TO 


PRESERVE  AND  EXPAND  DEMOCRACY.  The  dictatorial  tlae 
llaltatlon  end  handling  of  the  cltlaena  at  the  hearing  at 
Medical  Lake  was  the  antithesis  of  what  they  lived,  f ought, 
end  died  for,  end  don’t  you  forget  It. 
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The  Peacekeeper  (as  oayaoroa  If  I  ever  heard  one)  tell 


Garrison  Prograa  van  shoot  ae  well  tboeght  oat  ae  the  SBA 
dollar, l.e.,  a  new  problea  need  to  eolve  aa  old  problea.  The 


whole  object  of  the  gaae  la  to  enhance  SECURITY.  Spend  the 
nnae  aaonnt  of  aoney  and  effort  on  satellltea  and  launch 
vehicles  ns  that  projected  for  the  tall  Garrison  Prograa  and 
It  will  reanlt  In  enhanced  security.  Soaeoae  la  being 
railroaded! 

Under  Section  5-1.  It  la  stated  that  "there  la  a  very  alight 
potential  for  alabeps".  tall  accldasta  are  very  coaaoa  In 
this  area;  we  rand  aaay  tinea  a  year  about  accldeats  resulting 
In  derallaanta.  Many  tinea  drug  or  alcohol  abuse  la  the  cause 
of  rail  accidents.  In  fact,  this  aoath  several  rail  eaployeea 
were  picked  up  without  warning  and  given  testa  for  substance 
abase.  The  railroad  coapaay  la  so  alaraed  about  the  results 
they  aay  they  will  not  release  the  results;  that  reaalaa  to  be 
seen  however.  The  potential  for  rail  accidents  will  certainly 
Increase  during  tlaaa  of  "national  need"  because  of  increaaed 
auto  traffic  sad  general  nervousneaa.  This  can  be  addressed 
and  not  Just  dlsalssed  as  "no  lnforaatlon  available”. 

I  Bade  consents  regarding  Tatra  Tech,  Inc.  and  their 
personnel.  Those  consents  I  believe  were  Inappropriate,  and  1 
retract  then  here  and  will  aake  no  farther  consent  on  the 
appropriateness  of  your  contractor  selection. 

In  Sections  5-1  and  5-41  It  la  stated  that  radioactive 
notarial  dispersal  la  no  unlikely  that  It  la  considered  a 
negligible  risk  and  that  plutonlua  "dust”  on  clothing  or  evan 
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akin  reaulte  In  contualnatlon  and  doea  not  reanlt  in 
biological  him.  That  la  not  correct.  It  should  road  "will 
nose  likely  result  in  plstonlun  being  Inhaled  and  injeeted". 
It's  ninilar  to  being  without  clothing  and  covered  with 
rattlaanakea.  You  are  Indeed  contanlnated  with  rattleanakes , 
and  It  will  aoat  likely  result  In  biological  him.  A  huaan'a 
llfetlae  body  burden  for  plutonlua  (defined  an  that  anoont  of 
plutoalua  causing  no  DETECTABLE  biological  barn)  Is  about  one 
alcrogras  and  can  be  represented  by  an  anount  of  notarial 
which  can  cover  a  snail  pencil  dot.  Plutoalua  la  a 
carcinogenic  bone  seeking  elenent  and  a  highly  toxic  cheaical 
poison.  "Cleanup  by  recognised  senna"  glosnaa  ovar  a  aerioua 
problen.  A  goautlty  such  ae  night  be  la  a  special  weapon 
could  rain  an  entire  city  auch  as  Spokane.  The  "plutonlua 
daat”  referred  to  in  the  draft  BIS  Is  aoat  likely  plutonlua 
dioxide.  I've  aeon  a  few  allllgraaa  contanlnate  whole 
laboratories  under  controlled  otnospherlc  conditions.  Can  you 
insglae  s  platoalun  fire  ostslde  In  populated  arena?  The 
draft  BIS  is  seriously  lacking  la  details  regarding  how  aa 
accident  Involving  a  plutonlua  warhead  fire  could  be  handled. 
Vhat  about  training  of  local  police,  flra.  and  other  energeacy 
taana?  Should  cltlaena  in  the  area  have  aonltora  In  their 
huaes?  Bow  will  cl  tisane  be  told  to  evacuate,  end  where 


Ve  have  urnnlun  nines  and  thorlun  deposits  In  thle  area.  Both 
of  thaaa  eleaenta  enlt  alpha  particles  Ilka  plutonlua  does.  As 
I  recall,  portable  detectors  such  as  used  by  radiation 
aonltorlng  personnel  cannot  tell  the  difference  saong  these 
radionuclides.  A  detector  goes  off  scale  on  or  near  n  train, 
before  or  after  an  accident.  Is  it  plutonlua?  Thla  problea 
should  be  looked  at  by  nuclear  notorial  aonltorlng  personnel. 
Are  yon  going  to  do  a  survey  of  the  rail  routes  for  naturally 
occurlng  alpha  ealttera? 

Section  4.6-29  states  that  the  construction  of  the  rail 
garrison  at  Fairchild  AFB  will  result  In  significant  lapacta 
on  wildlife  Including  threatened  and  eodangared  species.  THE 
RAIL  GARRISON  STSTBM  PLACES  US  ALL  ON  THE  ENDANGERED  SPECIES 
LIST!  We  are  Indeed  wild  life;  even  the  atoa  has  not  yet 
taaed  ua. 

Peace  to  yon, 

DAVID  F.  CARROLL 
CITIZEN 

CCi  Jay  McCain.  Norton  AFB 
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August  23.  1988 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 
AFRCE  -  B  MS/DEV 
Norton  Airforce  Base 
San  Bernadino.  CA  92409-6448 

To  whom  it  may  concern: 

It  has  come  to  our  attention  that  the  Airforce  is  planning  to  base  the  M-X 
missile  system  in  the  Spokane.  WA  area.  We  are  members  of  the  St. 
Barbara  Province  of  Franciscans,  and  have  a  200  year  history  in  the 
Western  United  States.  We  currently  administer  two  parishes  in  Spokane, 
and  have  the  pastoral  responsibility  for  the  people  of  that  area. 

There  are  many  grounds  upon  which  to  condemn  the  M-X  missile  system. 
However,  for  purposes  of  this  letter,  it  is  our  intention  to  focus  on  two 
crucial  issues  which  your  previous  environmental  impact  study  completely 
ignored. 

The  M-X  missile  system  is  a  “first  strike"  weapon.  The  Fiscal  Year  1980 
Arms  Control  Impact  Statement  (op  cit.  pp.  24-23)  clearly  states: 

...if  the  M-X  were  deployed  in  substantial  numb*  i, 
the  U.S.  would  have  acquired,  through  both  the 
Minutcman  and  M-X  programs,  an  apparent  capability 
to  destroy  most  of  the  Soviet  silo-based  ICBM  force  in 
a  first-strike. 

The  M-X  is  specifically  aimed  at  military  targets  in  the  Soviet  Union; 
therefore  it  is  not  a  weapon  of  deterrence.  Its  purpose  is  to  destroy 
military  targets  before  they  can  retaliate.  Every  statement  of  the  Catholic 
Church  since  Hiroshima,  for  example  the  statements  of  Vatican  Council  II 
and  the  U.  S.  Bishops'  Peace  Pastoral,  have  insisted  that  it  is  immoral  to 
initiate  the  use  of  nuclear  weapons.  In  1983,  the  U.S.  Catholic  Bishops 
wrote  in  their  pastoral  ("The  Challenge  of  Peace:  God  *  Promise  and  Our 
Response"): 

We  do  not  perceive  any  situation  in  which  the  deliberate 
initiation  of  nuclear  warfare  on  however  restricted  a  scale 
can  be  morally  justified. 
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Clearly,  a  first  strike  weapon  is  immoral  in  its  use.  and  as  well  in  its 
possession,  because  possession  implies  intention  to  use. 

Since  the  M-X  missile  is  a  first  strike  weapon,  our  possession  of  it  causes 
the  Soviet  Union  to  live  under  the  fear  of  its  use.  Should  the  Soviets 
suspect,  either  because  of  international  conditions  or  because  of 
misinformation  (computer  error,  etc.),  that  the  United  States  might  be 
prepared  to  launch  a  first  strike  attack,  they  would  be  compelled  to  initiate 
a  nuclear  assault.  This  would  greatly  endanger  the  Spokane  area  because 
with  deployment  of  the  M-X,  it  would  become  a  first  strike  target.  This 
danger  has  been  clearly  demonstrated  even  in  statements  from  the 
President's  arms  control  impact  statement: 

...under  crisis  conditions,  Soviet  leaders,  concerned 
that  war  was  imminent,  and  fearing  for  the  survival 
of  the  ICBMs  if  the  United  States  struck  first, 
nonetheless  might  perceive  pressures  to  strike  first 
themselves.  Such  a  situation,  of  course,  would  be 
unstable.  (Fiscal  Year  1979  Armt  Control  Iwpsct 
Statements  (Jane  1971),  p.  21) 

Even  the  knowledge  that  this  perilous  situation  exists  would  create  a 
severe  psychological  impact  on  the  citizens  of  the  Spokane  area  and 
particularly  on  the  children,  who  know  they  live  under  the  imminent 
threat  of  nuclear  destruction. 

The  Bishops'  pastoral,  pointing  to  a  "strictly  conditioned  moral  acceptance 
of  nuclear  deterrence",  further  condemns  first  strike  weapons  such  as  the 
M-X: 

...we  oppott  some  specific  proposals  In  respect  to  our 
present  deterrence  posture:  The  addition  of  weapons 
which  are  likely  to  be  vulneable  to  attack,  yet  also 
possets  a  "prompt  hard-target  kill"  capability  that 
threatens  to  make  the  other  side's  retaliatory  forces 
vulnerable.  Such  weapons  may  seem  to  be  useful 
primarily  in  a  first  strike;  we  resist  such  weapons  Tor 
this  reason. ..("The  Challenge  of  Peace:  God'i  Promise 
and  Onr  Response" ) 
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Therefore,  as  followers  of  St.  Francis,  the  patron  of  peace,  and  as  those 
responsible  for  the  spiritual  and  physical  well-being  of  the  people  in  the 
Spokane  area,  we  cannot  tolerate  the  M-X  missile  system  and 
insist  against  Its  deployment  anywhere,  and  specifically  in  the 
Spokane  area.  In  the  spirit  of  the  INF  Treaty,  let  us  continue  to 
dismantle  these  weapons  of  destruction,  and  mm  our  economy  toward  the 
production  of  life-giving  resources. 


Sincerely  yours  for  a  peaceful  world. 


Joe  Chinnici.  OFM 
Provincial  Minister 


■ 


Louis  Vitale.  OFM 
Member  of  Social 


Concerns  Committee 


cc  Archbishop  Raymond  Hunthausen 
Bishop  Lawrence  Welch 
Richard  Juzix.  OFM 
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August  12,  1968 

Director,  environmental  Planning  Division 

AFRCS-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pores  Baas 

San  Bsmsrdino,  CA  92409 


Dear  Director: 

Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  hsrsby  submits 
comments  and  questions  on  the  Air  Pores  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  on  the  M7  Rail  Garrison 
Program,  We  request  that  this  latter  be  ’ncluded  and 
printed  in  the  Pinal  Envlronmantal  Impacv  ot.vtsment 
with  specific  and  complete  responses,  and  thah  a  copy 
of  the  PEIS  be  sent  to  ue. 

Physicians  For  Social  Responsibility  is  one  of  the 
nation's  largest  organised  medical  societies,  with 
over  60,000  members  and  supporters  nationwide, 
representing  all  major  fields  of  medicine.  Zn  the 
early  1960'e,  PSR  was  instrumental  in  warning  the 
public  about  the  dangers  of  atmospheric  nuclear 
testing,  demonstrating  the  concentration  of 
radioactive  strontium-90  in  the  deciduous  teeth  of 
American  children.  PSR  testimony  in  Congress  about 
these  health  haxsrds  helped  raise  public  consciousness 
and  lad  to  the  signing  of  the  Limited  Teat  Ban  Treaty, 
which  prohibits  atmospheric  nuclesr  testing.  Sines 
then,  PSR  has  contlnuad  ite  efforts  to  educate  medical 
doctors  end  the  public  about  the  world's  number  one 
public  health  threat  --  nuclear  war. 

Nuclear  weapons  wreak  their  destructive  power  even 
when  they  ere  not  detonated.  PSR  is  educating  the 
public  to  the  broader  social,  economic,  political,  and 
health  consequences  of  the  nuclear  arms  race.  All 
of  these  consequences  must  be  addressed  through  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statamant  (E1S)  process  on  the  MX 
Missile  rail  garrison  mods. 
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Tha  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  requires  tha  Air  Pore*  to 
conduct  a  thorough  evaluation  of  tha  potential  Impacts  this  major 
project  would  have,  and  to  allow  full  public  participation  in 
that  proceee.  We  find  the  draft  EIS  falls  to  meet  this  standard 
--  it  is  woefully  inadequate  for  the  purpose  of  informing  a 
congressional  decision  about  whether  to  proceed  with  the  progrse, 
and  it  fails  to  seat  the  standards  of  the  law. 

Scoping  Proceee 

The  Air  Force  has  provided  insufficient  opportunity  for  the 
public  in  the  affected  areas  to  give  input  into  the  EIS  through 
the  scoping  process.  Hearings  were  held  only  adjacent  to  the 
bases  being  considered  for  garrison  construction,  despite  the 
fact  that  this  aiseile  syatea  will  be  mobile  and  traversing  eany 
other  states  and  regions  during  normal  operation  and  in  tiaras  of 
‘national  need.*  An  adequate  scoping  process  would  have  elicited 
input  from  the  public  in.  at  alnlaua,  all  states  indicated  as 
‘potential  routes  for  initial  peacekeeper  rail  garrison 
deploysrant,  maintenance,  and  training*  [DEIS  figure  4. 1.2-1]  and 
states  adjacent  to  these  routes.  State  and  local  officials  in 
most  of  these  areas  were  not  informed  of  the  proposal  or  of  the 
EIS  process  and  were  not  provided  with  copies  of  the  DEIS;  in 
most  of  these  areas  public  hearings  were  not  held. 

Insufficient  time  was  provided  at  those  public  hearings  which 
were  held  for  Input  from  citizens  in  the  affected  areas.  In 
areas  where  there  was  large  turnout,  additional  hearings  should 
have  been  scheduled  to  allow  all  citizens  time  to  give  their 
input. 

Also,  at  the  Little  Rock,  Arkansas  hearing  and  elsewhere,  the  Air 
Force  representative  spoke  for  two  hours  leaving  only  1  hour  for 
questions  and  comment*  from  the  public  audience.  Furthermore, 
participants  in  Little  Rock  had  to  walk  through  a  gauntlet  of 
civilian  police  officers  with  dogs  to  enter  the  hearing. 

Citizens  opposed  to  the  MX  rail -garrison  basing  mode  had  a  choice 
of  leaving  signs  outside  the  hearing  or  facing  arrest. 

The  Air  Force  Incorrectly  Instructed  participants  In  the  hearings 
that  'wartime  effects*  and  ‘psychological  Impact*  of  rail 
garrison  deployment  were  ‘beyond  the  scope*  of  the  hearings 
[DEIS  1.10.2].  The  EIS  must  address  the  impacts  of  the  proposed 
system's  *uae  as  designed*,  and  the  system  is  ‘designed'  to  make 
MX  missiles  more  survlvable  against  nuclear  attack.  The 
Impact  on  human  activity  and  commerce  of  missile  deployment  in 
and  transportation  through  populated  areas  could  well  determine 
whether  the  system  functions  at  all.  If  these  are  deemed 
"psychological  Impacts"  they  are  nevertheless  real  and  important, 
and  must  be  considered  in  the  EIS  process. 


Discussion  of  Alternatives 
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The  DBZS  fails  to  meet  the  standard  of  adequacy  in  its  discussion 
of  alternatives.  Analysis  of  the  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  is 
limited  to  s  statement  that  “candidate  Air  Force  installations 
would  continue  to  support  existing  and  other  proposed  missions.* 
[DEIS  2.6]  This  analysis  is  clearly  insufficient.  A  full 
analysis  of  economic  impacts  (e.g.  cost  savings)  might  well  find 
a  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  superior  to  the  proposed  action. 

The  Nationwide  Economic  Impacts  of  the  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  have 
not  been  properly  considered  (DEIS  4.1.1].  The  job  creation 
potential  of  the  NO  ACTION  would  eleo  create  a  certain  number  of 
joba,  but  this  ie  not  acknowledged  or  discuesed  In  the  DEIS.  How 
many  jobs  would  be  created  if  810-15  billion  wae  spent  on 
other  public  works  projects,  commercial  freight  or  paeeenger  rail 
systems,  or  education  instead  of  rail -garrison? 

The  Reagan  administration  was  known  to  have  had  at  least  four  MX 
basing  modes  under  active  consideration  prior  to  selactlng  the 
rail  garrison  option  in  December  1986.  Mhy  haven't  any  of  those 
alternatives  been  Included  in  the  DEIS? 

Why  doesn't  the  DEIS  discuss  the  reasons  that  the  rail  garrison 
system  wes  rejected  in  previous  years,  and  whether  those  reasons 
still  Include  significant  environmental  impacts? 

The  PROPOSED  ACTION  fails  to  specify  whether  50  MX  missiles  would 
be  the  ones  currently  deployed  in  silos  at  F.B.  Warren  Air  Force 
Base,  or  whether  50  additional  missiles  would  be  deployed  on 
trains.  If  additional  missiles  ere  Involved,  what  is  the  cost  of 
procuring  them  and  why  are  these  costs  not  Included  in  the  table 
listing  Rail  Garrison  Expenditures?  [DEIS  4.1-2]  if  missiles  are 
to  be  taken  from  silos,  why  are  the  impacts  and  coate  of  this 
action  not  diecuseed? 


The  Proposed  MX  Missile  rail  garrison  baaing  mode  will  bring 
nuclear  weapons  into  direct  contact  with  the  general  public  more 
than  any  other  nuclear  weapon  system  ever  deployed  in  the  United 
States.  The  cooperation  of  thousands  of  cltlzana  over  hundreds- 
of-thoueands  of  square  miles  of  populated  U.S.  territory  will  be 
required  for  the  proposed  rail -based  sisal le  system  to  operate 
and  function  as  p lenned.  The  DEIS  fails  to  answer  many 
Important  questions  about  how  this  system  will  function,  and  the 
Impacts  of  its  deployment; 

Now  will  the  operation  of  this  system  intsriscs  with  public  end 
private  use  of  rail  lines,  rights  of  way,  end  rail  crossings 
during  practice  rune  or  during  times  of  crisis?  Whet  will  be  the 
cost  to  public  and  private  rail  users  of  these  interruptions  in 
service? 

The  DEIS  contradicts  itself  about  the  normality  of  MX  train 


movement  by  claiming  that  the  trains  would  'randomly  move 
throughout  the  United  States.*  [DEIS  5.2. 1.1]  Mill  MX  trains 
indeed  be  granted  special  right-of-way  privileges  or  other 
extraordinary  powers  and  will  these  powers  increase  the 
possibility  of  collision  end  other  accidents? 

How  will  the  population*  living  near  garrisons  and  rail  lines 
used  by  these  MX  trains  be  able  to  distinguish  between  practice 
runs  and  an  actual  crisis  rslsase  of  MX  Misalls  trains  for  uss  in 
nuclssr  war? 

The  DEIS  states  that  trains  win  have  ‘appropriately  armed* 
security  personnel  [DEIS  1.3.2).  Whet  dangers  might  this  pose  to 
civilians  living  or  traveling  near  the  tracks  who  might  be 
mlsidentlfled  as  a  threat  to  the  train?  Will  the  security 
personnel  on  training  trains  be  authorized  to  use  force  (or  make 
arrests)  if  protestors  ere  encountered?  If  civilian  police 
officer*  *r*  used  to  clear  th*  track,  how  will  they  be 
compensated?  Out  of  Air  Force  fund*?  Or  from  th*  local  lew 
enforcearant  budgets?  Has  thi*  expandltur*  been  calculated  into 
th*  MX  r*ll-g*rrleon  baaing  mod*  budget?  Will  the  trains  be 
authorized  to  run  over  individual a  Intentionally  blocking  their 
path? 

Will  the  real  or  perceived  mobilization  of  MX  trains  trigger 
apprehension  of  a  crisis  on  a  local,  national,  or  indeed  global 
scale?  How  will  th*  Air  Force  mitigate  th*  effect*  of  public 
f*er  about  impending  attack? 

How  will  such  civil  unrest  interfsr*  with  th*  operatlon-se- 
deslgned  of  the  MX  rail  system? 

Even  if  MX  trains  are  able  to  leave  their  garrisons  undetected, 
and  are  construe ted  to  look  like  civilian  rail  traffic,  how  can 
tha  civilian  dispatchers  responsible  for  clearing  tha  rail  lines 
be  relied  upon  to  cooperate  with  Air  Force  plena? 

Will  th*  dispatchers  be  told  what  they  ere  clearing  the  tracks 
for,  and  how  can  they  be  counted  on  to  give  th*  MX  trains 
priority  ov*r  civilian  rail  traffic?  In  times  of  crisis,  will 
martial  law  be  lepoaed  to  assure  diapatcher  cooperation? 

How  can  civilians  b*  railed  upon  not  to  tell  th*  Soviet*  th* 
location  of  th#  mlsslls  train*  within  th*ir  jurisdiction? 

According  to  th#  DEIS,  ‘civilian  personnel  who  are  assigned  to 
nuclear  weapons  dutl#*...*  must  meet  certain  ‘requirement a"  which 
Include  'security  clearance,  random  drug  testing,  end  medical  end 
psychological  serssning.*  [5.1.2]  Will  the##  msssures  be  imposed 
on  th#  civil  dispatchers  whom  the  DEIS  claims  will  'control*  th* 
movements  of  th*  train?  In  a  time  of  'national  need*  or 
international  crisis  that  triggers  or  thrsatsns  to  triggsr 
deployment  of  th*  MX  trains,  what  rnsasurms  would  ba  taken  to 
compel  civilian  dispatchers  to  report  for  work  rather  then  stay 
at  home  with  their  famine*?  If  personnel  do  not  report,  whet 
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steps  will  the  Air  Pore*  taka  to  keep  tiw  tyitM  running?  What 
will  be  the  ooat  of  such  atapa? 
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reimburse  residents  or  ownara  who  sight  ba  displaced  fro*,  or 
losa  tha  uaa  of,  thalr  proparty  due  to  thla  construction? 
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Safety 


Tha  DUS  cltaa  same  favorable  economic  lapacta  of  garrlaon  and 
base  construction  In  tha  propoaad  deployment  araaa,  without 
atatlng  claarly  tha  esamptlons  used  to  calculata  tha  promised 
economic  benefits. 


Tabla  4. l.i-l  Includes  atatlatlca  rapraaantlng  tha  Air  rorca'a 
cl alas  for  tha  national  Impact  on  employment  of  rail  garrlaon 
aspandlturaa .  Tha  employment  projections  aaount  to  a  clala  of 
over  52,000  Jobs  ( man-years )  par  billion  dollars  apant.  Such  a 
clala  la  completely  outside  the  range  of  all  reputable  studies  on 
thla  kind  of  a pending  (too  high  by  at  laaat  50-100%).  what 
Indicators  and  aaeuaptions  tiara  uaad  to  generate  these  employment 
figures? 

Tha  DBX3  forecasts  that  jobs  created  by  tha  program  would  go 
•from  nearly  40,000  In  PY  1989  to  nearly  148,000  In  PY  1991,  and 
than  decline  sharply  to  13,000  by  PY  1993  and  just  under  12,000 
In  PY  1994  and  beyond.*  (OBIS  4.1-1]  This  indicates  that  tha 
rail  garrison  program  would  have  an  ax trams  ‘boom/bust*  affect  on 
tha  economy.  While  (aa  noted  above)  the  employment  figures  are 
highly  suspect,  this  basic  boom/bust  pattern  la  likely  to  ba 
correct.  Will  such  abort  tara  jobs  really  have  any  net  positive 
affect  on  local  communities,  or  tha  nation  as  a  whole?  How  long 
would  these  jobs  last?  Will  the  Air  Pores  lay  off  hundreds  of 
workers  after  initial  construction  tasks  have  bean  completed? 

Will  tha  new  jobs  created  by  garrison  construction  employ  those 
who  are  currently  unemployed?  Will  tha  jobs  ba  filled  by  local 
citizens,  or  by  specialists  from  outside  of  tha  region? 

After  construction  of  tha  garrisons,  will  there  ba  any  long-term 
economic  benefits  derived  from  tha  project?  If  so,  what  are 
these  benefits?  How  long  will  they  exist  after  tha  garrisons  are 
completed? 

Will  tha  workers,  whether  local  or  from  outside  tha  region,  ba 
allowed  to  uaa  tha  Air  Pores 'a  *PX*  and  other  facilities?  If 
they  are,  how  will  this  nsw  economic  activity  Impact  already 
existing  local  economies? 

How  much  track  renovation  and  new  track  construction  will  be 
required  to  Implement  tha  rail  garrlaon  system?  How  win  track 
renovations  and  track  uaa  costa  ba  shared  by  tha  Air  Pores  with 
public  and  private  rail  interests? 

If  the  Air  Pores  plans  to  build  more  than  one  rail  line  out  of 
each  garrlaon.  what  additional  righta-of-way  will  need  to  ba 
purchased  for  tha  required  track7  How  does  tha  Air  Force  plan  to 
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The  OBIS  1 saves  questions  about  tha  Impact  on  public  safety  of 
thla  system  that  could  travel  over  at  laaat  150,000  alias  of 
track  in  tha  continental  United  States.  Tha  potential  for 
catastrophic  accident  or  deliberate  sabotage  la  significant  with 
such  a  system.  Tha  final  BIS  muet  address  all  potential 
safety  issues  for  this  system,  and  must  evaluate  fully  worst-case 
scenarios  and  tha  option  of  not  building  tha  system  at  all: 

What  steps  will  be  taken  to  protect  MX  Mlsalle  trains  carrying 
dangerous  cargo  from  tha  alahapa  that  befall  ordinary  civilian 
rail  cargos  as  in  tha  July  23.  1977,  accident  in  Pueblo,  Colorado? 
In  this  accident  Railroad  personnel  ware  exposed  to  radioactive 
materials  whan  tha  containers  holding  tha  toxic  cargo  roiled  out 
of  an  open  train  car  at  tha  etatlon  and  punctured.  What  will  ba 
tha  coats  of  such  steps,  and  how  will  tha  Air  Pores  determine 
whether  or  not  these  atapa  are  sufficient  to  protect  tha  public 
from  accidents  Involving  explosions  and  non-explosive  release  of 
radioactive  material? 

How  will  public  cooperation  ba  mobilized  to  respond  to  an 
accident  or  malfunction  of  tha  rail  garrlaon  system?  will 
martial  law  ba  Imposed  to  enforce  cltixan  cooperation  with  Ita 
operation  during  a  time  of  crlels? 

In  tha  event  of  a  derailment  caused  by  either  a  collision  with 
another  train,  or  by  aabotags,  can  radioactive  Isotopes  escape 
from  tha  missile  warheads,  either  as  tha  result  of  tha  collision 
impact  or  firs? 

What  provisions  will  ba  made  to  protect  tha  public  and  tha 
environment  from  an  accident  resulting  In  an  explosion  and/or  tha 
ralaaaa  of  radioactivity  into  tha  environment?  What  is  tha  cost 
of  such  protective  atapa? 

Will  local  personnel  near  tha  rail  lines  uaad  by  tha  MX  Mlaslle 
trains  ba  equipped  to  daal  with  hazardous  waste  oontalnment  and 
removal?  At  tha  accident  alts  In  Pueblo,  Colorado,  they  ware 
not.  What  la  tha  coat  of  auch  preparations? 

Will  each  community  along  tha  proposed  MX  train  deployment 
arteries  have  its  own  avacuatlon  plan?  Who  la  raaponalbl#  for 
writing  and  giving  final  approval  to  auch  plana,  and  for 
coordinating  tha  plana  and  rasponsea  of  aavaral  dlffsrsnt 
communltisa  along  tha  same  rail  line? 

What  provisions  will  ba  made  to  secure  tha  civilian  rail  bad  from 
sabotage  by  terrorists  or  others  a asking  to  derail  civilian  rail 
traffic?  What  la  tha  coat  of  auch  prapsratlona? 
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How  will  MX  componanta  with  dangarous  axplosiva  or  radioactive 
materials  ba  transported  to  thalr  garrisons  for  final  assembly? 

How  can  tha  Air  Force  assure  tha  public  that  MX  Missiles  and 
thalr  componanta  will  ba  shipped  aafaly  to  thalr  baaing  location? 

How  will  tha  Air  Force  Insure  against  accidents  at  assembly  areas 
like  tha  recant  Morton  Thioksl  plant  accident  In  Utah? 

What  effect  would  an  accident  Involving  one  missile  have  on  other 
nearby  misallee  in  thalr  garrisons?  (Since  there  would  ba  no 
siloa  to  contain  blast  affect,  one  explosion  could  eat  off  a  chain 
reaction  of  explosions. ) 

Technical  Marita 

Tha  final  Bis  study  must  address  tha  impact  of  actual  use  of  thla 
system  aa  designed  and  ita  likely  result  —  global  nuclear  war. 

It  la  clear  that  tha  environmental  impact  of  nuclaar  detonations 
near  these  systems  would  have  a  devastating  affect  on  surrounding 
populations  and  eco- systems.  But  with  regard  to  tha  MX  Missile 
rail  garrison  baaing  mode  In  particular,  tha  ability  of  tha 
system  Itself  to  function  In  a  nuclaar  environment  must  ba 
addressed.  Tha  technical  merits  of  tha  performance  of  a  rail- 
basad  nuclaar  alselle  under  these  circumstances  must  be  aaaaaaad 
by  tha  BIS: 

Would  tha  MX  Mlsalle  trains  ba  hardened  against  Blectro-Magnetlc 
Pulse  (BMP)?  If  so,  how  much  would  tha  hardening  coat?  If  not, 
how  will  tha  Air  Force  Insure  that  tha  communications  system 
necessary  to  authorise  and  target  a  mlsalle  launch  win  operate 
In  tha  event  of  an  atomic  explosion  high  above  tha  U.S? 

la  tha  civilian  rail  bad  that  thla  system  would  Incorporate 
strong  enough  to  withstand  tha  firing  of  missiles  from  trains  at 
any  point  in  tha  system?  If  not,  what  would  it  ooat  to  upgrade 
civilian  rail  lines  to  allow  mlaslle  launches  from  any  location? 


action  should  it  ba  implemented. 

{NBPA.  sac.  102  (C>) 

nepa  also  specifically  requires  that  tha  Air  Force  "study, 
develop  and  describe  appropriate  alternatives  to  racowandad 
courses  of  action"  (sac.  102  (D)). 

In  other  words,  tha  praparatlon  of  a  full  and  compliant 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  by  tha  Air  Force  should  provide 
Important  Information  to  tha  Congress  and  tha  President  as  a  part 
of  thalr  decision  about  whether  to  proceed  with  thla  systsmT  Tha 
BIS  must  fully  examine  tha  "no  action"  option,  and  evaluate 
worst-case  scenarios.  Tha  8IS  must  not  ba  produced  as  an  ax  poet 
facto  justification  for  tha  Air  Force's  preferred  alternative. 


Sincerely, 

C 'l' ^ 

Christina  Casaal,  MD 
President 


Only  a  complete,  detailed  response  to  theee  and  all  other 
questions  of  tha  Impacts  and  costs  of  tha  propoaad  MX  nisei la 
rail  garrlaon  system  in  this  BIS  will  constitute  full  compliance 
with  tha  National  Environmental  policy  Act  (NBPA)  of  1969.  The 
Air  Faroe,  like  any  agency  of  tha  federal  government,  must 
conduct  such  an  Inquiry  and  Include  in  Ita  recommendations 


( I )  the  environmental  Impact  of  the  proposed  action, 

( II )  any  advers#  environment ■ 1  affects  which  cannot  ba 
avoided  should  tha  proposal  ba  Implemented, 

(ill)  alternatives  to  tha  proposed  action, 

(lv)  the  relationship  between  local  short-term  usaa  of 
man's  environment  and  tha  maintenance  and  enhancement 
of  long-term  productivity,  and 

(v)  any  Irreversible  end  irretrievable  commitments  of 
resources,  which  would  ba  Involved  in  tha  propoaad 
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2407  Hillside  Ave . 
Berkeley,  CA  94704 

(415)  043-0460 

August  24,  1900 


1 
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Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 
ATRCE-BMB/DSV 
Norton  Air  force  Base 
California  92409-6441 

Dear  Lieutenant  Colonel  Walsh: 

I  would  like  to  request  1)  a  copy  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  on  Rail  Garrison  Basing  of  the  NX  Missile,  and 
2)  an  extension  of  the  conmant  period  for  this  DEIS  of  at  least 
30  days  so  that  I  may  submit  comments. 

1  believe  an  extension  of  this  comment  period  is  reasonable 
following  the  guidelines  of  Sec.  1501.4  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  regulations  for  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act.  These  relate  time  limits  to  the  site  of  the 
proposed  action,  which  In  this  case  is  quite  large,  and  the 
degree  to  which  the  action  Is  controversial,  which  with  the  MX 
program  has  always  been  huqe. 

I  would  also  like  to  state  my  belief  that  environmental  Impacts 
of  this  program  are  national  in  scope.  This  Is  because: 

1)  The  program  as  I  understand  It  Involves  transportation  of 
nuclear  missiles  on  railroad  tracks  over  a  substantial 
portion  of  the  continental  U.8., 

2)  I  and  any  other  U.S.  citizen  might  be  travelling  on  those 
seam  railroad  tracks  or  near  related  depots  and  support 
facilities, 

])  The  routine  stationing  and  transport  of  Intercontinental 
ballistic  missiles  on  public  transportation  corridors  and 
non -military- owned  portions  of  the  United  States  represents 
to  my  knowledge  a  radical  departure  from  traditional 
policies,  and  Is  an  action  significantly  affecting  the 
quality  of  the  human  environment  of  the  nation  as  a  whole, 
end 

4)  Any  nuclear  weapons  program  of  this  sort  carries 
substantial  risks  for  the  global  environment  In  general,  and 
must  be  evaluated  with  those  risks  In  mind. 

Because  this  program  has  national  Impacts  of  these  eorts,  I 
would  like  to  request  that  future  hearings,  public 
notifications,  and  the  like  regarding  this  program  be  conducted 
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on  a  national  rather  than  regional  level.  Since  the  process  so 
far  has  apparsntly  been  conducted  In  a  more  limited  and  regional 
fashion,  1  did  not  have  the  opportunity  to  submit  scoping 
comments,  attend  a  scoping  hearing,  or  obtain  a  copy  of  the 
DEIS. 

Thank  you  for  your  attention. 
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FOHT  SILL  -  CHWWCAHUA  -  WARM  SPRINGS  -  APACHE  TRIBE 

souTt  i  sox  »n  ~  apac>*  Oklahoma  nm 

August  22,  1944 

Dr.  John  1,  Sabol 

Horton  Air  Fore*  Mae,  CA  92409 

Dear  Sir: 

In  regard  to  ares  around  the  Peacekeeper  tall  Garrison  site  up  for 
developing,  the  Fort  Sill  Apache  Tribe  have  no  couceme  in  thla  area. 

Thank  you  for  Informing  us. 

Sincerely, 

MILDRED  1.  CLEGHORN 
Chair per eon 


LOCATION  _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIK  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Oer  purpose  for  hooting  this  hearing  to  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  coassqsenees  we  have  determined  may  occtw  tf  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed!,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Oer  goal  to  a  thoroqjh 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  cltiscm  before  e 
final  decision  on  the  program  to  made.  Please  use  thla  sheet  to  bring  to  ow  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  sot  been  adequately  analysed  Ht  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


1 


Shanty' ■  Sj.aib, .  las ■  t&ttiRams-QlllfiAJL. 


2158  Union  Ave. 
QUphle.  TN  34104 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to* 


Lt  Col  Pater  Welsh 

AFRCS-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pore#  Rase 

tan  Bernardino,  California  41*49 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thla  hearing.  Our  purpoa*  for  hosting  this  hearing  {a  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  «*«  have  determined  may  occur  if  tha 
peacekeeper  Rail  Garrlaon  profTam  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  natter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  sad  eitlaena  before  a 
final  decision  on  tha  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  brine  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  th»  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attend!  r*  thla  haartaf.  Our  purpose  for  boating  thla  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  wa  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  havt  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorot*ti 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  aad  eltlsens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Plaaae  uae  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Drsft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


I  have  Attended  several  of  these  hearings. 


LISA  J.  8AHBURG  61 8  CHAUCER  COURT  JACKSONVILLE,  ARKAHSAS  7J076 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  tos 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


please  hand  this  form  la  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baae 

San  Bernardino,  California  924*9 
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COMMENT  8 


r SHEET 

DA  AIK  FORCE  PlACUlim  KAIL  0A1KB0M  PROGRAM 
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Lt  Cot  Pa  tar  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMI/DEV 

0  Air  Foraa  BMt 

s  Calif arata  AMI 
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COHMEMT  SHEET 
DA  AIK  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaok  you  for  atteadfag  thla  hearing.  Our  pwpooa  for  boat  tag  thia  hearing  ia  to 
summarise  for  you  tba  aarlraanaatal  eoasaqaaaces  we  have  determined  say  occur  if  the 
Peace keep or  Rail  Garrison  program  proeaap,  aad  afford  you  aa  opportunity  to  brb*  to 
our  attaflttoa  autter*  wo  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Om  foal  la  a  thoro«*h 
environ  meatel  analysis  that  will  ba  available  to  public  official*  aad  eltisene  bafora  a 
final  decbioa  on  tha  program  la  made.  Plaaaa  uaa  thb  chart  to  brtaf  to  our  attention 
anrironmeatal  iacuaa  that  you  tool  hava  aot  baan  adequately  analysed  in  tha  Draft 
Rnvtronmeatal  tmpant  State  as  ant. 
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Lt  Cel  Petar  WaWi 
AFRCE-BM/DCV 
Norton  Air  Foraa  Baaa 

1,  California  tUM 
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WARD  COUNTY  COURT 


Iohn  D.  Stewart 

.  n  3I1A  •  amor  <«**>*  (MOM  a 


OAHV  a  HOluv 


MWtt  LAOSOH 


August  2^.  1188 


Lt .  Col  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton,  APB.  CA  12409-6448 

Re;  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  Minot  Air  Force  Base 
Dear  Lt .  Colonel  Walsh: 

l  am  a  resident  and  an  elected  official  for  Ward  County  North  Dakota. 

1  have  reviewed  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  regarding 

Minot  Air  Force  Base  and  l  concur  with  the  findings  therein. 

t  was  available  as  an  elected  official  and  had  request*  1  an 
opportunity  to  speak  at  the  hearing  here  in  Minot  on  August  11, 

2  988.  A  change  in  the  rules  at  that  hearing  precluded  a  number 

of  elected  officials  from  speaking,  myself  included.  There  is  a 
certain  amount  of  unfairness  in  this  as  those  people  who  follow 
from  meeting  to  meeting  protesting  The  Rail  Garrison  System  seem 
to  have  an  audience  wherever  they  go.  People  who  live  here  and 

work  with  the  Minot  Air  Force  Base  do  not  have  that  same  opportunity. 

The  soc  loeconomic  impact  of  the  Rail  Garrison  upon  Minot  and  the 
surrounding  area  will  be  minimal,  if  any.  The  soc i loeconomic  impact 
will  be  a  benefit  rather  than  a  detriment  to  this  area. 

1  support  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot  Air  Force  Base.  Shortly  after 

the  heannq  on  The  Rail  Carnson,  in  fact  within  three  days  on  August 

14,  1188,  Northern  Neighbor’s  Day  was  in  operation  at  the  Minot 

Air  Force  Bate  and  was  attended  by  nearly  45,000  people.  We 

appreciate  Minot  Air  Force  Base.  They  are  part  of  this  community. 

They  are  not  a  separate  enmity  as  we  look  at  it.  What  is  good  for 
them  it  good  for  us. 

1  appreciate  the  opportunity  of  being  able  to  respond  by  mail. 
I  am  enclosing  with  my  letter  letters  of  some  other  interested  people 
from  this  coamtunity. 

flours  Very  Tr^l^ 

Ljrr^y/, 

Gary  Ay Holum 
Ward  County  Judge 
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BOARD  OF  PARK  COMMISSIONERS 


HARRIET  EESTIIN 
LLOYD  HUESER5 
OOCCLAS  LOC»«IV 

aoetrr  retry 
WESLIE  ELUMMER 


MINOT  PARK  DISTRICT 
So*  93t 
zMinot.  czNoitfi 
*1*70* 


WARIORIE  JOHNSON  <  •> 
1ACKIE  VELK.  rtHMIi 
MIKE  NILSON.  uucnM 
LEO  BRUNNER  uusi-si  muna 


August  8,  1988 


P8ACTO8gPEK  RAIL  GAIRISOW  PROCRAM 

Th*  Nlnot  Park  District  iR  awar*  of  th*  projected  impact  of 
parsoimal  Co  th*  Hltvot  araa  for  th#  Paaaakaapar  KlRR  1  laa  project. 

Th*  Park  Board  operates  570  acraa  of  park  land  that  lncludas  an 
ho  la  grass  gr**o  golf  court*,  2  swlamlag  poo  la,  2  major  parka,  a 
graat  tod  and  15  neighborhood  parka.  Tha  Board  feala  that  they  provlda 
a  graat  opportunity  in  Cha  City  of  Hiaat  tor  people  to  recraata  and  anjoy 
tha  outdoor*.  Thay  faal  that  with  tha  number  of  acraa  and  Individual 
parka  In  tha  araa  ehara  will  ba  do  nagatlva  affact  on  th*  Park  eyetem. 

Tha  Minot  Park  Board  would  welcome  tha  additional  people  naadad  for 
tha  deployment  and  operation  of  tha  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program. 

Robert  Patry,  Praaldant 
Board  of  Park  Coaatlaalonera 


LOCATION  CcjrO\[J 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


Thank  you  for  attending  thia  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hoatlng  this  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  w#  have  determined  may  occur  It  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  b  a  thorough 
environmental  analyab  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  cl  titan*  before  a 
final  declatoa  oe  tha  program  la  mad*.  Plaaaa  uee  thia  ahaat  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  bauea  that  you  feel  have  not  bean  adequately  analysed  In  tha  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Name  Street  Address  City  State 


Plaaaa  hand  thb  form  hi  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Cot  Pater  Walsh 
AFRCE-BM8/DEV 
Norton  Air  Pore*  Baa* 

San  Bernardino,  California  ff 409 
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Henry  M .  Stoever 

Attorney- *(■  Law 

1 101  East  47th  Street 

r.—et  City.  Mbmirl  04110  August  25,  1988  (818)7534940 


Lt .  Col.  Peter  Halsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  APB,  California  92409-6448 

Re:  Draft  Environmental  impact  Statement 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 

Nhiteman  AFB,  Missouri 

Dear  Mr.  Walsh: 

My  wife,  two  children  and  I  oppose  placement  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Ra  1 2  Gam  son  Proqram  at  Whiteman  APB,  Missouri  for 
the  following  reasons: 

».  Location  of  such  a  weapons  system  near  the  greater 
metropolitan  Kansas  City  area  with  a  population  in  excess  of 
one  million  persons  is  reckless  and  imprudent.  Whether  by 
accident  oj  by  design  (launch  fc  target  of  a  weapon  or  subject 
to  attach  and  at  ground  zero),  such  centers  should  never  be 
near  hiqhly  populated  areas. 

2.  Economically,  this  is  a  wasteful  duplication  of  other 
high  priced  defense  systems.  We  already  have  mobile  systems  in 
operation  (the  bombers  and  space-ships,  or  the  submarines  and 
ships).  I  cannot  justify  further  expenditures  along  these  lines 
whicn  would  duplicate  existing  systems.  Our  economy  can  not 
handle  further  waste  and  duplication  by  high  priced,  wasteful 
weapons  systems. 

3.  The  purpose  of  bringing  the  other  side  to  the  bargaining 
table  is  already  fulfilled.  Progress  on  weapons  negotiations 
has  progressed  and  continues  to  develop.  It  is  contradictory  and 
a  display  of  bad  faith  to  negotiate  arms  reductions  while  at  the 
same  time  developing  more  weapons  and  delivery  systems.  Are  we 
not  deceiving  ourselves  and  the  world? 

4.  The  purpose  of  deterrence  already  exists  for  each  side 
has  25,000  nuclear  weapons.  Weapon  experts  have  testified  under 
oath  that  a  small  number  of  nuclear  weapons  (i.e.  100)  could 
inflict  irreparable  harm  to  all  life  on  this  planet.  Again, 
why  this  unnecessary  duplication? 

5.  He  object  to  further  extension  of  weapon  systems  in 
Missouri.  Your  proposal  would  take  280  acres  of  valuable  farm 
land  and  subject  330  acres  to  restrictive  covenants.  We  are 
already  saddled  with  Whiteman  AFB  and  its  complex  of  150  nuclear 
missiles  scattered  over  ten  counties. 
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Letter  to  Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
8/25/88 


6.  Morally,  we  are  offended  by  any  development  of  weapons. 

We  recognize  that  your  defense  of  these  actions  is  based  tn  the 
argument  of  deterrence.  Such  systems  are  already  in  place  and 
each  person  abhors  the  consequence  of  even  a  limited  nuclear  war. 
However,  each  weapor.  represents  a  willingness  and  a  present  intent 
to  take  the  lives  of  many  innocent  persons  on  this  planet.  In  ray 
mind,  this  is  ar.  intent  to  commit  murder.  The  development  of  this 
delivery  system  is  aiding  and  abetinq  the  ability  to  lethally  kill 
other  innocent  victims.  This  system  is  a  disservice  to  the  press¬ 
ing  needs  of  humanity  in  so  many  areas. 

Thank  you  for  your  consideration . 


Sincerely , 

For  the  Stoevers 

Henry  M.  Stoever 


cc:  Senator  John  Danforth  -  Mo 
Senator  Kit  Bond  -  Mo 
Representative  Ike  Skelton  -  Mo 
Representative  Alan  wheat  -  Mo 

Vice  President  Georqe  Bush  -  Republican  Presidential  candidate 
Governor  Michael  Dukakis  -  Democratic  Prsidential  candidate 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  Alt  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  SAIL  GARRISON  PtOGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attorn Mag  thto  lntrta|.  Oar  purpoee  for  No* tin*  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  cow— quoncos  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Ponosteonper  Roil  Garrison  program  proceed*.  sod  sfford  you  sn  opportunity  to  bring  to 
•or  attention  matter*  we  uy  hav«  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  is  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  sod  citizens  before  a 
final  dec  Woo  on  tbs  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

l*a  aura  If  you  spend  sufficient  aoney  on  this  projsct,  you  can  nlnlals* 
the  environmental  damage  which  could  occur  In  the  construction  of  this 
project.  That  it  Is  not  whet  1  »  concerned  about  however;  it  is  the 
envl ro  mental  disaster  which  will  occur  bf  this  weapon  system  la  used 
on  the  Soviets  aito  they  in  turn  use  s  slnllar  one  on  us.  The  results 
are  too  berrlfyli^  to  contemplate*-!!  is  madness  at  Its  «mr*t. 

~  It  Is  obvious' that  both  nations  are  proceding  on  sn  arms  reduction  course 
end  That  vast  changes  it  have  and  are  taking  place  in  Soviet  society  an3 
“  It  could  be  Chat  peace  Is  "'just  around  the  corner*'.  Aiding  another 
weapons  system  at  this  H point  In  time  is  s  giant  step  backwards. 


We  must  remain  strong  defensively  but  this 
please  gbr  Cod's  sake,  stop  this  madness  ar 


project  is  a  huge  escalation. 


P.S.  I  an  a  S3  year  old  college  educated  Informed  lermsr  who  Is  very 
proud  of  hie  country-- served  lor  two  Jyaara  as  a  draftae--and  am  attenpt- 
Ing  to  influence  Its  course  down  a  sane  path. 


Chester,  KT  59522 


Pleese  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

8an  Bernardino,  California  92409 


DOCUMENT  381 


MUTUAL  AID  COOPtRATIVC 
mamma  post  office  box  no  2027 

SNrwN.  Mona  MMl  SM703  X2? 


August  22,  19B8 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Waleh 
APT  CE  BMX/DEV 

Morton  Air  Force  Baa*.  CA  92409-6448 
U:  KX  Rail  Baaed  Garrison 


This  le  to  advlee  you  that  we  agree  with  ehe  Environmental  Impact 
Study  made  concerning  the  MX  Rail  Baaed  Cerrleon. 


Minot  and  the  surrounding  communities  believe  la  a  strong  nuclear 
deterrent . 

With  the  economic  lapact  to  the  area  with  lea  location  at  Minot 
Air  Force  Base,  we  In  Northwestern  North  Dakoce  will  realise  both 
objectives  of  nuclear  and  economic  security. 

We  strongly  endorse  the  placement  of  this  facility  at  Minot. 


Lowell  D.  Swat 

General  Manage 
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LOCATION  6f<nd  Forks,  HD _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OARRISON  P  IOC  RAM 

Thank  you  for  a  (fending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  foe  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wa  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  thst  will  be  are  liable  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Plaaaa  use  this  sheet  to  tiring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


three  occasions  to  observe  the  presentation 


Rail  Garrison.  It 


planned  to  insure  the  safety  of  the  coamunity  and  stiff 


Air  Force  Base  and  the  country  with  another  modern  military  deter Unt.  We  as 

a  nation  have  the  responsibility  to  provide  our  military  personnel  with _ 

whatever  equipment  possible  to  allow  then  to  function  in  an  effective  capsble 


/ou^MJP  s  — y 

r  Larsen  3020  Belnont  Road  Grand  Fork 


r  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boat  lag  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  conaaquawcaa  we  heve  determined  may  occim  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  heve  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thmigti 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  end  cltlnena  before  e 
final  dectolon  on  the  program  ta  made.  Please  tae  this  ehret  to  bring  to  ow  attention 
environmental  issue*  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  Alt  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  OAIROOK  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  tfate  baarlag.  Our  purpose  for  hoetlag  this  bearing  la  to 
auaaarisa  for  you  the  environmental  iwnyimii  we  hot*  determined  My  occur  If  the 
Peneekeeper  Roll  Garrison  program  pweoafc  and  afford  you  an  opportwity  to  briac  to 
our  attontton  Mtton  wo  may  bora  loadvartaotly  overlooked.  Our  (ool  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysts  that  will  be  avaUabla  to  publtc  officials  and  eittsana  bafora  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  ts  aado.  Plaaaa  use  this  shaat  to  brine  to  our  attention 
environmental  iasuos  that  you  far!  haw*  not  bean  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


ts 


/Me. -/&&*/ j 

losifrrtjc  riosr 


'  XT  GJC/14  /COO 

Name  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  la  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Pater  Welsh 

AFRCE-BMB/DEV 

Norton  Air  Foret  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  91409 
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LOC ATlON  fa-*"*  Forks.  HD  Srsnd  Forks  County 
COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARR180N  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  s  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  trill  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  ii  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feci  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Sedalia  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce 

113  East  Fourth  Street  •  Sedali*.  Missouri  65301  •  816-826-2222 


Director  Environmental  Planning 

nc'iK't-a.'iS/ubV 

..orton  Air  force  Base 

San  Bernadtno.  CA  02409-6448 

RE:  Comments  presented  to  the  United  States  Air  Force  in  Support 
of  the  Deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  Rail  r.arrisor,  to 
Whiteman  Air  fore*  Base 


On  behalf  of  the  business  community  of  the  Sedalia  area  as  represented  by 
the  Sedalia  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce,  I  am  pleased  to  voice  our  full  support 
for  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  to  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base. 

The  Sedalia  area  has  enjoyed  a  full  and  impressive  relationship  with  WAFB 
Since  its  Opening  as  Sedalia  Army  Air  Base.  Renamed  for  a  Sedalia  airman  who 
lost  his  life  defending  Pearl  Harbor,  the  Base  has  been  an  important  social 
and  economic  asset  to  West  Central  Missouri,  it  is  our  considered  collective 
opinion,  after  years  and  years  of  developing  a  great  respect  for  the  strategic 
nuclear  defense  capabilities  of  our  nation,  that  nearly  anything  you  would 
want  to  put  here  would  be  fine  with  us. 

That  may  seem  flippant,  but  it's  not.  There  is  a  mutual  respect  established 
between  the  bwdaiia  area  and  the  Base  whicn  permits  that  si*[ii»tic  statement. 
The  USAF  has  always  done  what  it  said  it  would  in  this  area,  and  on  balance, 
is  considerate  of  the  existing  conditions  and  our  pleasant  rural  environment. 
Equally,  the  people  assigned  to  this  base  with  their  families  have  contributed 
so  much  to  the  composition  of  our  neighborhoods  and  the  social  fabric  of  the 
whole  area.  Similarly,  the  Sedalia  area  has  been  honored  to  support  the 
activities  of  the  .» ■  r  Force,  as  it  fulfills  its  role  tn  keeping  our  national 
security  through  WAFB-sited  systems. 


Peacekeeper 
August  72.  1988 
Page  2 


Re  1  at  we  to  the  Peacekeeper  deployment  specifically,  we  agree  the  economic 
impact  to  the  Sedalia  area  and  the  enure  Whiteman  area  wi  1  1  be  sigmftcai 
Sedalia  construction  entities  have  bene  fitted  greatly  over  the  years,  on 
balance,  fro®  both  the  on-base  and  Air  Force-related  off-base  constructioi 
activity.  Becausa  of  the  expanding  construction  forces  and  capacities  be 
developed  as  a  result  of  Stealth-related  improvements,  the  Sedalia  area  c< 
strucuon  industry  will  be  even  more  prepared  to  meet  the  varied  demands 
created  by  the  Peacekeeper  deployment. 


which  are  presently  under  coni 
similar  in  nature  to  chose  ant 
the  entire  area  and  the  Sedalu 
rapacities  and  capabilities  an 
of  necessary  facilities. 


ct  or  planned  for  the  near  future,  appear  to  be 
i pa ted  by  the  Peacekeeper  program.  We  believe 
marketplace  specifically  have  demonstrated  that 
in  place  to  perform  the  design  and  construction 


Similarly,  the  labor  force  for  the  direct  and  indirect  needs  for  the  project 
should  readily  be  satisfied  with  Sedal.a-area  resident*.  This  area  i.  looking 
forward  to  the  influx  Dt  Air  Force  and  dependent  residents  and  many  of  the 
dependents  will  become  members  of  the  available  labor  force.  With  this 
healthy  supplement  occurring  over  the  next  few  years,  the  SedaMa-area  will 
easily  be  able  to  accommodate  the  additional  demand  created  by  the  Peace- 

Converse ly ,  we  believe  that  as  a  result  of  Seda! la's  economic  development  pro¬ 
gram.  which  annually  accounts  for  the  creation  of  many  coaasercia,,  tourism 
and  industrial  jobs,  we  wi j 1  be  able  to  provide  good  job  opportunities  for  the 
dependents  of  those  locating  as  a  result  of  the  Peacexeeper  garrison  deployment. 


The  Seda  1  la-area  also  sees  great  opportunity  for  total  area  market  development 
as  a  result  of  the  Peacekeeper  garrison  deployment  to  U'AFB.  Along  with  the 
significant  investment  and  the  location  of  new  resident*  will  come  increased 
for  goods  -nd  cervices  and  increased  disposable  lr.cc..e.  -.nth  tht 
Stealth  deployment  and  other  economic  development  activities  occurring  in  the 
Sedalia  area,  significant  commercial  development  is  already  underway.  The 
market  development  currently  underway  will  continue  through  the  period  an¬ 
ticipated  for  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  and  wilt  supply  the  locating 
personnel  with  the  additional  commercial  services  and  market  opportunities  re¬ 
quired  to  fulfill  personal  needs. 

tn  relation  to  housing,  we  encourage  the  Air  Force  to  reconsider  what  appears 
to  be  the  initial  inclination  to  on-base  housing  for  the  Peacekeeper  garrison 
personnel.  We  believe  that  the  B-2  deployment  program  approach  to  housing,  the 
utilization  of  the  001  housing  program,  is  tn*  correct  approach.  As  many  of  the 
opportunities  for  housing  as  possible  should  be  privatized.  The  many  strong 
market  communities  in  the  Whiteman  area  are  available  for  this  investment,  in¬ 
cluding  Sedalia. 
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Peacekeeper 
August  22,  1980 
Page  3 


Peacekeeper 
August  22,  1< 
Page  4 


We  believe  that  the  creation  of  housing  opportunities  in  the  communities  and 
locating  your  personnel  off-base  is  no  detriment  to  the  United  States  Air 
Force,  extremely  beneficial  to  the  communities  such  as  Sedalia  and  also  ex¬ 
tremely  beneficial  to  the  personnel  and  their  dependents  as  they  strive  to 
become  active  participants  in  their  new  coswumty. 

The  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  garrison  will  also  have  significant  bene¬ 
ficial  social  impa  ts  on  the  Seda  1 ia-arsa  we  see  the  influx  of  Peacekeeper- 


system,  and  parochia 
your  f ami ) les  wit  I  b 


:y  tor  those  locating  with  the  Peacekeeper  garrison.  Cape- 
tist  in  our  middle  school  and  our  high  school  in  the  public 
.at  schools,  too,  which  will  provide  quality  education  that 
be  so  concerned  about . 


The  City  of  Sedalia  and  its  Board  of  Public  Works  continues  to  provide  increasm 
capacities  in  public  utilities.  Currently  underway  is  a  program  to  increase  the 
cspacities  of  our  wastewater  treatment  facilities  and  services  areas  to  include 
•any  of  the  new  growth  arees  of  our  community  which  will  be  impacted  by  the 
location  of  the  B-2.  Similarly,  our  water  supply  system  is  recognized  as  one 
oieiauonfY  *"  **"  StJt*  °*  N,,souri  wlth  *«•«  capacity  and  a  -ell -managed 

Additionally,  we  accept  and  indeed  embrace  'he  location  of  Air  Force-related 
personnel  in  our  community  and  the  contributions  of  ideas,  concerns  and  fellow¬ 
ship  they  bring  to  our  community.  Our  housing  market  is  expanding  to  meet  those 
n*eda.  The  Sedalia  Area  Chamber  of  Cosowrc*.  certain  Mini.r.mi  . . 


'  oinwr  organizations  and  service  agencies  « 

and  eociaj  needs  are  also  expanding  their  programs  t 
ty  for  locating  Air  Force  personnel  to  find  a  comfort 
a.  Again,  as  pointed  out  in  the  draft,  balancing  the 
and  the  investment  required  to  accomodate  additions 
ving  as  a  result  of  the  Peacekeeper  garrison  will  be 
account  with  the  expanded  baseline  created  bv  the 


The  Sedalia  area  withholds  any  particu.ar  coment  vfi  the  bieloqical  and  land 
u,e  impacts  anticipated  by  the  report.  However,  we  do  hope  our  neighbors  in 
Johnson  County  and  Knob  Noster  will  fully  support  this  deployment,  considering 
all  the  benefits  to  be  derived  as  a  result  of  the  location  of  the  Peacekeeper 
garrison .  Certainly,  with  WAFB  as  a  neighbor,  the  expansion  of  that  facility 
and  its  impacts  on  aqr'.'.lture  and  other  natural  resources  round  in  those  loca¬ 
tions  must  be  a  major  component  in  the  laid  use  discussions  of  the  area.  We 
have  every  confidence  that  our  neighbors  »1H,  in  fact,  agree  with  you  and 
adjudge  the  impacts  to  the  biological  environment  and  the  accompanying  land 
■:xe  impacts  to  be  moderate  and  sufficiently  mitigated  through  those  methods 
listed  in  your  draft  report. 

The  Sedalia  community  does  encourage  the  coordination  between  the  Peacekeeper 
garrison  program  and  tlie  existing  3-2  dvplwy.ent  p.-Og.aa.  T.ie  «...  c.c*.,, 

Steering  Council  is  made  up  of  representatives  of  24  local  governmental  entities 
Icities,  counties,  srhoo1  boards).  These  24,  in  concert  with  over  2SC  to  JOO 
others  working  on  Steering  Council  Task  Torces  are  addressing  the  very  issues 
addressed  by  the  environmental  impact  statement.  We  cannot  state  strongly 
enough  our  concern  that  there  are  multiple  research  efforts  going  on  at  this 
moment  to  deal  with  the  B-2  deployment,  the  BUI  housing,  re Uted  to  b-2,  and  now 
with  the  Peacekeeper  garrison.  We  do  hope  that  these  are  being  coordinated, 
and  again  encourage  you.  with  our  strongest  emphasis,  that  they  must  be  co¬ 
ordinated  'or  the  most  efficient  use  of  your  resources  and  for  the  greatest 
benefit  tc  the  Sedalia  area  and  indeed  the  entire  Whiteman  area. 

W*  encourage  you  so  strongly  that  any  public  investment  ,n  the  nature  of  housing 
or  a  service  be  provided  through  publ lc/pr lvate  partnership*  wherever  and  when¬ 
ever  it  car.  be  done.  WAFB  is  located  in  an  area  of  strong  local  economies,  in¬ 
cluding  the  major  market  center  of  Sedalia.  These  capacities  are  available  to 
serve  these  needs  outside  the  gates  of  the  Air  Force.  We  hope  that  you  will 
look  to  the  private  sector  in  the  area  for  these  services  end  products  rather 
than  expending  valuable  Air  Force  resources.  I  would  slso  make  the  additional 
personal  note  that  1  can  think  of  no  better  way  to  help  your  Air  Force 
personnel  to  blend  into,  and  become  a  part  of  the  area  coemumtiss  than  by 
providing  privately  developed  housing  opportunities  to  the*  upon  arrival  at  WAFB. 

•e  im  *n  ihe  Sedalia  area  that  the  Overall  im-act;  of  »},*  Fesc»kc«-m- 

garnson  -i 1 1  be  moderate  and  that,  in  fact,  applies  to  the  entire  WAFB  area. 
Distribution  of  employment,  residential  occupancy,  and  other  economic  and 
social  impacts  wi 11  be  market  driven,  however,  and  it  almost  defies  prediction. 
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The  Defanxa  R»vit*lii«tior  and  Marketing  Office  Will  be  reaponsible  for 
providing  the  proper  lundlin^  of  waatea  and  arranging  for  transport  to  treat  - 
sent  and  disposal  facilities,  according  to  the  draft  atateawnt.  He  encourage 
the  DRMO,  as  they  plan  to  construct  a  rmw  conforming  storage  facility  in  the  near 
future,  to  work  closely  with  local  aaergency  response  teaas  to  identify  the 
types  of  sateruls  and  their  locations  in  and  around  the  base,  we  encourage 
the  onto  to  consult  with  the  KASC  currently  in  place,  if  still  in  existence 
at  the  time  of  the  Peacekeeper  garrison  deployment,  so  that  the  communities 
are  not  only  aware  of  plans  for  this  diaoosal  project  but  so  that  *■<*  ri-/  in¬ 
fluence  the  location  and  use  of  any  such  facility. 


The  comments  from  the  Seda, is  area  to  your  draft  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  are  general  in  nature  out  we  want  them  to  be  very  specific  as  we  relay 
our  support  for  the  continued  growth  of  WAF8  through  this  deployment  project. 


Z 


The  Sedalia  area  holds  the  requisite  capacities  in  the  area  of  job  opportunities, 
work  availability,  schools,  health-care  facilities,  social  organisations,  churches, 
housing  development  areas,  public  utilities,  post -secondary  educational  systems 
ISFCC)  and  our  forward  thinking  local  leadership  to  accept  with  open  arms  the 
deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  garrison.  The  Sedalia  comomly  sees  no  negative 
affects  of  this  location  which  would  concern  us  at  this  point,  we  wish  to  offer 
and  extend  our  complete  cooperation  with  the  program  and  hope  that  you  will 
look  to  the  many  resources  aveileble  in  the  Sedalia  area  as  you  continue 
planning  tor  this  important  step  m  the  diversification  of  our  strategic 
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ton MWHr  SHEET  * 

US  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thmak  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
•uaBsrtM  for  you  the  environmental  ooo— geencee  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  program  prootetb,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  wa  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  ta  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  piddle  officials  and  cit teens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  bean  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environ  mental  Impact  Statement. 
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Lt.  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA  9?<*09-6^^8 


DEAR  r.Ol  .  UAL  SH  , 

I  ELAVF  ATTFNOfD  All  OF  THF  HEARING:.  SPONSORFO  BY  THF  UNITFO  STATES  AIR 

EOREE  IN  REGARD'.  TO  THE  PLACFMTNT  Of  MX  MIS'.LES  IN  OUR  STATF  .  BOTH  FDR  THF 

DRIGINAI  PI  AN  OF  THF  "PFAL FKFFPFRS"  AND  FOR  THF  NEW  PI  AN  fAI  LED  ’PAIL 
GARRISON.'  !  AM  A  PAST.'IR.  A  f  fINi'.FRNET)  PARENT,  AND  A  •.  1  I l  JEN  UJIC 

f.nNsi- tcnt;  v  .mrirr.  r r  par t  i  '  i pa t f  in  m e  ouai  iir  of  r a?  i  my 

-HOME  .  - 

AND.  AS  I  AT  TFNDf  f)  ALL  FOUR  HE  APINGS  IN  THE  PAST  SIX  TEARS ,  UHICH  WERE 
GRATJiMISt  T  SPONSORED  BY  THF  AIR  FUR»  [  ,  !  EANNuT  HE l  P  BUT  LIMNDFR  -  ’WHAT 
NEW  WEAPONS  SYSTEM  Wilt  TMF  r  A'*  ITS  TO  AFFIRM  NEXT?’  YOU  SF.I  .  IN  19H3, 
Ail  OF  I  r ;  •  ITI.’EN-  WHO  GA  THE  RED  FROM  WYOMING  WERE  ASSURED  -  THAT  IS  THIS 
MX  WA'.  IMF  UIT1MATF  IN  DFFFN'.F.  U  Mf  Bill  .AIT:  *YFS*  TO  IHf  PLACEMENT  OF 
THIS  PENFUFD  ARM  Uf  THE  TRIAD... THEN  WF  WOUl  0  BE  ASSURED  OF  OF  TERRE  NT 

POUF  R  WHICH  No  I  ONI  i  Mf  f  rilRRFNT  MED-.,  HU  I  WOULD  KEEP  US  SAFE  FOP  TEARS 

AND  YEARS  YFT  TO  BE. 

AND  NOW.  IN  1VB8,  THE  A  IP  FORCE  COMES  AGAIN... AND  ASKS  OS  TO  USE  OUR 
STATF... AND  ASK  OS  TO  list  1  HE  LAND  UE  LAI  (  HOME  ..  .TO  AFFIRM  A  WEAPONS 
SYSTEM  THAT  "WF  Nf  FP .  *  AND.  BE  H I  NO  THEIR  ARGUMENT  IS  THE 

IMPLICATION-  THAT  THE  PFACEEFEPFRS  THAT  WERE  PI  ACE  D  SO  SOI  ID!  Y  IN  THE  SOIL 
l  ESS  THAN  FIVE  YEARS  AGO  APE  SIMPLY  NOT  ENOUGH'  AND.  THOSE  OF  US, 

WHO  ’OF.  HEARD  THr  WITNESS. .  .ASK  WHY.'  AND.  THOSE  OF  IIS  UHO’Vf  HEARO  THE 
W I  TNEf  S  WONOER  .  .  .  'WHEN  Wilt  THEY  EVER  SAY:  'ENOUGH'-'  * 


Dear  Col.  Walsh: 


T  have  the  Following  comments  on  and  questions  about  the  draft  Environment.  1 
Impact  Statement  for  HX  Rail  Garrison  deployment. 


1 


During  the  scoping  hearing  held  In  Cheyenne  in  March,  I  asked  that  eleven 
questions  be  addressed  in  the  draft.  One  of  those  questions  was  addressed,  and 
part  of  another  one.  And  I  found  In  the  draft,  no  explanation  of  why  ay  or 
anyone  else’s  unaddressed  questions  were  not  addressed,  or  even  an  acknowledgement 
that  some  questions  were  not  addressed.  Have  I  misunderstood  the  purpose  of 
the  scoping  hearings? 


1  shall  rephrase  what  I  consider  the  most  important  of  my  questions. 


2 


1.  What,  if  any,  effect  will  the  public  comments  received  at  the  Air  Force 
hearings  have  on  the  Air  Force’s  decision-making  process? 


3 


2.  I  note  that  the  dElS  contained  three  lines  regarding  the  impacts  of  the  "no 
action"  alternative,  and  no  discussion  anywhere  or  the  ways  in  which  the  MX  Is 
expected  to  enhance  America’s  national  security,  or  failure  to  deploy  lt  will 
have  any  impact  at  all  on  our  national  security,  t  seriously  doubt  that  the  Air 
Force  feels  there  will  be  no  impacts  to  our  nation’s  security  whether  or  not 
this  missile  is  deployed,  yet  I  don’t  see  what  other  conclusion  can  be  drawn  from 
this  dEIS.  It  certainly  seems  that  the  issue  should  be  addressed  in  the  EIS, 
since  I  believe  national  security  is  the  reason  generally  given  for  the  need  to 
deploy  more  MX  missiles. 


II 

2| 

3| 
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AND.  A?  A  PASTOR.  AND  AS  A  CITIZEN  WHO  IS  MORE  THAN  JUST 
-rONTERNED,-  I  ASK  YOU  TO  RESPOND  TO  THESE  REAL  QUESTIONS:  t 1 >  WHAT.  IN 
YOUR  OPINION,  ff.  *F NOOGH?*  ID)  ISN’T  THE  RAIL  GARRISON  SIMPLY  A 

.REFASHIONING  OF  THF  WEAPONS  SYTFM  THAT  WAS  ALREADY  REJECTED  UNDER 
PRESIDENT  fARTFR?  (3)  DOESN’T  THE  MX  RAH  GARRISON  PLAN  UNDERMINE  THE 
LEGITIMATE  PEACE  MAKING  EFFORTS  OF  ROIH  THE  US  AW)  SOVIET  GOVERNMENTS’ 

ANO  (a)  ISN’T  THF  RAH  GARRISON  PLAN  Yf  I  ANOTHER  STEP  IN  THE  GRADUAL 
PROLIFERATION  OF  WEAPONS  SYSTEMS  WHICH  RE  INTRODUCE  TEC  THREATS  OF 
ACCIDENTS.  THF  CERTAINTY  OF  FAl  l  -OUT  (  AW)  THEREFORE  MAKf  NM.l  ANO  VOID  ANY 
ILLUSIONS  OF  "CIVIL  OEFFNSF  *  ),  ANT)  INCREASES  INTERNATIONAL  TENSION  BY 
MAKING  CIVIl  IANS  AND  GOVERNMENTS  Al  IKE  'HOSTAGE’  TO  THE.  NUCLEAR  POWERS? 


^SINCERELY. 

.  SJJf 
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3.  The  dEIS  noted  that  the  Air  Force  will  comply  with  all  state  laws  and  reg¬ 
ulations  that  n  is  required  to  comply  with.  What  about  laws  such  as  Wyoming’s 
Industrial  Siting  law.  or  regulations  that  the  state  be  notified  when  hazardous 
materials  are  being  transported  on  our  highways?  1  believe  neither  is  the  Air 
Force  technically  required  to  comply  with,  yet  in  both  cases,  compliance  would 
significantly  enhance  the  safety  and  well-being  of  the  people  of  this  state. 
Will  you  then,  simply  ignore  such  laws  and  regulations? 


k.  Perhaps  the  thing  that  troubled  me  the  moat  as  I  read  the  dEIS,  is  its  com¬ 
plete  failure  to  discuss  the  actual  purpose,  and  potential  use  of  these  new  MX 
missiles.  I  sm  consistently  ama2ed  by  the  Air  Force’s  tendency  to  discuss 
these  missiles  as  though  they  were  simply  a  very  technical  economic  development 
project.  I  don’t  believe  the  words  "war"  or  "enemy"  were  used  a  single  time  in 
the  dEIS,  and  death  was  only  mentioned  as  a  possibility  in  the  case  of  an 
accident.  Don’t  you  think  that’s  pretty  remarkable? 


1  hope  these  issues  can  be  addressed. 


Sinperely,,^ 
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25  August  1986 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BNS/DEV 

Norton  AFB ,  CA  92*09-64*18 
Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

Having  reviewed  the  Air  Force'*  Draft  Env ironaiental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS)  on  the  NX  Rail-Garrison  sslng  plan,  SANE/FREEZE  finds  that  lt 
falls  to  address  a  number  of  key  issues: 

1.  Will  the  50  MX  missiles  based  In  the  rall-garrlson  mode  be  new 
missiles  or  existing  ones?  The  DEIS  states  that  the  "Proposed 
Action”  is  to  deploy  50  MX  missiles  on  25  trains,  but  falls  to 
eiplaln  whether  these  would  be  the  same  50  missiles  currently 
deployed  in  silos  across  the  West  or  whether  50  additional  missiles 
would  be  built.  If  new  missiles  would  be  built,  the  cost  of 
building  them  should  be  Included  In  the  DEIS.  Neither  the  "Proposed 
Action"  nor  the  "Alternative  Action"  scenarios  reveal  such  a  cost 
figure. 

2.  As  the  NX  trains  travel  along  public  railroad  lines,  they  will 
make  every  city  they  pass  through  a  nuclear  target.  As  Captain  Joy  of 
the  Air  Force's  Ballistic  Missile  Office  stated  in  March,  "Enemies 
would  have  to  use  up  more  weapons  to  try  to  destroy"  MX  trains.  The 
DEIS  does  not  address  the  environmental  impact  of  nuclear  warneads 
dropped  on  cities  along  the  MX  train  route. 

3-  The  DEIS'  estimates  of  Jobs  to  be  generated  by  the  NX  program  are 
highly  suspect.  For  Instance,  nearly  all  the  FY89  funding  for  the  MX 
program  would  be  for  research  and  development,  and  nearly  all  the  FY92 
funding  would  be  Tor  operations — two  very  different  functions 
performed  by  very  different  types  of  workers.  Yet  the  DEIS'  ratio  of 
jobs  generated  per  billion  dollars  spent  is  about  the  same  for  both 
FY89  and  FY92.  What  methodology  was  used  and  what  assumptions  were 
made  to  generate  the  Job  estimates  in  the  DEIS? 

4.  The  DEIS  docs  not  adequately  analyze  the  "No  Action"  alternative. 
For  instance,  the  DEIS  does  not  consider  how  many  Jobs  could  be 
generated  by  spending  the  $10-15  billion  it  projects  as  the  rail- 
garrison's  cost  on  other  sectors  of  the  economy,  such  as  housing  or 
education. 
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5.  The  DEIS  falls  to  analyze  the  economic  Impact  on  local  communities 
cf  the  "bo -m-bi/s t ■  J«b  cy cl e  created  by  the  MX--e  cycle  that  will 
throw  thousands  of  MX  employees  out  oi  wwrk  •-  the  r'srr,  its 

end.  The  DEIS  forecasts  that  jobs  created  by  the  MX  program  would 
fluctuate  "from  nearly  40,000  In  FY89  to  nearly  148,000  lr.  FT91  and 
then  decline  to  13.000  by  FY93  and  Just  under  12,000  in  FY94  and 
beyond  [nationally)."  Does  the  Air  Force  have  any  plans  to  address 
the  unemployment  and  resulting  trauma  the  MX  program  can  be  expected 
to  leave  in  its  wake? 

SANE/FREEZE  believes  these  questions  must  be  addressed  by  the  Air 
Force  in  order  for  the  final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  have 
any  validity.  Please  respond  to  and  include  this  letter  in  the 
final  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and  please  forward  to  us  a 
copy  of  the  FEIS  when  it  is  complete. 


Yours  for  peace, 


Duane  Shank 

Acting  Executive  Director 
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TO;  EIS  Committee 

FROM;  Neel  Ruedisili 

RE:  MX  kail  Garrison  Dralt  Statement 


]  am  Heal  Ruedisili,  the  Lutheran  campus  pastor  at  Minot  State 
University.  Four  HSU  students  and  I  traveled  to  West  Berlin  in  the  sum¬ 
mer  of  1986,  to  participate  in  an  international  workcarap  project, 
converting  an  abandoned  factory  into  a  community  center.  It  was  at  the 
same  tJrae  that  Berlin  was  rornnemorat Ing  the  25th  anniversary  of  the 
Berlin  Wall.  One  of  the  volunteer  supervisors  was  a  hospital  dietician. 

I  asked  her  why  she  used  her  free  time  to  volunteer  for  the  project, 
and  her  response  wa9  something  like  thi9:  "I  need  to  do  this  for  myself. 
Living  next  to  the  Wall  year  after  year,  I  find  myself  taking  it  for 
granted,  accepting  lt  as  normal.  Then  I  meet  people  like  you  who  are 
shocked  by  lt .  who  find  it  obscene  and  immoral  I  need  to  do  thia,  to 
be  reminded  frequently  that  the  Wall  is  abnor-  :  and  unacceptable.” 

I  thank  you  for  the  work  you  have  put  into  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement.  It  is  thorough.  And  you  are  straightforward  in 
expressing  your  intent;  "The  purpose  of  an  F.IS  is  to  analyze  possible 
environmental  consequences  of  the  Proposed  Action  and  its  reasonable 
alternatives,  including  the  No  Action  Alternative.  A  discussion  of 
morality,  national  security  policy,  or  psychological  effect  is  beyond 
the  scope  of  this  EIS.”  (1,10.2) 

There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind,  however,  that  our  environment  includes 
those  things  that  affect  us  morally  and  psychologically,  whether  or  not 
we  are  consciously  aware  of  them.  I  realize  now  that  the  insight  of  our 
Berlin  friend  applies  to  me.  as  I  grow  accustomed  to  being  surrounded  by 
silent  missile  silos.  Even  if  we  have  quit  thinking  and  talking  about 
the  potential  and  purpose  of  these  nuclear  weapons,  if  we  listen  to  our 
children,  we  know  that  their  concerns  and  fears  of  a  nuclear  holocaust 
•re  real . 


EIS  Committee 
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2.  Theie  is  u  section  nhout  a  possible  second  rail  connector,  going 
north  to  lansford.  In  discussing  this  possibility.  Section  4.10.16 
states:  "None  of  these  streams  (Little  Deep  Creek,  Egg  Creek,  and 
an  unnamed  creek)  requiring  bridges  have  state-designated  uses, 
indicating  that  they  are  not  particularly  sensitive  streams."  I 
really  doubt  that  conclusion. 

The  statement  continues;  "The  Right  of  Way  (to  Lunsford)  would 
use  about  152  acres  of  land  and  could  probably  be  sited  to  avoid 
scattered  farmhouses.  There  ould.  however,  be  a  conflict  wirh 
existing  structures  or  roads  at  Lansford  where  a  wye  would  be  con¬ 
structed  to  the  Soo  Railroad  main  line."  I’m  interested  in  knowing 
if  the  people  living  north  of  the  proposed  garrison  are  aware  of 
this  possibility.  » 

3.  In  dealing  with  natural  rati  hazards  in  Section  5.2.3.  the  report 
mentions  lightning,  blizzards,  tornados,  earthquakes,  and  flooding. 
There  is  no  mention  of  the  effect  of  heat.  In  last  week's  Amtrak 
derailment  near  Saco,  Montana,  thp  engineer  reported  that  the  recent 
heat  wave  caused  rail  distortion  and  the  subsequent  accident. 

4.  In  summarizing  the  program's  impact  at  Minot,  the  draft  states  on 

page  S-44:  "The  Proposed  and  Alternative  Actions  at  Minot  Air  Force 
Base  would  not  result  in  ‘-"ant  impacts  on  any  resources."  I 

don’t  think  one  has  to  be  a  born  cynic  to  question  that  sweeping 
conclusion. 

I  want  to  conclude  by  affirming  the  presence  and  the  people  of  Minot 
Air  Force  Base.  I  do  want  to  see  the  economy  of  Minot  and  Ward  County 
expand  and  diversify,  but  not  with  something  as  suspect  and  outlandish 
as  putting  MX  missiles  on  our  nation’s  rails.  Is  the  possibility  of 
creating  300-400  jobs  in  Minot  worth  it.  in  light  of  the  horrible  human 
destruction  that  the  end  product  represents1  A  new  Job  Corps  Center  in 
Minot  --  you  bet:  and  I'm  delighted  to  be  a  member  of  the  governor's 
Task  Force  working  toward  that  goal.  I'm  also  glad  that  mv  tennis  part¬ 
ner  and  friend.  Bruce  Bacon,  is  on  the  North  Dakota  2000  Committee, 
helping  our  state  look  for  ways  to  attract  new  business  and  Industry. 


There  are  sections  of  the  EIS  Drs^t  that  trouble 
aeveral : 


To  mention 


But  the  MX  (to  call  it  ! 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison  Project 


icekeeper  is  i 


aberri 


of  a  good  word). 


Section  4.10.5.3-  Native  American  Resources.  "Although  the  study 
area  ia  within  the  traditional  territory  of  the  Hldatsas.  specific 
Native  American  resources  such  ss  sacred  areas  have  not  been  iden¬ 
tified.  Therefore,  none  would  be  affected  by  the  Proposed  Action." 
Whether  or  not  research  has  been  done  In  the  area,  to  sta'e  'hat 
therefore  nothing  would  be  affected  is  not  logical,  but  is  rather 
cavalier  and  careless. 


«... 


2-163 


DOCUMENT  392 


DOCUMENT  393 


LUTHERAN  CAMPUS  MINISTRY 

M. not  Siite  University 


August  16,  1988 


701  SE  4th  St. 
'-•not,  '.0  58701 
August  25,  1988 


TO:  EJS  Committee 
FROI'i  Anne  Ruedisili 

RE:  KX  Rail  Garrison  "raft  statement 


Editor 

Minot  Daily  Mews 
Minot,  North  Dakota 

Dear  Editor* 

I  want  to  invite  everyone! including  myself) 
to  consider  this  possibility:  that  it  is  con¬ 
sistent  to  love  city,  state  and  nation  dearly, 
and  at  the  same  time  to  have  deeper  values  that 
shape  and  sometimes  transcend  our  genuine 
patriotism.  I  want  to  encourage  our  community 
leaders  to  feel  free  tc  say  that  something 
might  be  good  for  us  locally,  but  not  in  the 
best  interest  of  our  country  or  our  world. 

I  want  them  to  know  that  North  Dakotans  respect 
those  who  take  and  articulate  difficult  and 
unpopular  positions,  if  done  so  in  good  faith 
and  strong  conviction. 

In  that  spirit,  I  like  Minot  and  want  the 
best  for  her.  I  feel  strongly  that  to  only 
see  the  300-400  jobs  and  to  ignore  the  horror 
and  the  absurdity  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison 
Proposal,  a  new  delivery  system  for  nuclear 
bombs,  is  to  turn  our  values  upside  down,  to 
flirt  with  the  danger  of  betraying  some  of  our 
most  precious  values:  hospitality,  trust, 
love,  shalom. 

Thank  you  for  giving  this  your  consideration. 


1 


'•y  name  is  Anne  Ruedisili,  from  7CI  SZ  4th  >t.,  Minot, 

D  58701.  '  am  a  student  at  Minot  Hiqh  School  and  am  very 

irvol vi A.  .r  drara,  \  J.u.c  -  r^r.y  *■«..:?"  ir.  thi®  thea¬ 

ter.  Vo me  others  involved  in  drama  are  from  the  Minot  Air 
Force  Base  and  they  have  become  very  oood  friends  of  mine. 
But  i  am  here  speaking  in  opposition  to  the  Pail  Garrison 
KX  missiles.  r  can't  call  these  "Peacekeepers''. 

Am  I  supposed  to  keep  living  in.  fear  of  a  nuclear  acci¬ 
dent?  People  my  aqe  aren't  ignorant  of  what's  going  on. 
we're  scared,  we  grew  up  with  the  idea  that  trains  were 
fur.  and  exciting.  we  learned  that  they  carry  food  and 
people  to  other  parts  of  the  country.  Let's  keep  shipping 
grain,  not  weapons. 

The  Air  Force  says  we  reed  the  Rail  Garrison  project  for 
"deterrence".  The  defir ition  for  this  tern  is:  "having 
sufficient  military  strength  and  perceived  willingness  to 
use  that  strength  after  an  enemy  attack  to  inflict  unaccept¬ 
able  damage  on  the  enemy  thus  inhibiting  thorn  from  strikirg 
in  the  first  place."  We  had  enough  deterrence  for  now  with 
the  i  c 56i dor.  sutmarues  of  the  60' s.  ..hy  30,000-50,000  more 
warheads - 


The  main  argument  I  have  heard  from  Minot  people  ir.  faver 
of  this  proposal  being  implemented  here  is  to  strenothen  our 
local  economy.  With  a  bit  of  sarcasm  T  say  this:  Rail  Gar¬ 
rison  is  really  going  to  help  tourism  in  cur  state.  People 
coino  on  family  vacations  want  to  enjoy  themselves  and  relax, 
not  get  a  rude  awakening  from  a  huge  train  with  several  mis¬ 
siles  on  it.  They  already  have  to  look  at  missile  silos. 


3cme  folks  saw  me  handinq  out  opposition  materials  as  they 
came  in.  vorne  were  very  polite  ar.d  accepted  the  info. 

Thanks,  others  lqrored  rre  ard  some  were  very  rude.  T  didn't 
expect  that  from  my  community.  f  am  not  forcing  my  opinio", 
only  wishing  that  people  will  have  an  open  mind  and  ut 
polite.  I  am  scared  of  a  mistake  and  I  have  prayed  that  the 
rioht  thing  will  be  done.  Thank  you. 


Anne  Ruedisili 


Neal  Ruedisili 


DOCUMENT  394  j 


DOCUMENT  395 


For  I— edlate  Release 


Pot  further  Information 
contact  Madeleine  Korfmecher 
at  223-7080  or  375-8775 


Statement  by  Madeleine  Korfmecher  to  be  released  on  8-1-86 
at  the  Jacksonville  MX  hearings  on  the  DEIS. 


Arkansas  Social  Workers  for  Peace  and  Justice  ere  against  the 
rail-based  MX  missile  system.  We  believe  that  the  draft 
environmental  Impact  statement  did  not  properly  address  the 
alternative  of  building  no  MX  missiles  and  Instead  using  that 
money  for  social  programs.  Social  workers  are  concerned  with 
the  victims  of  the  violence  of  poverty  which  manifests  Itself 
in  hunger,  emlnutrltlon,  homelessness.  Infant  mortality, 
inadequate  education  and  health  care.  Social  workers  feel  that 
the  money  for  the  MX  system  could  much  better  be  used  to 
alleviate  the  above  problems.  Especially  In  a  state  like 
Arkansas  where  problems  such  as  hunger.  Illiteracy  and 
homelessness  are  acute,  social  workers  are  against  using 
ultimstsly  billions  of  dollars  on  a  weapon  system.  Social 
workers  in  Arkansas  dsal  with  the  above  social  problems  on  e 
daily  basis,  end  are  very  much  aware  of  people  who  are 
presently  in  desperate  financial  need.  Therefore,  the  Arkansas 
Social  Workers  for  Psace  and  Justice  strongly  opposes  trie 
proposed  missile  system. 
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For  Imped >at-  Release 


For  further  information  contact 
Valter  Korfmecher,  Ph.  0.  at 
375-8775  or  541-4108 
or  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists 
at  202-332-0900 

Statement  by  Dr.  Valter  Korfmecher  to  be  released  on  6-1-18 
at  the  Jacksonville  MX  hearings  on  the  DEIS. 

I  am  a  member  of  the  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists.  I  have 
looked  over  the  draft  environmental  Impact  statement  (DEIS)  on 
the  proposed  MX  missile-garrison  systsm.  Most  of  ths  concerns  of 
the  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  were  not  addressed  by  the 
DEIS.  Some  of  the  problems  that  the  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists 
bellevs  need  to  be  addressed  ere  listed  below. 

1.  The  Rail-Oarilson  System  would  be  vulnerable. 

When  based  in  garrison,  the  MX  trains  would  be  more 
vulnerable  to  Soviet  strategic  warheads  than  thay  acs  in 
their  current  fixed-silo  deployment  sites. 

Vhen  dispersed  from  their  garrisons,  the  MX  trains 
would  be  even  more  vulnerable,  especially  during  the  early 
part  of  a  crisis.  Due  to  their  relatively  light 
construction,  all  missile  trains  along  4-6  miles  of  track 
would  be  destroyed  by  e  single  500  klloton  warhead.  This 
vulnerability  lessens  only  when  the  trains  have  moved 
over  a  iargar  part  of  tha  rail  network,  some  4-6  hours 
after  dlspersel. 

2.  The  Rall-Oarr ieon  would  be  Strategically  Destabilising. 

The  MX,  like  any  multi -warhead  system,  increases 
incsntlves  to  attack  early  in  a  crisis,  since  its  ten 
warheads,  once  located,  can  be  destroyed  by  only  two 
Soviet  warheads. 

Dsploying  the  MX  in  a  vulnerable  basing  mode  also 
increases  American  incentives  to  strike  early,  since 
delay  will  only  decreasa  the  attacking  force'a  chance  of 

euccees . 

The  re  1 1-gar r Ison  plan  lncraasaa  both  of  theaa 
Incentives,  since  the  trains  will  carry  20  warhaada  and 
will  be  especially  vulnerable  to  attack  during  tha  first 
tour  to  six  hours  of  a  crisis. 

Tha  best  way  to  deal  with  this  vulnarablllty,  moving  tha 
trains  out  of  garrison,  could  bs  parcsivsd  as  provocative, 
causing  or  accelerating  an  international  crisis. 

3.  Tha  Rail -dart laon  would  act  aa  a  Magnet  Attrectlng  Soviet 
Attack . 

Tha  deploysmnt  altas,  aa  wall  as  tha  aur rounding  araae  In 
which  tha  misslla  trains  would  patrol,  will  becoma 
targata  for  "barrage"  attacks  as  ths  Soviets  saturats  the 
erees  with  nuclear  explosions. 
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TO  WHOM  IT  HAY  CONCERN: 


WHEREAS  We,  the  Jacksonville  Commerce  Corporation  dedicated  to  the 
Industrial  growth  and  economic  well  being  of  our  coamunlty  and  recognlzlr 
both  the  national  military  Importance  and  the  local  economic  Impact  and 

WHEREAS  As  taxpayers  we  recognize  that  the  rail  garrisoned  Peacekeepa 
system  provides  the  best  return  on  our  military  deterrent  tax  dollars 

NOW  THEREFORE  Be  It  resolved  that  the  Jacksonville  Commerce  Corporation 
of  the  City  of  Jacksonville  supports  and  endorses  the  selection  of  L1ttl< 
Rock  Air  Force  Base  for  the  deployment  of  the  Rail  6arr1son  Peacekeeper*, 
Hlsslle,  and  strongly  urges  the  officials  of  Strategic  Air  Command  to  vTi 
Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  as  a  favorable  prospect  for  the  system. 


JACKSONVILLE  COHMERCE  CORPORATION 


Jerry  Halsell 

DIRECTOR  INDUSTRIAL  OEVELOPHENT 
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I  Ai  F  teeafy-  Tt'c**  is  akoundw and 
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Aj iqait  ),  I9tt 


COMMENTS  by  TRUSTEN  HOLDER  on  th«  DRAPT  ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPACT  STATEMENT  for  tho  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM  for 
the  AUGUST  1  PUBLIC  HEARING 


My  dim  ia  Trustan  Holder  and  Ltttla  Rock  haa  boon  ay  home  for 
all  of  my  seventy  flv*  years.  Conservation,  eepecially  wildlife 
conservation,  haa  boon  ay  lifelong  profession  and  ay  lifelong  enjoy- 
aant,  I  aa  not  qualified  to  pass  judgement  on  whether  or  not  the 
Congress  and  the  President  aade  the  right  decision  In  1966  when  they 
decided  our  nation  should  have  this  Peacekeeper  rail  aounted  aisslle 
systea.  But  I  a a  qualified  to  pass  judge went  on  whether  or  not  having 
a  unit  of  this  aissile  systea  garrisoned  at  the  Little  Rock  Air  Porce 
Base  would  have  a  significant  detrimental  effect  upon  those  environ* 
aental  qualities  which,  in  aost  all  other  cases,  would  have  been  the 
priaary  concerns  of  conservationists  and  environaentaliets. 

During  the  eight  years  between  1971  and  1979  wtite  I  was  serving 
as  Chief  of  the  Environmental  Preservation  Division  of  the  Arkansas 
Departaent  of  Pollution  Control  and  Ecology,  I  supervised  and  assisted 
in  the  review  of  literally  hundreds  of  environmental  impact  statements 
and  assisted  in  the  preparation  of  dosena  of  others. 


II 


StCAC-tOAy  oj  tilt  Ac*.  F OACt 
P« MXaqan 

UatktjtgXcn,  tf.C.  2050-1000 
VtaA.  Stil: 

I  have  been  a  KtttiUnt  titt  Ccty  a{  Jac k&onv-LLLt  jot  the  hiiC  30  yta*4. 
Putoty  tiUi  timt,  I  have  4 ten  the  im pact  that  the  UXttt  Rock  Act  Fotce  S<ue 
keu  h ad  on  out  conwuActy. 

Placeman*  o{  the  wutitaAy  tiutiUl&La)*  <a  out  commnUy  has  not  ontu  bene- 
^c ted  ua  weth  ptoteetcon  ^tow  enemy  aygt css-con,  but  with  Ktiidt/itiaZ,  bus-cness 
and  indiiAtiuol  gtowth.  It  haa  p usuUtd  us  with  the  challenge  oj  being  a  taih 
<j»  a  chain  otf  KttporuiMt  octczeiu  who  have  been  and  <xt«  now  titulng  to  kttp 
peace  in  out  commuuXu,  out  slate,  out  nation  and  out  nwttd.  The  Itadvu  o< 
thiA  comnunity  ject  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  GauLcsc  n  Ptogtam  at  the  little 
Rock  Ait  Fotce  Bate  witt  hetp  ua  to  continue  thoAC  tjjo ttA. 

Aa  an  elected  0{{ici4l,  a  teptCAentattve  o j  the  citizens  oj  the  City  o{  Jacfe- 
a onviLlt,  I,  thete$ote,  do  heteby  tegueat  that  the  Peacefceepet  Rail  Gaviison 
Program  be  placed  at  the  tittle  Rock  Ait  Fotce  5aae. 


RcApect  julty. 


City  Cleti-TteoAutet 

CITV  OF  JACKSONVILLE.  ARKANSAS 
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The  draft  environmntal  Impact  statement  that  has  been  prepared 
for  this  aiaaile  system  is  sn  excellent  statement  and  proves  that 
there  won't  be  any  significant  datriaental  effacta  upon  those  things 
which  in  Boat  cases  would  be  of  considerable  concern  to  the  envlron- 
aenltal  community.  Usually,  the  environmental  coamunity  is  concerned 

1  mostly  about  such  things  as  the  destruction  of  wildlife  habitat  l*ith 
special  concern  for  tha  habitats  for  endangered  and  threatened  species > 
with  increases  in  water,  air  and  noise  pollution,  with  increases  in 
traffic  hasarda,  with  tha  overloading  or  educational  facilities  and 
with  the  general  disruption  of  the  tranquility  of  coamunity  Ufa.  All 
of  these  things  are  important  not  only  to  the  quality  of  our  life  but 
also  to  the  quality  of  life  that  wa  will  pass  on  to  future  generations. 
And,  having  a  unit  of  this  rail  mounted  aissile  systea  garrisoned  at 
the  Little  Rock  Air  Porce  Base  won't  have  a  significant  datriaental 
effect  on  any  of  theae  things  that  Z  have  Just  mentioned. 

Now,  I  know  these  things  that  I  have  Just  mentioned  are  not  the 
aaln  concerns  of  some  people  regarding  this  rail  aounted  missile  sys¬ 
tem.  I  know  there  are  some  people  who  don't  object  to  nuclear  weapons 
in  general  but  do  object  to  this  particular  nuclaar  weapons  system. 

I  know  there  are  soae  people  who  object  to  having  any  kind  of  a  weap¬ 
ons  systea  whether  it  be  a  nuclear  weapons  systea  or  a  eonvential 
weapons  systea.  I  also  know  there  are  soae  people  who  object  to  pay¬ 
ing  taxes  to  support  our  armed  forces,  our  schools  and  everything 
else. 

In  all  probability,  this  coalition  of  objectors  will  not  get  to 
first  base  when  it  comes  to  preventing  our  nation  from  deploying  this 
rail  mounted  weapons  systea  in  various  parts  of  our  nation.  But  there 
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is  a  good  chance  that  these  objectors  sight  succeed  in  preventing 
a  unit  of  this  rail  aounted  systea  from  being  garrisoned  at  Little 
Rock  Air  Porce  Base.  That  would  be  very  unfortunate. 


1 


To  put  it  bluntly,  if  our  nation  is  determined  to  spend  all 
that  aoney  anyway  then  let  soae  of  that  money  be  spent  in  our  area 
where  our  people  will  get  some  of  the  benefits.  Me  need  to  remember, 
that  in  addition  to  those  elements  of  the  environment  which  in  aost 
cases  attract  the  attention  of  the  environmentalists ,  there  is  an¬ 
other  eleaent  of  the  environment  which  has  a  tremendous  impact  upon 
the  quality  of  life.  This  other  eleaent  is  the  economy.  Having  a 
prosperous  and  stable  economy  throughout  the  area  as  a  whole,  and 
one  which  would  enable  aore  of  our  people  to  live  soaewhere  above 
the  levels  of  poverty  and  drudgery,  is  a  valid  and  worthwhile  ob¬ 
jective. 


Zt  appears  that  our  government,  in  spite  of  anything  that  the 
objectors  can  do,  is  going  to  go  ahead  and  deploy  this  rail  aounted 
systea.  If  so,  let's  try  to  get  a  unit  of  this  systea  garrisoned  at 
Little  Rock  Air  Porce  Bees. 


Trusten  Holder 
2100  Arch  Street 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72206 


LEAGUE  OF  WOMEN  VOTERS 

OF 

PULASKI  COUNTY 
incowpomateo 


STATEMENT  ON  THE  CRAFT  IMPACT  STATEMENT  PE  ACE  KEEP  EE  KAIL.  CAREISON 
PR CCA AM  WITH  THE  PROPOSED  LOCATION  OP  LITTLE  ROCK  A IE  FORCE  RASE. 


1  Ruth  tell,  representing  the  League  of  Women  Voters  of  Pulaski  County. 

We  appreciate  this  opportunity  to  coement  on  the  draft  lepect  statement  -Peace 
keeper  Rail  Garrison  Program. 


Thera  Is  a  high  probability  that  we  here  In  Pulaski  County  will  have  an 
earthquake  registering  6,3  on  the  Richter  Scale  by  the  Year  2000.  ( Arkansas 
Naturalist.  Vol.  2,  08.  August  1984).  In  addition.  If  an  earthquake  with  an 

8.3  Rlchtar  Scale  rating  occurs  In  the  !Ww  Madrid  Fault  area,  buildings  hare 
In  Jacksonville,  will  be  architectuelly  demeged.  The  League  requests  that 
the  final  environmental  Impact  statement  discuss  In  detail  the  Impact  on 

the  Rail  Carrlson  Houalna  and  to  the  rail  track  If  an  earthquake  registering 

6.3  -  8.3  on  the  Clchter  Scale  occurred. 


2 1 
3| 

4| 


We  continue  to  have  deep  concerna  about  air  and  water  pollution  In  case  of 
Rail  Carrlson  mishaps  -  whether  accidental  or  due  to  sabotage.  The  Leaaua 
requests  that  the  final  Impact  statement  discuss  the  probability  of  accidental 
or  enemy  action  damage  to  the  Rail  Carrlson.  and  the  types  of  air  and  water 
pollution  that  could  result  from  such  damaae. 

We  are  especially  concerted  about  water  pollution.  The  final  Impact  statement 
should  discuss  the  envirotssental  Impact  on  our  aquifer  of  hazardous  materials 
spills,  a spec laity  the  Impact  on  the  City  of  Jacksonville's  water  wells. 

Local  surface  water  Is  also  liable  to  further  pollution,  due  to  hatardous  spills. 

We  request  that  the  final  lmpect  statement  address  the  effect  of  spilled  pollutants 
on  the  area's  surface  water  -  Including  Seyou  Me  to  and  the  Arkansas  River. 

The  LWVo t#r s  thanks  you  for  the  opportunity  to  share  our  views  on  this  issue.  We 
would  like  to  receive  a  copy  of  the  final  Impact  statement  and  notification  of  futura 
opportunities  to  egress  our  views. 


•ovtuareo  wrr*  rue  uuoui  or  woww  votvns  or  tm*  umitxo  otato 
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Basina  of  the  H-X  Missile 

The  Pulaski  County  chapter  of  ACORN  would  like  to  express  its 
solidarity  with  the  Arkansas  Peace  Center  in  opposing  the  basing 
of  the  M-X  Missile  in  this  county.  We  feel  that  placing  this  costly 
and  dangerous  weapon  m  our  county  will  endanqer  our  citizens 
by  making  us  a  target  of  Soviet  missiles.  "n>is  weapon  will  be 
especially  dangerous  to  lw  and  moderate  income  citizens,  since 
many  of  our  neighborhoods  are  located  near  commercial  railroad 
tracks  which  might  be  used  for  transporting  the  M-X.  bet's  not 
forget  that  Dixie  Addition  was  evacuated  twice  because  of  MoPac's 
reo.li  'cr.ee  and  1  res  pons  ibl  i  ty .  What  are  the  chances  of  an  accident 
Declining  involving  the  M-X  Missile? 

Finally,  the  money  spent  in  deploying  the  M-X  Missile  could  be 
better  used  for  necessities,  ruch  as  decent  streets  and  drainage, 
education  and  health  care.  We  are  not  cinvtnced  that  the  M-X  is 
really  necessary  for  our  country's  defense. 

Let  it  stand  on  record  that  the  Pulaski  County  chapter  of  ACORN 
r>pp  *es  the  basing  of  the  M-X  in  this  county. 


Association  of  Community  Organizations  for  Reform  Now 
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fW  Ml  tertMS  mis 
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1  HUil  Safety:  The  increaaed  chance*  of  accident*  due  to  the  immense  size  k 
weight  of  the  cars  isn't  addressed  in  the  DUS 

Standard  nil  can  are  SI  fast  loot,  k  the  maximum  load  is  9  i  .000  lbs 
The  lfX  missile  is  71  feet  loot,  and  weighs  about  200.000  pounds. 
Standard  rail  cars  are  9  feet  vide.  The  MX  nissik  liooe  is  7  SB  vide 
Will  the  MX  cars  need  to  be  wider  to  aoommidate  the  launch  assembly 
fc  other  needed  equipment?  If  the  can  art  12  feet  wide,  the  tracks 
will  need  to  be  cleared  before  the  train  can  eater  the  system.  The 
DUS  doesnt  address  this  possibility,  and  ft*  effect*. 

2  Economic  Impacts:  The  DUS  examines  accident*  in  isolation,  white  there 
are  ttiefy  to  be  secondary  effects,  end  ooets.  For  example,  if  there  were  an 
ei plotted,  and  consequent  release  of  radioactive  material  area  if  the 

ex  year  i  terete  released  vara  not  harmful  to  humans,  there  would 
be  an  ecooomic  impact.  The  public  might.  In  such  a  situation.  perdeve 
sericulture!  products  from  the  area  of  an  accident  as  unsafe,  and  might 
thus  buy  less  of  them.  The  coat  of  a  I »  drop  in  agricultursl  sates  from 
Johnson  County  would  run  in  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars.  It  is 
possible  that  the  public  might  respond  by  decreasing  their  purchases  of  all 
Missouri  airicunural  products,  resulting  m  millions  of  dollars  cf  loeses.  An 
example  of  this  phaiwmaann  la  the  loeses  in  sates  by  Northern  European 
farmers  rftar  the  Chernobyl  accident,  wh— her  t*  «ww  the—  any 


J>  Another  are  that  should  be  addreeaed  it  the  effect  on  land  valuta  of  an 
accident  Land  values  naer  the  Rocky  Flats  nuclear  plant  dropped  after  an 
accident  at  the  plant  What  would  be  the  ecooomic  Impact  an  land  owners, 
and  on  dty  fc  county  tax  revenues,  and  how  would  this  affect  the  school 


4)Th*  'Public  Interface"  problem:  I  am  not  an  advocate  of  dvil 
diaobe^enoe.  bet  anyone  who  attended  ths  scoping  hearing  April  7th  win 
remember  the  student  who  stated  that  be  would  He  down  oo  the  tracks  if 
this  system  were  placed  at  Whfteman.  The  Federal  government  doesn  t 
pay  for,  or  help  to  enforce  the  tow*  that  are  broken  by  protesters.  Eitsep 
County,  Washington  paid  an  average  of  SU.000  per  incident  to  dear  ths 
rafts  of  people  protastteg  the  shipment  cf  nudaar  werheedi  The  county 
spent  1)00,000  prceecuting  protesters  in  one  year,  and  obtained  no 
conviction.  nor  any  money  from  the  Federal  Government. 


Wf  ii  .  .'iMy  i*  m  ^ 


It  Mm  mat  •  TW  Im  :■■■■■  iipl  i  n  *•  mb  MAC  N 


KM-n  mi.  »  m*  m  m,  mam  i»  ill 
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.  5  Security  issues:  Row  many  people  will  be  employed  to  maintain 
O  security?  WUl  wain  security  personnel  have  the  right  to  detain  k  search 
anyone  approaching  the  tracks,  as  they  do  oo  Air  Foros  installation*?  What 
7  will  be  the  effect*  oo  local  police  and  military  police  powers?  WUl  the 
security  personnel  stop  and  search  campers  carry  backpacks?  Hunter* 

Mi  carrying  rifles?  Fishers  carrying  rods,  especially  in  cases?  Will  security 
personnel  be  keeping  local  people  under  observation? 


6  JTbe  DUS  doesnt  cover  the  secondary  effects  of  the  accident  scenario*. 
The  analysis  is  of  the  effects  of  the  fuel  from  one  missile,  yet  there  will  be 
two  missiles  oo  each  train,  and  it  is  highly  unlikely  that  a  situation  could 
develop  where  one  mteste  would  be  damaged  enough  to  catch  on  fire 
without  the  second  missile  being  likewise  affected.  Also,  any  accident,  fire, 
or  expteeteo  in  garrison  would  affect  four  to  eight  missiles,  with  greater 
destruction  resulting 

7ffhe  DUS  doemi'i  adequately  discuss  the  risks  or  coosequense*  of 
sabotage,  give  tiiat  MX  train*  will  be  particularly  susceptible  for  the 
following  reasons: 

•MX  trains  wiki  be  easily  identifiable  as  such,  due  to  the  immense  size 
compered  to  normal  railroad  cars,  it  would  also  be  easy  for  terrorists  to 
track  the  trains  from  the  time  they  left  the  garrison. 

*100,000  mites  of  track  cannot  be  protected  from  people  who  will 
place  bombs  on  the  tracks  (the  DUS  doesn  t  discuss  secondary 
consequence*  of  this  possibility  either --tbs  resulting  expteeteo  could 
impose  greater  forces  oo  ths  missile  than  would  an  accident) 

•Sines  plans  indude  moving  ths  trains  only  four  hours  every  day. 
terrorists  oould  easily  plan  and  carry  out  an  ambush. 


4  4  8  The  A Jr  Force  doesnt  examine  the  secondary  effects  cf  a  rail  accident 

1 1  involving  another  vehicle  carrying  hazardous  or  explosive  materials. 

I  9  JTb*  economic  impact  of  shutting  down  ths  program  after  ft  has  been 
built  is  not  discussed.  This  is  a  reel  poestbility  do  to  negotiations  at  the 
START  talks. 

lOTThe  No  Action  alternative  is  not  discussed  as  ft  should  be  according  to 
the  National  fisvironmental  Policy  Act.  which  calls  for  'spadffcalfy  taking 
>  3  into  account  the  alternative  of  no  action.'  In  the  764  p^es  of  ths  DUS. 
only  61  Unet  of  text  mention  the  oo  action  alternative. 
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1 1  nu  effects  from  producing  tbe  QudBtr  wartwads,  including  Urn 

14  generation  of  vuu.  Uw  reltin  c f  radioactive  materials,  and  the  exposure 
of  workers,  la  not  adequately  addressed  in  the  DEIS.  Refer  tag  to  another 
BIS.  to  vhich  people  locally  doat  have  acceta  it  hardly  adequate  or 
informative.  Even  if  copwt  of  the  referred  to  EIS  were  available,  there  was 

15  not  Use  between  tbe  releaae  of  tbe  DEIS  to  analyze  it  There  most 
certainty  vasal  Use  to  request.  receive,  and  analyze  an  EIS  for  another 
project 

!2Hhe  DEIS  doe*  not  adequately  address  the  question  of  emergency 
response.  It  states  that  emergency  teams  vould  respond  to  accidents,  but 
questions  still  remain  about  how  toot  it  would  taie  them  to  respond  to  an 
■oddest.  The  OBIS  states  at  one  point  that  a  fuel  fire  would  last  six 
minutes.  If  that  happened,  and  if  only  one  missile  burned,  and  if 
hazardous  and/or  radioactive  materials  were  released.  is  a  small  town  100 
miles  or  more  from  the  nearest  metropolitan  area,  would  local  public  safety 
personnel  be  trained  to  safely  respond  to  such  an  incident  so  as  to 
minimize  health  and  property  damage,  or  does  the  Air  Force  plan  to 
respond  to  the  scene  within  the  six  minutes  that  tbe  fire  bums? 

|13>lf  there  were  an  accident  with  secondary  dam^e.  as  would  be  likely  If 
a  tram  caught  fire  in  a  drought  striken  area,  would  the  Air  Force  pay  for 
the  secondary  damage? 

1  &  14  JThe  DB1S  doean  t  adequately  address  the  economic  effects  of  the  cost  of 

191  the  missiles.  Is  the  Air  Force  going  to  purchase  50  new  MX  miasiies.  or  will 
aa|  the  ones  deployed  in  siloe  in  Wyoming  be  used?  IT  those  are  used,  what 
will  be  the  economic  effect  of  shutting  down  the  MX  silo  command  on  the 
tyy  I  economy  of  Wyoming?  What  are  the  environmental  effects  of  removing 
and  transporting  the  miasiies  from  the  shoe? 

13)  The  missile  trains  will  be  exposed  to  extremes  of  beat  and  cold,  yet  the 
range  of  temeratures  which  tbe  missiles  can  withstand  without  cracking 
22  from  expansion  of  (he  fuel  must  be  fairty  narrow  What  would  be  the 

environmental  effects  of  a  failure  of  the  heating  or  cooling  system  during  a 
time  of  extreme  weather? 


mWItirr— Kl$ 

T«Un— rtf  tort  Cirr 
«09  WU 
CJf—f  CRy.  ftt  64H  I 
Aue«t  18.1980 

1 6  (Senator  Cohen  (R)  Ilf  said  that  a  Department  of  Defense  briefing 
implied  that  MX  Rail  Garriaoo  could  be  later  turned  into  a  continuously 

23  mobile  system  Is  this  a  pocsfcllity?  Do  Air  Force  contingency  plans 
indude  such  a  plan?  What  would  such  a  plan  do  to  tbe  risk  asset ment 
sevtion  of  the  DEIS? 

17)  Have  studies  been  doos  to  asses  tbe  impact  of  the  vibrations  and 
harmonics  that  the  missiles,  warheads,  and  fuel  would  be  expoeed  to? 

24  Would  this  increase  chances  of  accident  or  explosion?  What  are  the  effects 
of  those  variables  on  metal  fatigue  within  tbe  launcher,  the  rail  car.  and  the 
missile  itself? 

18) What  is  the  increased  chance  of  accident  due  to  the  lack  of  experience 
a(  of  the  crew?  The  DB1S  makes  the  assumption  that  training  is  a  valid 

substitute  for  actual  experience,  which  Is  not  true  (else  pilots  would  not 
need  to  fly  retuiarly.  but  only  (rain  regularly) 

19)  Tbe  discussions  of  the  risks  of  air  transport  mishaps  is  inadequate  in 
the  D6IS.  The  risk  asses etent  points  to  such  a  low  probability  of  accidents 

26  that  t  isn't  analyzed,  yet  the  fed  remainds  that  there  have  been  accidents 
An  accident  in  Spain  resulted  in  one  warhead  being  lost  for  several  months, 
and  the  removal  of  2000  pounds  of  radioactive  soil  This  also  points  to 
problems  with  tbe  risk  analysis  method  itself. 

20)  Tbe  DEIS  does  not  evaluate  fully  the  risks  of  sabotage  by  Air  Force 
personnel  or  the  results  cf  such  sabotage.  Instead  it  provides  bland 

a  y  assurances  of  safety  due  to  the  policies  and  procedures  that  the  Air  Force 
^  '  has  set  up.  While  the  personnel  programs  may  have  some  beimfit.  they 

cannot  remove  all  risk,  and  thuis  Uw  results  of  sabotage  by  personnel  must 
be  addretsed. 

2 1 )  Tbe  DEIS  does  not  define  well  enough  the  criterei  under  which  the 
--  trains  would  be  deployed.  "National  need"  is  hardly  adequate  for  the  public 
fcO  or  Congress  to  evaluate  how  often  the  system  would  leave  Uw  garrison,  and 

thus  there  cut  be  no  effective  analysis  of  Uw  risk  measurements  that  are 
baaed  on  numbers  of  rail  miles  travelled. 
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22)  The  population  density  figures  average  all  people  over  a  range  of 
suburbs,  urban  areas,  and  rural  areas.  Since  it  is  likely  that  Uw  trains  wil 
spend  more  time  ta  urban  areas  than  In  rural  and  since  more  accidents 
occur  in  these  higher  density  areas,  the  EIS  should  use  a  weighted  average 

30 

23NUKUation  exposure  figures  are  also  averages,  rather  than  telling  bow 
many  people  are  expoeed  to  lethal  or  harmful  doees  of  radiation.  For 
example,  stating  that  an  area  would  be  expoeed  to  in  avenge  of  .23  rems 
could  mean  that  100  people  were  expoeed  to  damaging  radiation,  but 
thousands  of  people  were  expoeed  to  minimal  dotes.  This  needs  to  be 
corrected  in  the  PEIS 

31 

24)Boonomists  have  long  recognized  that  military  spending  has  a  smaller 
multiplier  than  cMlliao  spending.  For  example,  spending  $1 00  million  on 
military  equipment  which,  for  most  of  its  useful  life  will  not  add  anything 
to  Uw  ecooomy  is  •  less  efficient  use  of  Uw  money  than  is  spending  Uw 
seme  $100  million  on  developing  businesses  in  a  community  which  would 
then  produce  more.  Any  discuss Jon  of  economic  impacts,  especially  of  the 
no  action  alternative,  must  indude  Uw  cost  of  any  alternative  use  of  money 
that  would  be  spent  on  rail  garrison.  What  would  be  the  direct  4  indirect 
effect  of  spending  the  same  amount  of  money  that  is  budgated  for  MX  Rail 

Garrison  in  tbe  Whit* man  area  on  community  development? 

32 

23TTbe  Scowcroft  Commission  recommended  that  Uw  DoD  investigate 
budding  MX  Rail  Garrison  with  an  ABM  system.  What  are  the  results  of  Uw 
investigation,  and  what  would  be  Uw  environmental  impact  of  an  ABM 
system? 

33 

24)  Tbs  assumptions  of  dwmJcsJ  effects  from  sn  accident  assume  that  the 
air  will  be  in  constant  motion.  We  all  know  (especially  this  summer)  that 
air  is  often  still  allowing  the  oonosntraUoos  of  airborne  chemicals  to 
remain  high,  and  remain  in  one  area.  The  BIS  mutt  investigate  Uw  results 
of  such  a  scenario. 

34 

27TThe  DEIS  says  that  there  is  virtually  no  chance  of  nudear  explosion  in 
any  potential  mi*ap.  Such  bland  assurances  are  hardly  comforting,  aaf 
the  EIS  should  quantify  this  risk. 
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28  (The  DEIS  says  that  radioactive  particles  would  settle  over  a  fairly  small 
3  5  area,  which  isn't  defined.  What  is  a  small  area?  Section  3.4.4. 1  implies 

that  it  would  be  an  eight  square  mile  area. 

no  I  29  * Tbe  DEIS  doe  so  t  discuss  what  notification  procedures  will  be  used  for 
|  deployment  or  transport.  Are  there  any? 

30)  A  Congressional  Budget  Office  report  in  November  of  1987  said  that  in 
any  credible  attack  scenario,  even  with  no  warning.  Uw  United  Stales 

37  vould  have  remaining  about  3.700  warheads  capable  of  returning  Uw 
attack.  With  warning  the  figure  jumped  to  8,200  warheads.  Given  these 
figures,  what  is  Uw  need  for  an  additional  300  counterforce  (first-strike) 
warheads  in  maintaining  our  deterrence? 

31)  These  questions  were  asked  in  my  written  testimony  submitted  rfter 
Uw  scoping  bearing  April  7. 1988.  but  have  not  been  adequately 
addressed.  Please  address  them  in  the  FBIS. 

I  What  protection  la  being  planned  against  tbe  affects  cf  BMctroMagnatk 

38  I  Pulse?  What  are  Uw  potential  coats  and  problems  associated  with  such  s 
I  system? 

a  a  I  What  provisions  are  being  made  to  comply  with  Nudear  Free  Zone 
**  9  I  ordinances  that  have  been  passed  in  areas  through  which  the  trains  may 

a  a  |  pass?  Art  (bare  any  Nudear- Free -loot  ordinances  along  the  route  cf  tbe 

*4  v  I  trains? 

It  this  Uw  mom  cost-effective  way  to  meet  our  security  needs,  given  that 
security  of  Uw  trains  may  be  a  problem?  What  about  the  potsfcilities  cf 
41  coats  due  to  the  'concurrent  development'  mentloawd  in  the  Armed 

Services  Sub -committee  report  given  that  other  projects  that  were 
developed  concurrently  either  failed  (tbe  Sgt  York)  or  coat  201  or  mere 
over  projections  (Uw  Air- Launched  Cruise  Missile,  Uw  B-l  Bomber)? 

I  Has  Uw  cost  cf  developing  a  guidance  system  that  works  (given  that  the 
***  |  ones  being  delivered  now  have  a  failure  rate  cf  701)  been  induded? 

I  Since  actual  testing  of  missiles  from  trains  isn't  projected  to  take  place  until 
1991.  Isn't  it  possible  that  much  environmental  damage  could  be  done 
before  discovering  that  Uw  system  is  useless? 
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mm  I  Ii  (bis  tytum  nacoMwry  given  ihai  misaikt  ire  sort  vulnerable  than  ta 
I  sttoe for  Um  nrtt four  to hz  boura? 

45|  U  tbia  tynea  aacotaaary  given  that  START  aegouaiioos  would  ban 
I  land- baaed  aobtta  ICBM's? 

I  la IM» tywi neccwaary  given  that  triina  leaving  the  bam during  tiaea 
I  d  ’high  fattfrnatloQit  tanaaon*  oould  b«  wen  u  provocative? 

47  |  la  tbia  syetea  oeccetaary?  Why? 

Afl  I  Ar*  €ivU  Plana  along  tha  route  adequate,  or  vill  they  be  adjusted 

j  to  reflect  the  increaaed  liklibood  of  audear  attack? 
jq  I  Does  Use  potential  for  the  kiea  of  retaliatory  capability  due  to  the  eaae  of 
aooaaa  for  sabotage  aiake  this  ayauffl  justifiable? 


so 


Why  do  are  need  the  MX  in  Rail  Garrison?  What  problem,  or  conceived  lack 
in  our  security,  is  this  system  designed  to  correct?  Why  is  this  basing 
method  better  than  the  other  methods  that  have  been  considered  and 
rejected,  such  as  the  Race  Track  r 
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Why  is  Missouri  one  of  the  propoeed  basing  sites?  What  is  it  about 
Whiteman  AFB  that  makes  it  a  good  location? 


W  fttf  (mn  KtS 
TMUmaar  rfrivt  Csrr 
4509  WUn* 

(Ml  cay.  m  641 11 
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63 


hearing?  Ho*  much  time  vas  spent  in  total  by  the  Air  Force,  by  elected 
officials,  and  by  members  of  the  public  in  speaking,  both  in  the  scoping  and 
in  the  DEIS  bearings?  In  boar  many  of  the  bearings  did  the  Air  Force  start 
late? 


64 


Ho*  can  the  Air  Force  justify  holding  hearings,  and  preparing  an  EIS  only 
for  the  area  immediately  surrounding  Whiteman,  when  people  all  along  the 
rail  line  could  be  affected? 


65 


Hcrw  much  time,  money .  and  effort  did  the  Air  Force  spend  in  preparing  the 
rail  garrison  presentation,  and  what  proportion  of  that  vas  spent  on 
alternative  basing  modes,  including  no  action? 
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How  can  a  first  strike  weapon  like  the  MX  missile  build  our  deterrent 
capebility? 

What  procedures  were  used  to  notify  the  public  of  these  hearings? 

How  far  in  advance  did  the  Air  Force  know  the  time  and  date  of  the 
bearing?  The  date  of  the  bearing  vu  finally  released  on  July  11.  Can  24 
days  notice  be  considered  within  both  the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the 
KEPA?  Can  the  Air  Force  say  that  the  public  has  had  an  adequate  amount 
of  time  to  respond  to  the  DEIS?  How  many  person-hours  did  the  Air  Force 
spend  preparing  the  DEIS?  Given  that  there  are  twelve  volumes  of 
supplementary  documents,  which  must  be  ordered  by  name  separately 
from  the  DEIS,  has  the  public  bad  adequate  time  and  information  to 
reasonably  analyze  the  Air  Force  s  methodology? 

Is  the  process  set  up  to  bear  the  concerns  of  the  public  when  ordinary 
citizens  speak  after  the  Air  Force  and  after  elected  officials?  How  can  ail  of 
the  concerns  of  all  of  the  citizens  affected  be  beard  with  a  three  minute 
time  limit  in  only  one  bearing  of  three  hours?  How  many  people  at  the 
hearings  in  other  parts  of  the  country  didn't  get  a  chance  to  speak?  Why 
was  time  km  through  late  starting,  sound  system  problems,  etc  taken  off 
of  the  public  comment  period?  Is  that  the  least  important  part  of  the 

_ Paw? 
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OtCOOA.  MICNMAM  407S0 


Om  UMS  -  Mm  Tfcs  Saw  an 
AwiaMs  fttaw  Mesas  Um  Hwm 


July  20,  1980 


To  Whom  It  May  Concern i 

Sine*  the  April  5.  I960  Rail  Gerriaon  hearing  the  Oscoda-AuSable 
Chamber  of  Ccxnnerce  ha  a  conducted  an  informal  study  on  available 
housing  for  personnel  Involved  in  the  set-up  and  the  operation 
of  the  project . 

The  survey  of  local  area  lodging  establishments  has  revealed 
a  positive  attitude  and  a  recept ivanaas  to  provids  tha  needed 
accomodations.  Sevaral  sources  have  given  a  prognostication 
of  75  to  100  more  units  to  be  erected  in  the  near  future. 


Tha  survey  of  local  contractors  assured  our  office  that  there 
would  be  adequate  housing  to  mast  the  need.  Their  pro ject iona 
constitute  both  rental  6  permanent  dwellings  and  the  7  to  10 
year  prognostication  is  for  400  to  300  units.  Sources  also  stated 
that  93%  of  tha  labor  force  ut  lilted  in  the  implementation  of 
tha  Rail  Garrison  project  would  be  local  and  already  have  lodging. 
Thue  the  need  for  additional  housing  would  be  partially  negated. 


The  Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Commerce  would  like  to  assure  this 
assemblage  that  they  will  do  their  utmost  to  assist  anyone  involved 
with  tly project  by  providing  either  lodging  or  real  aetata  infor¬ 
mal  io»r 


B^c^flyles,  President 
Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Commerce 


DECLARATION  OF  SUPPORT 


for  years  tha  c  asm  unit  ies  of  Oscoda  and  AuSeble  have 
had  tha  pleasure  of  being  horns  to  one  of  tha  swy  United 
States  Arsisd  forces  install  loos.  Known  as  Cas*  Ikssl 
In  tha  1920*  a.  It  grew  Into  an  independent  baas  in 
the  1940* a  and  was  renamed  Oscoda  Army  Air  Field . 

On  July  4 ,  1953  it  officially  bacama  Wurt smith  Air 

Force  Base. 

Over  tha  years  tha  community  and  tha  base  have  enjoyed 
a  co-existence  that  is  so  rare  that  hardl:  a  distinction 
can  be  noticed  between  them. 

Tha  Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Coasarce  is  proud  of 
all  members  of  the  armed  forces  but  aapecially  proud 
of  those  who  have  called  Oscoda-AuSable  their  home 
over  the  years. 

National  Dafanaa  is  an  important  issue  to  everyone 
but  ie  particularly  important  to  ua  who  have  lived 
closely  with  ao  many  of  it1  a  fine  personnel.  Our  Mil¬ 
itary  Affaire  Committee  and  The  Air  Force  Association 
work  Intimately  with  Nurtemlth  Air  Force  Sees  to  keep 
tbia  unity  strong. 

Tha  Chamber  and  tha  majority  of  it* a  members  recognise 
the  economic  impact  Wurt smith  baa  on  tha  area  and  wholly 
ancouragaa  and  supports  any  and  all  miss  iona  which 
will  help  sacura  tha  fraadoma  of  our  groat  nation. 

Tha  Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Coawn res  and  it's  Directors, 
acting  as  reprseaatativa  for  the  majority  of  businesses 
in  tha  business  community,  stands  firmly  behind  tha 
possible  baaing  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 
Wurt  smith  Air  Force  Saae. 


Many  fins  people  have  coma  and  gone  through  our  community 
aa  part  of  our  nation's  defease  team  and  wo  say  thank 
you  for  letting  ua  serve  you  but  above  all  God  Bless 
You  for  serving  ual 


Oscoda-AuSable  Chamber  of  Comm ires 
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Sisters  of  Charity  of  Leavenworth 
Social  Justice  Network 
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My  mm  it  Thence*  Kuttell.  I  am  a  native  UUtouni  and  a  Saa(ca  of  Charity 
of  Leevtmeohth,  Kantat.  My  community,  the  Sittent  c*i  Chamty  of  Leavenmonth, 
tea  woaJtad  in  A<  Mutant  and  we ittenn  ikuted  Statu  ISO  ytaju.  Membent  of 
Ac  State) u  of  Chantly — 4 mm  tOO  in  nuebtn- --pncttntly  monk  in  tix  of  Ac 
title a  pnapoted  a*  location*  fon  Ac  MX  Kail  Ganniton  pnajtd.  So,  1  am  km 
a*  a  MUtouniem  and  at  a  nepnetentalive  of  the  Sittent  of  Chanty  Social  ha  teat 
HtOeonk,  etpecially  fon  the  Salt u  of  Chxmly  m ho  wonk  La  UUtouni  amt  have 
Ac  wetfnne  Of  Ac  ptopit  Acac  A  mend  ami  head.  In  addition,  1  am  a 
pnofettiimat  tociat  mvUu. 

A*  c  Uittouhian,  a  voten,  a  nepnetentalive  of  otkent  mho  monk  fon  Ac  health 
ami  wetfane  of  peopte,  I  oppose  (Ac  MX  fait  Ganna  on  plan.  TAu  plan  expand* 

Ac  tnnyetmg  nui  of  Ac  MX  UUtiU  intern  dAamxUcally  and  placet  mote  people 
and  land  at  nUk  both  A  the*  cauntny  amt  in  the  Soviet  Ikxion.  U  call*  4©a 
S00  kmc  mg. Ahead*  ami  oven  100,000  miles  of  tooth,  advance*  ouA  land  bated 
mittilet  to  mobile  capacity,  amt  signal*  to  Ae  moAld  that  me  one  intent  tn 
etc aiding  the  anmt  tact.  1 1  it  ay  beJUtf,  at  an  Amenican  citizen,  that  anrnt 
contnol  It  of  wajon  concenn  to  the  Amenican  people,  etptually  tontnol  oven 
mapomny  that  it  pnovocative  in  natunt  and  Aepnetentative  of  a  thneat  that 
fatten  destabilization  on  both  tide*.  The  MX  Sail  Ganniton  plan  doe*  thit  and 
at  tuck  it  againtl  Ac  mitt  of  the  Ament can  people. 

I  alio  believe  that  Ac  MX  R ait  Ganniton  plan  it  UnategicaUy  ftmed.  If  an 
advantage  of  mobile  mUtile  technology  it  napid  deployment,  Ait  motile  plan 
it  a  loten.  %  understanding  it  that  it  milt  take  fouA  to  tix  Houai  to  ditpentt 
Ac  miatilt  tuning  (a am  them  ganniton*  to  them  point  of  dettinatim.  K  take* 
only  thinly  amulet  fon  an  inttnconUnental  Soviet  mUtile  to  ntach  Amenican  toil. 

A  Soviet  bannayt  attack  aimed  at  oua  "tnadum  mould  not  only  dettnoy  m ionite* 
but  significantly  inentate  the  dettnucXio*  of  Ac  human  population.  Mhile  it 
may  complicate  the  enemy  targeting,  at  Colonel  Pete*  Malth  hat  noted,  it  cneatet 
a  gneden  liability  fon  people  and  fon  the  tyttem  ittelf. 

Ac  c  ntligiou*  pen* on,  finally,  I  am  contciout  of  how  eveny  weapon  tyttem  fnom  it* 
inception  to  itt  deployment  nepnetent*  million*  04  doLLant  daily,  that  it  taken 
<s nay  Aow  the  need*  of  people.  Keligiout  leaden*  have  detcnibtd  the  anmt  tact 
at  a  dined  attauJU  on  the  poon  in  oun  midtt.  They  Have  called  ut  to  a  "new 
moment *  of  contcitnce  and  action  in  behalf  of  the  gnawing  need*  of  the  human 
community.  The  comunihe*  which  one  pant  o  f  Ac  MX  Kail  Ganniton  plan  one  langety 
Aunal  cwm die*.  Use  Ac  billion*  of  dollan*  tanmanked  fon  the  iK  to  ntbuild 
the  Aunal  economic*  of  thete  ttaXx*.  Uce  UUtouni  fund*  fon  (He  youth  hene,  fon 
the  unden  educated  dutdnen  and  adult*,  the  unden  intuned  tick  people,  Ac  victim* 
of  addiction  and  the  k omelet*  in  thit  title.  Thit  it  peace  keeping. 

1  ungt  people  to  oppote  thit  pnojed  now  and  to  otganiit  them  oppotition  locally 
on  behalf  of  the  need*  of  people.  Thank  you. 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROCRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  bearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made-  Plr"se  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


fa _ (QQfe  fiir^ 

GM&xL  Zf  fcjLL. 

-h 


Name  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


"  PAWCU*  CHMIPffW  MJtOH-Nftfc 

_  *Y)nrta«awr-rv.v 

Grand  fork*,  fa 


City  State 

Lt  Cc>  Peter  Waisn 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  3ase 

San  Bernardino.  California  92409 
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LOCATION,  Buitutvitt-e .  AtuAuiv 
COMMENT  SHEET 

U.a  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Air  purpoea  for  heating  thia  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  eoneeqwences  era  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Gcrriaon  program  proceed*  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  t©  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analytic  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  eitlsena  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  tenet  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Lt  Col  Pater  Welsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Afar  Force  Bate 

San  Barnardlno,  Callfornl*  MIDI 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  ittf^nf  till*  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
■uaavlu  for  you  the  environmental  eo«weque»ces  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrieon  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Or  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mail  tot  Lt  Col  Patar  Walsh 

A  F  RC  E-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U  S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attendir*  this  hearirg.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  s 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  uas  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

/>/y/  evcM-r.  r h*  scarf  Act*  r*co  os  vir+T- 

7ke  cw&ote rt c€A-  t-icnf'f  IA  ^ 9  UZA  ^ os 

fbtLMIMP  J  *"*  -rK<tr  -rut _ -r,-rinT/c  ts*  J- _ 

t inutl ** a  auc ,  -X  uuodGo  QC-ract  ba/ 

A-.  ^  it,*! »l  C™**aJ  wa.  T»t _ 

All  SUtSl££l  fClepfLf/J  S'!  SVCtY  A  t>/J4TTK*. 

AS  ru<c  ir/l-17  fjAae  prttM  otrnutr  /Art 

suA-fAct  PL4M  A*0  u  IT  /nt-r^y  rryr _ Cut.  S’ 

Of  /ACK!  C«  AtVD  .  fLA A-tr  /CJeSAtdp  re  A.  y 

(-trice., I MJ  A*0u-r  -Thru  /zata€ji  cf-fr/c.  2>iycua/>*J 


lAl  -THe  DCtJ  *£<UT  LlUfllHHf  af  QUAtreJ 


/A/P  tffcetf  ,(U  t  a  ut*  Af*.  (VL  C*j„r<.c_ 

t-i  At-fc.v  H6  (aJ  pa*  iJ  -rise _ a*,'  A  AAA,  -rnt 

p/HK,-r  C/A*.  y  J  itjoi,t-p  AefPtcirri  t>e-rticj 


net  rue  xtritt lice  aett/^r  C6CAT/4C-  MX  M/J"us 
lAT  e**e*.  C  we  M  -rut.  A  Cmr  ACC/peMrJ 

JvJ7  (AjAtrrM  C.  rt>  ffofPfAl .  X  ask 


*J  UJ  f  CA/  n  (  <  >  <u  Cf-  a  o  rrd/  '^'v  ■  <TC/  » 

qo£S7(4Ms  nil?*  /l4ff£Cr  A4t> 

if  KtN£r7  Artful*.*.  A  Dprec  rjfrtu  cc  flic,** 


TxucrttkJ  •  A44W ;  CHcrrMi/Tj  i*rr  ft  .  fr4/S6f/*LO,*4*  <•*** 

city 


Name  Street  Address 

a  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot 


State 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 


,  -(few  S*&* ?T*r+-> 


DOCUMENT  410 

t.1^. 


*&»**,</  Caa^ 

,Au  HU  -wV.  LL-tst-  e*s  <r  /TO  rU 

s*****"^^  -<Le*  /f  SFir  J¥Q 

*v4  'i\s  ^ce/».  J2- 

*>fo~co(  . k- ,y  c^/  ‘-fir  Uaj, /«_  /,W 


,p«  'f©  [Min.cc 


s.  r  »'s*  .£.r>  9ht  c.v  A.,/. 

«/-  ttduAJ  ->o tAfccjsrn.,  hSh  v 

(>V.  .T 

M»r  h’K*  *~~X>  V«_ 

<*A.  4W**-./'  ^  << 


rr^- 7:r^/:r 

^liT  CA.  O P.A.A.Z  C^.  ,  „V^  £>  '  T'^  4«,Tics2 

-r.xVk,.  ’  £L't  5-4  .4f«~ 

-  *  5 

La/  -  .  J 


hfC 

r-*7  0.^  "C/  r 

•*•'  7...  >/.*  y 


7**'  /<ee 

-A.  A.t,V.4  ^ 


^e/  OcCos^V  uJoeSf* 


Jims 

£tC*s\ 

a  ao 

7^- 

K. 

y-*5  - 


8«'»a  Ay,,, 


yw4V/c 


->  414/ag^V  ua#*  r  -  „  — .  . 

T^.'Z.-rer.  ~  .‘~~-&Vz  " 

U?i*+A  e.  C-e*J,. 

£>o  7#t* 


Is  ‘ —  -  ~,/w 


^  ^  -^7 
-  &  'Pr/j  U 


y  a  rS/«j  4  I 

-Jt-SlKy  94. 

*  eVso^/ 


r  ^r-r  Uaaa.*.,,  Uir 

J'A  rr 

f  A-  U.A(W  AOr'!\ 

*"  ^  AA-..,Vr5»,  C^,' 

**'.  SoAA'CA.  C*Ay  ,3  ^.  AcA. 


,  ,  /  '—-A-  AA,,  «AKrss«A 

»Mc/uW.A 


4*,  rf-  fo- ss-  r_.„..„ 

/A.  ,  a/Ct.?  7 


G*  7««  k« 


A<A *, 


2-172 


DOCUMENT  410 


DOCUMENT  410 


^  ^  '*  *- 

*i*U/,  *«.«  •*,,* 

3"  -4,/  ‘W*  -vtfty  o4 ‘Lrt->  .i  -  -i~  •> 

-r.^*  ObV’ S  Qrf»»-  'MV  ■  -»  m~  -4^* r*^* ’<  A-'/ 

,  Ip<^  c4~s  A<~*  >  *>^  *f  <.  js  4 acts 

fct.  ?  X^  >«*e  •>  <!?««"■*?  i>'(*y)/.«  Vi? 

cV*u>  -yrttf  vm  /T>  "THotKj  Ly  <  sm«// 

Am,  ^  Sy^+~n  .  'T »  e  /  ^ytl*—r  wu(J  i  ^ 

/•^j-  fy(cit/^  a«/«Y/',  «.  ^  "r£e  -s.’yucf?' 

<^r  «  A^'we/  c^S/5  w,//  70«  A4t«^CT 

7  "  ' 

^  J-f~  *&*  <A<My  uvdA^  7>  a  AJ<*C  (*4  ^  iWy«>u  200  {'*-*r~ 

,A*  **t*  Sw»)^ul  «  ksw«  -fcoss<j^  T  $<* 

e/e<.r**^r^.c.  f«b«.  ca-4*  eUTtfrc'* 7 

^  «^t  ^  w«uiy  s,^  t,<  *J>/#  St>  tA»4  — «t— «•  -  ■C^t  4,,.^ 


e/e<.r**^r^.c.  f«b«.  ca-4«  efeTf/t*C'^  -f*J***. 

Tii  «/tM  .  g  1/  b<  <*J>/ 0  St>  «*,,  U 

<Hu  T^K  ,  4J  \cJ4a_  GpJ  <••*£  X  i  A  StX^X*  >  t»*  J?  UJ+^IJ  YU* 

Tf\Ae+'  *ve*/  i»m.  «i/V  'T"»  <y4U?<.  u*st/es  cf^sc  cmft  V *«*/ J 

•*•  5l<  -**«•- A.; .  ir  <,  -iu,tn~^:*k.r  »,.„.  U^ 

y^/'r  -w<>'  -n,  ^  - - ^  _> 

ri;„  7-  **~  - ^ 
7j~Z  r  Ly  M  ^  t»**riyLr.~ 

*~S  *ru,A  ft*u^s  ~r 


«t  A,  ✓  XtXi 
S*Sf45^/C«/ 


Jn,  t*«.A  ^T'  s7^?  ^  ;a- 

.*uy«  ?¥<■<>«,  leivtvUa.f'*  “JL^uy  v* 

^  -^-  ie  t-  t*Kf  '7t/lA  c^*^2>  *73^  #  ei iyv.«V^  '  *- 

J>+  /'rs  e-K«<?  +~-*/  <T>  V«  ^WVC*  l>4  h  X  <t^*’r 

i<  'C'*T  '♦  <*Sr&w*,v«_  i7*'nW/  V1"*/ 

cjhJ+**j  Fvtr’-frx* Ke  c* f* l '/'*>*. s .  usfy  Jo***.  ajJut  ♦«>. ^'^Xi 

*>*-0-f**'  -S  7  X  *e*[»*X  I^SK.  V  »ClJ^ 

<i*d  '■V/m  *T^  '  *-A/A  c^-*CT  >»T>v»,C-*./  iXj  /  J riA-*_  Hr^eJ  -.>.y  - .  _  X 


£v'7  l-'-*i«-  Pe*c*4«f  e^W*<-S  n< 

,4  M.V  *C  kuA  W  /»« >'rs.*.~  <*#*>■ 

4+  4*,  u/rz+^-T^t  **  ^  ?*■•<-+  ft**',  '"'<lt^', 

*_^*4**TT  #4  <*PA^y  Sa*  «.*  C-Xa^y  <a  a- — ,  **><+*** 

*XtlJ*A*KJ  Jr  if  *"  o,  .(.'r-V'-y  fWufc&i  -X4-V  MS^  K- 

12  —^^7  1 *»-Uf  V»  >\j  irC*  > 

.  X  i,o/e«j+  ^fti'  >  «*■.  ^  ^p  i%jt^*-C^  aj~  c(  e  4  r~  uja  r 

a  *~*j  U4>(/’C/^  gTP/K+J,  £>  fc_/~  AsSr^.p*,* 

-Jk+S*  79*.  -C^Td  “^w  7-ap  iVwT*  '—7 

^/t/l^C-AA^  (//  4ta«P>  .  X  kof-A-  ~1**7  k*A*-  *-<*7~ 

Jr./U~  3 r*w7  t,.!.***  ..  L**r 

/AS  9U*~  Js>K  c  fa  >  4a/c1  *Y^r  //-5. 

V  yl*  ^>a!c(  *A>kiX  ^of  Ast*V  ,s  <  L-cY7c^i  uaJc. ksT'pv*/'*^ 
oX  if  6^  ^>*^-  «3  ^-n-J  ur^£J 

P& fee  /'  *  ,*//  c  io  ^5 . 


''\cC<Vs'*~^f 


<£. 


DOCUMENT  411 


DOCUMENT  411 


li-U- 


AlUn  Rraltg  (Eottqjany 


OWNf«S  «kNO  OMtOWS  0»  TH* 

OAK  ^AKK  CINTIH 


Director  of  Envlron*ent«l  Plannlns 
AFHCE-BH5/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bae*.  CA  92409-6&68 


Re  1  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlaon 


!  The  writer  aa  an  Atrlcultural  Econoaic*  graduate  with  atnore  In  crop*,  dairy  tndua- 

I  try,  tolls,  an  leal  husbandry,  conservation,  animal  nutrition  and  human  nutrition,  02  [ 

I  year  American  Ugion  Hembar,  former  City  Alderman  do  hereby  heartily  accept  and  agree  j 
with  and  endorse  the  Environmental  Impact  Document  after  a  thorough  study  of  same. 

Based  on  several  decades  of  experience,  it  is  proven  conclusively  chat  there  has 
bean  no  friction  or  problem  between  the  present  Air  Force  Bate  Including  the  Hltslle 
Fields,  and  the  City  of  Hlnot  and  it's  entire  territory.  Mlnoters  are  comparably  un¬ 
selfish;  example i  reasonable,  settling  for  actual  cost  where  a  sonic  boom  may  have  crack¬ 
ed  a  masonry  wall  or  a  foundation  wall.  The  situation  has  proved  to  be  Ideal  and  there 
is  little  doubt  that  such  would  continue  were  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlaon  to  be  located 
In  the  Hlnot  Area. 

In  the  field  of  utilities  there  Is  competition  between  the  utilities  and  sufficient 
'  capacity  and  willingness  to  serve.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Cartlson  Project  should  be  well 
|  and  gladly  taken  care  of  at  the  most  reasonable  rates  with  quick,  efficient,  complete 
i  low  cost  service. 

!  Transportation  facilities  are  extensive,  swift,  and  economical,  which  in  the  opinion 

of  the  writer  would  serve  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Project  very  well.  Rail  safety 
records  here  are  tops  in  the  Nation.  W*  have  adequate,  even  surplus  housing,  at  low, 
low  rental  rates. 

As  for  the  land  use,  it  would  seem  conclusively  that  we  have  the  104>est  land  cost 
in  relation  t.  land  quality  of  any  place  In  the  United  States.  The  land  holdings  are 
large,  accounting  for  the  very  sparsely  populated  area.  It  would  teem  that  the  Peace¬ 
keeper  Rail  Garrison  Project  would  shy  away  from  heavily  populated  areas  where  the  farms 
are  smaller  and  there  are  no  ranches  and  where  the  market  valu*  of  the  land  ia  extremely 
high  by  comparison. 

With  regard  to  cultural  resources,  Hlnot  is  simply  outstanding;  it's  small  Univers¬ 
ity  has  done  much  to  accomplish  this.  The  size  of  the  University  is  emphasized  because 
It  does  not  harbor  adverse  social,  and  political  activists  who  often  reach  the  militant 
stage.  There  la  virtually  none  of  this  element  in  the  Hlnot  Area. 

Hater  resources  In  the  Hlnot  Area  are  more  than  adequate;  the  mathematical  probabil¬ 
ity  that  there  could  be  any  water  pollution  from  this  Project  strains  the  Imagination, 

I  since  it  la  virtually  zero. 


Air  quality  in  the  Hlnot  A  Northwest  North  Dakota  Area  certainly  la  the  hlgheat 
and  best  quality  in  the  United  States,  A  is  not  apt  to  be  Jeopardized  by  Rail  Garri¬ 
son  in  any  way. 

As  previously  stated  the  writer  heartily  agrees  with  the  findings  of  the  Impact 
Statement;  the  writer,  his  associates  end  clientelle  differ  in  no  way  with  the  find¬ 
ings  of  the  Impact  Statement. 

It  la  urged  that  Hlnot  be  given  top  priority  in  the  search  for  the  Ideal  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlaon  Project.  Your  attention  la  appreciated. 

Reapectfully  submitted. 


ALLEN  REALTY  COMPANY 

n~5oJlK\W 


Copy  to:  Hlnot  Air  Force  Base 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  tor  atteadlng  thU  hearing.  Our  purpoaa  for  hoatlnc  thle  hearing  It  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  eon— qua  net  mo  hare  determined  nay  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  nattera  we  may  hava  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  foal  la  a  thorough 
environ  mental  analyata  that  will  ha  avt  liable  to  public  official!  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DBV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  51409 


Comments  on  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program. 


Thank  you  Col.  Me Shane ,  Public  Officials,  Commanders  st 
Whiteman  AFB  and  Ladies  and  Bentleamn.  I  am  Jerry  €.  Brown. 
I  am  representing  the  Whiteman  Committee  which  is  e 
committee  with  the  stated  purpose i  aTo  promote  the 
expansion,  development  and  effectiveness  of  Wh i teman  AFB. 

In  an  effort  to  reserve  my  remarks  to  the  Public  Hearing  of 
the  filed  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Stateamnt  it  must  be 
said  the  docuetent  is  second  to  none.  This  docuawnt  provides 
anyone  with  the  totality  of  i n format \ on  needed  to  make  an 
enlightened  decision  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
Program.  You,  Col.  Walsh,  and  your  organization  must  be 
lauded  for  your  effectiveness  in  producing  such  a  product. 

The  first  responsibility  of  any  society  is  to  provide 
security  for  that  soc i e ty . . . that  is  why  we  are  here 
tonight.. .in  an  effort  to  assist  in  providing  the  security 
to  the  citizens  of  the  United  States  of  America. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  indicates  there 
could  result  significant  impacts  on  two  risourctsi  land  use 
end  biological.  The  wetland  and  forest  lose  as  described 
would  be  minimal  in  our  opinion.  Realizing  that  some  wild¬ 
life  would  be  displaced,  it  is  also  a  known  fact,  that  some 
of  the  wildlife  habitating  in  these  wetlands  and  tree  areas 
cause  sever#  limitations  to  aircraft  oparations.  The  engine 
ingestion  or  Foreign  Object  Damage  <F00)  will  become  more 
significant  as  increased  A/C  operations  are  put  into  place 
at  WAFB,  tharefore,  potential  impact  could  be  advantageous 
■f  the  wildlife  were  relocated,  so  the  bed  down  of  the  Rail 
Garrison  Program  could  proceed. 

Your  consideration  on  page  4.  11-14,  and  in  other  locations 
throughout  the  Impact  Stateewnt,  ent i tied  Mi t i gat  ion 
Measures  are  outstanding.  These  are  the  types  of 
considerations  required  by  the  communities  in  the  Whiteman 
ROI  to  feel  comfortable  with  a  new  defensive  system  which 
wilt  make  the  Rail  Garrison  Program  effective. 

Our  communities  and  towns  know  they  will  need  to  change  end 
become  more  effective  to  meet  the  needs  of  Rail  Garnsion  — 
they  are  ready  to  do  Just  that' 

The  Impact  St  a  tenant  has  provided  an  accurate  and  factual 
view  of  the  eoc io-economics,  utilities,  transportation,  land 
use,  cultural  resources,  biological  resources,  water 
resources,  geology  and  soils,  air  quality,  noise  and  finally 
a  comment  on  the  concerns  associated  with  a  possible  second 
Rail  Connector. 
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Th*  people  of  Nlitouri  have  been  on  the  cutting  edge  o4 
National  Defense  since  IN2.  Missourians  are  strong, 
resilient.  t>»rd  wording  and  believe  In  the  (reedoat  of  tree 
balloting,  participating  In  the  roles  of  strengthen Ing 
society  and  the  freed—  to  worship  as  they  choose. 
Missourians  want  to  continue  to  participate  in  the  role  of 
providing  «— e  Measure  of  National  Defense  into  the  21st 
Century.  Allowing  American*  to  have  the  right  to 
secur I ly— -free  speech,  free  worhslp  and  the  freed—  of 
choice. 


The  Uhitenan  Co—  i  ttee  endorses  the  Oraft  Enw » ronaen t al 
Inpact  Sta tenant  for  the  Peacekeeper  Pail  Barriaon  Program. 
We  stand  ready  to  support  a  full  seal#  production  and  the 
Initial  Operational  Capability  of  thia  Program  at  Whitenan 


UNION  OF 
CONCERNED 

SCIENTISTS  Ml*  P  Suwet,  «ib  S  Jl*  ■  Vh«ihmi.  DC  3M»  Mt  WWW 


31  August  1988 


Director  of  Environmental  Planning 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baae 

San  Bemadlno.  CA  92409-6448 

To  Whom  it  Hay  Concern: 


Tha  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists  has  reviewed  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  on  the  KX  Rail -Garrison 
basing  plan  prepared  by  the  US  Air  Force;  our  co— ents  follow. 

We  request  that  these  co— ents  be  printed  in  the  Final 
Environ* antal  Impact  Statement  (FEIS)  and  that  a  copy  of  tha  FE1S 
be  sent  to  our  Washington,  DC  office  at  the  address  listed  above. 


We  believe  that  the  DEIS  ie  deficient  in  e  number  of  areas. 
Specifically,  we  believe  that  tha  Air  Force  has  failed  to  address 
tha  following  important  questions: 

1.  WHAT  IS  THE  EXACT  LIKELIHOOD  OF  A  SOLID-FUEL  EXPLOSION? 

There  appears  to  be  some  confusion  in  the  sections 
describing  the  likelihood  and  consequences  of  mishaps 
involving  the  missile's  solid-  and  liquid-fuel  propellants 
(sections  5.4.1  and  S.4.2,  respectively).  In  particular, 
the  pathway  and  likelihood  of  the  two  liquid-fuel  components 
igniting  and  the  resulting  ignition  or  detonation  of  the 
solid-fuel  elements  are  not  fully  explored.  While  examining 
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the  environmental  and  health  concerns  of  the  solid-fuel 
propellants,  the  DEIS  describes  the  chance  of  a  fire 
igniting  and  detonating  tha  solid-fuel  missile  stages  as  an 
"extremely  unlikely  event"  (page  S-28).  Later  descriptions 
of  liquid-fuel  mishaps,  however,  throw  this  sanguine 
assessment  Into  doubt.  In  discussing  sccldsnts  Involving 
llquld-fusls.  the  DEIS  sxplslns  that  detonation  of  one 
liquid-fuel  comp©nent--monomethylhydraxine  { MMH ) — "could" 
occur  given  s  requisite  concentration  of  MMH  as  low  as  2.5 
percent  to  4.7  percent  and  the  presence  of  an  Ignition 
source  (page  5-33).  Tha  liquid- fuel  stage,  in  fact,  carries 
its  own  ignition  source  for  HMK  In  tha  form  of  nitrogen 
tetroxlde.  tha  second  element  of  the  liquid- fuel  propellant. 
According  to  the  DEIS,  these  two  chemicals  "ignite 
spontaneously  on  contact  with  each  other"  (page  5-35).  The 
overall  safety  consequences  of  mixing  MMH  and  nitrogen 
tetroxlde,  with  their  subsequent  ignition,  can  be 
tentatively  pieced  together  from  the  report.  In  the  case  of 
a  liquid-fuel  firs,  the  DEIS  admits  that  the  heat  "could 
Involve  tha  adjacent  solid  propellants  and  cause  them  to 
ignite  or  explode.  .  .”  (page  5-35;  emphasis  added).  More 
serious  still.  If  nitrogen  tetroxlde  end  tha  requisite 
concentration  of  FMI  were  present,  the  resulting  detonation 
of  JMKH  "would  immediately  Involve  the  solid  propellants  In 
the  missile"  (page  5-33).  The  DEIS  has  not  provided  the 
Information  necessary  to  assess  the  likelihood  of  these 
liquid- fuel  accident  scenarios  b4wond  the  fuzzy  verb 
"could" - -no  quantitative  analysis  of  the  probabilities  of 
such  events  is  given.  Furthermore,  the  report  does  not 
ssssss  adequately  either  the  Impact  of  a  liquid-fuel  fire  or 
the  consequences  of  an  explosion  of  the  sol Id- fuel 
propellents.  In  sum,  under  the  scenarios  sketched  in  the 
parsgraphs  above,  it  is  not  at  all  clear  that  the  Air  Force 
has  done  the  necessary  work  to  conclude  that  detonation  of 
the  rolld-fuel  components  would  be  an  "extremely  unlikely 
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event . " 

FOR  EACH  ISSUE.  WHAT  WILL  BE  THE  IMPACT  ON  NON-GARRISON 
SITES  THROUGH  WHICH  MX  TRAINS  WOULD  TRAVEL  UPON  DISPERSAL 7 
The  courts  have  found  that  the  Air  Force  is  not  required  to 
assess  the  environmental  Impacts  that  would  result  from  non¬ 
peacetime  or  Intentional  use  of  the  sllo-bssed  MX.  However, 
unlike  the  silo-based  MX,  which  has  only  two  operational 
modes  (peacetime,  during  which  the  missile  remains  In  its 
silo,  and  wartime,  during  which  the  missile  is  launched 
Intentionally),  the  MX  Rail -Garrison  presents  tha  Air  Force 
with  three  operational  modes:  in  garrison,  out  of  garrison, 
and  launched.  Only  the  third  mode  can  be  characterized  as  a 
wartime  usa.  and  thus  exempt  under  the  court's  ruling,  from 
review  in  the  DEIS  process.  The  United  States  will  remain 
at  peace  during  both  the  ln-garriaon  period  and  when  the  MX 
trains  ere  dispersed.  This  la  clearly  shown  by  the  Air 
Force's  coaoaonly  used  example  of  tha  type  of  crisis  which 
would  provoke  dispersal:  tha  Cuban  Missile  Crisis  of  1962. 
Although  American  armed  forces  were  placed  on  alert  during 
that  crisis,  hostilities  never  occurred,  the  United  States 
never  went  to  war,  and  disperaad  forcee  returned  to  baae 
unused.  It  la  clear  that  during  auch  a  dispersal  MX  trains 
carrying  nuclaar-armed  and  fully-fueled  mieallee  could  have 
a  significant  impact  upon  tha  citlaa  and  rural  areas  through 
which  they  would  travel .  The  risks  of  substantial  property 
damage  end  severe  personal  injury  or  death  are  much  greeter 
during  this  dispersal  period  than  during  normal  in-garrison 
operations.  The  Air  Force  should  fully  ssssss  the  Impact 
of  all  such  paacatlma  operatione.  as  required  by  lav. 

WHAT  WOULD  HAPPEN  IF  AN  MX  TRAIN  COLLIDED  WITH  A  VEHICLE 
CARRYING  COMBUSTIBLE  SUBSTANCES? 

When  assassing  tha  possible  hazards  to  the  MX  Rail -Garrison 
system  (section  5.2).  the  DEIS  ignores  the  nature  of  the 
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other  rail  or  road  vehicles  involvad  in  a  colllalon  with  the 
MX  train.  T ha  only  variable*  uaed  to  detervin#  the  forces 
that  eight  lead  to  elssll*  doaag*  during  a  aiahap  war* 
"collision  speed*  and  'length  of  fire"  (pages  5-10  and 
5-11).  There  is  no  discussion,  for  Instance,  of  the  affects 
on  the  Missile  syatee'a  integrity  resulting  froe  a  collision 
with  a  road  or  rail  vehicle  containing  flaaeable  or 
explosive  substances. 


the  aost  dangerous  accidents  could  occur  when  the  trains  are 
on  the  rail  system.  This  is  especially  true  during 
strategic  dispersal,  since  that  will  be  the  only  tie*  that 
both  elsslles  and  nuclear  warheads  will  be  carried  (Table 
S.3.1-4).  Whatever  the  likelihood  of  such  accidents,  local 
areas  throughout  the  country  need  to  be  lnfonaed  of  the 
envlronaental  and  health  costs. 


WHAT  SAFETY  AND  ENVIRONMENT  EFFECTS  WOULD  RESULT  FROM  TRAIN 
SABOTAGE? 

The  envlronaental  and  safety  concerns  over  sabotage  are  not 
adequately  addressed.  This  threat  is  aost  relevant  once  the 
trains  are  released  during  a  "strategic  dispersal*.  While 
it  is  unlikely  that  Soviet  sabotage  would  occur  outside  the 
context  of  a  US-Soviet  war,  third  parties,  such  as  terrorist 
groups,  could  atteapt  to  destroy  the  MX -bearing  trains  for 
their  own  purpose*.  There  is  no  discussion,  for  exaaple,  of 
the  effects  on  aissile  Integrity  of  an  attack  on  the  trains 
by  stand-off  weapons  or  land  ainea.  Similarly,  dispersal  of 
nuclear  weapons  throughout  the  country  could  provide 
tempting  targets  tor  third  parties  desiring  to  acquire  a 
nuclear  warhead  (or  20  of  them),  we  agree  with  the  DEIS 
that  security  personnel  on-board  the  trains  probably  would 
be  able  to  prevent  the  physical  takeover  of  the  trains  and 
warheads  from  any  predictable  terrorist  attack.  However, 
the  final  Eis  should  address  the  implications  of  such  an 
atteapt,  as  well  as  the  consequences  in  the  unlikely  event 
that  such  an  attack  were  to  be  successful. 

WHAT  ECONOMIC  IMPACT  WOULD  RESULT  FROM  TRAIN  ACCIDENTS 7 
While  the  envlronaental  and  health  effects  of  various  types 
of  train  aishaps  are  evaluated  in  the  DEIS,  their  econoalc 
lapacts  are  not  exaained.  Such  an  assessment  should  not  be 
Halted  to  the  areas  surrounding  the  garrison  sites,  because 
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WHAT  WOULD  BE  THE  IMPACT  AT  WARREN  AFB,  WYOMING  OF  USING 
EXISTING  SILO-BASED  MX  MISSILES  FOR  THE  RAIL-GARRISON 
SYSTEM,  AS  REQUIRED  BY  LAW7 

The  Air  Force  has  estimated  the  positive  econoalc  iepact  of 
the  Rail -Garrison  eystea  at  each  deployment  sit*.  However, 
it  has  not  evaluated  the  negative  economic  impact  which 
would  occur  at  Warren  AFB,  WY,  if  the  Pentagon  chooses  to 
supply  the  50  missiles  needed  for  the  Rail -Garrison  plan  by 
withdrawing  aissile*  currently  based  in  ailoa  there. 
indeed,  under  current  law,  which  limits  to  fifty  (SOJ  the 
total  number  of  MX  missiles  that  can  be  deployed,  the  Air 
Force  would  have  no  choice  but  to  use  the  currently  deployed 
miaailea  for  the  Rail-Garrison  suetem.  The  negative  impact 
assessment  should  deal  with  all  effects  of  such  a  missile 
withdrawal,  but  should  primarily  focus  on  the  socioeconomic 
areas  where  the  greatest  lapact  can  be  expected:  number  of 
jobs  lost,  projected  decline  in  local  population  and  school 
attendance;  overall  decrease  in  personal  income  and  the 
local  tax  base;  etc.  As  an  example  of  potential  negative 
lapact,  according  to  Air  Force  figures,  the  switch  from 
silo-basing  to  Rail-Garrison  can  be  expected  to  cause  a  loss 
of  148  permanent  jobs,  as  590  permanent  jobs  associated 
with  the  allo-baaed  MX  force  would  be  replaced  by  only  442 
permanent  jobs  created  by  the  rail -garrison  system. 


In  short,  wa  believe  that  significant  changes  are  necessary 
to  ensure  that  the  Final  Envlronaental  lapact  Statement  (FEIS) 
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adequately  addresses  the  full  impact  a  deployment  decision  would 
have,  as  required  under  the  National  EnvlronsMntai  Policy  Act. 
Each  of  the  Issues  raised  above  must  be  addressed  by  the  Air 
Force  if  the  FEIS  la  to  have  any  validity.  Failure  of  the  Air 
Force  to  produce  an  adequate  FEIS  would  provide  the  Congress  with 
additional  justification  to  reject  the  Administration’s  proposal. 

Sincerely, 


Robert  Zlrkle 
Weapons  Analyst 


313  East  81  Street 
Cheyenne.  Wyoming  88001 
August  87.  1988 


it.  Col.  Peter  Weleh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base. 


California  98909-6*48 


*  Dear  Colonel  Walaha 

I  appreciate  being  given  the  opportunity  to  reepond  to  the  draft 
Envlronaental  lapact  Statement  prepared  for  the  rail  garrison 
program.  There  ere  several  questions  1  esk  the  Air  Force  to 
address  In  the  final  EI8. 

I.  How  Mill  300  more  warheads  make  the  U8A  safer'’  What  la  the 
rat  lor  *la  behind  deploying  more  nuclear  warheads?  Why  la  tha  Air 
Fores  o  interested  In  deploying  the  alaellea  on  rail*  when  the 
Scowcroft  Report  mention*  e  smell  I CBM  a*  *  favorable  manner  for 
deploying  the  MX? 

8.  Isn’t  the  rail  garrison  project  prone  to  enemy  attack  or 
sabatoge?  The  Igloos  where  the  missile*  Mill  be  deployed  ere  not 
hardened  end  the  ratlroed  tracks.  the  primary  coaponent  for 
transport lng  tha  miaailea.  ara  aver yday  railroad  tracks.  The 
draft  EX8  states*  "When  dirmeted  by  the  National  Command  Authori¬ 
ty.  trains  could  be  moved  onto  the  rail  network.  Within  several 
hours  of  not if 1 cat  ion.  Peacekeeper  trains  could  d I sparse  over 
thousand*  of  miles  of  track,  thereby  coaplicating  tha  snemy'a 
targating  task."  It  doesn’t  sound  like  this  system  ie  effective 
at  all  if  it  takes  several  hours  to  move  the  werheeda.  How  does 
the  Air  Force  explain  the  nead  for  e  system  that  1*  much  slower 
than  existing  I CBM*? 

3.  Isn’t  this  system  going  to  add  e  greet  deal  of  noise  and 
henca  noise  pollution  to  Cheyenne's  residential  areas? 

4.  Since  the  no  action  alternative  la  only  briefly  diacusaiad. 
pleas*  offer  an  m-dentft  ana lv* la  of  tha  no  action  alternative. 
What  the  Air  Force  has  already  written  does  not  adequately 
eddrea*  the  topic.  What  happens  if  the  USA  does  not  deploy  this 
weapon?  in  your  opinion  are  we.  the  cititen*  of  the  United 
States,  in  tamed 1st*  danger  if  Congress  does  not  approve  the  rail 
garrison  pro)4Kt?  Thi*  question  relates  to  tha  flrat  question 
that  1  asked,  how  will  tht*  weapon  make  the  USA  safer? 

3.  Please  discuss  the  comparable  mobile  system  that  the  Soviet 
Union  already  has.  Aren’t  the  Soviet  mobile  weapons  deployed  on 
a  vary  Halted  rail  line?  Are  the  Soviet  missiles  deployed  on 
public  rail*? 

6.  Why  weren't  public  hearing#  held  in  coeaunltiea  that  will 


2-176 


DOCUMENT  415 


DOCUMENT  416 


1705  W.  Oak 
Jonesboro,  At  72*01 
July  19M 
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impacted  such 
the  rati  q#i  i  iton 
■  plan  to  hold  nor*  ! 


Mom  many  permanent  jcbt  Mill  be  added  to  Wvominq  s  monca 


/.  how  many  permanent  jobs  will  be  adde< 
Ultimately  how  many  Wyoming  people  will  be 
Dermanent  pottiont  by  the  Mtr  Force  f 


...iidance 

‘pliable  than  the  guidance  ayutem  in  the  MX  missile-  deployed  in 
iimitemac,  It  i9  well  known  in  Cheyenne  that  rhe  nx 

»i»9i  lc*  are  frequently  "down11  because  the  guidance  system  t9  not 
<ort  tuQ.  who  will  manufacture  the  guidance  systems  for  the  tail 
jar rison  project?  If  Northrup  is  hired  aqain,  will  thei  e  br 
:  loser  stiutiity  of  the  pi  ocur einent  ot  parts  and  the  maivif  actm  e 
<f  the  guidance  system7 


>e  ral  I  qan  tson  MX  be  men  e 
»  the  MX  missile  deployed 
Cheyenne  that 
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(>1» 


Wt<at  will  the  Air  Fence  do  about  metal  fati 
lies  currently  on-line  in  Wyoming7  How  does 
to  improve  the  shell  of  thx,  missile  oi  the  j*fp 


lt>.  The  Air  Force  very  briefly  merit 
that  there  have  been  nuclesi  arc idents 
danger  c>f  contamination  is  minimal, 
ruicleai  program  there  has  been  a  his 
Broken  Arrows  so  why  wasn't  a  mo 
accidents  discussed?  What  about  the 
I9607  Whan  the  B-33  crashed  in  Spain 
was  contaminated  didn't  DQD  have  to  b 
bact-  to  the  USA  for  disposal7  How  can 


oned  at  the  public  hearing 
but  assured  us  that  »ti«* 
Through  out  the  history  of 
coy  of  accidents  known  <*s 
c  accurate  picture  of  the 
accident  in  Greenland  m 
during  l 96*  and  the  ground 
mg  the  contaminated  soil 
the  Air  Force  be  so  confi- 
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dent  about  the  safety  of  the  fix  when  there  are  numerous  pioble 
with  the  missile  such  as  the  guidance  system  and  metal  fatigue7 

11.  Whe.  e  will  the  nuclear  waste  be  disposed  of  for  the  rail 
garrison  project7 

There  ar*  numerous  other  questions  that  should  be  addressed  if 
the  E1S  is  to  accurately  depict  the  impact  of  the  system.  I  hope 
the  Air  Force  will  make  a  concerted  effort  to  answer  all  the 
questions*  not  just  the  ones  they  want  to  answer.  I  look  forward 
to  reading  the  final  EIS. 

Sincerely. 


El leen  F.  Starr 


Director,  iartw— util  HimI^ 

AFBCMHB/Dev 

■ertee  Air  Force  laaa 

Su  tarsaadlso,  CA  92409-6448 

Dear  Director  i 

1  bars  »t tended  •  public  hearing  held  la  Blythovllle,  U 

sad  bass  reed  the  Bavtroameatal  Impact  8tud y  os  the  Psecakeaper 

Beil  Garrises  frofra,  ead  u  *  a  sober  of  the  Arkuiu  Imc* 

Canter  am  making  Me  response. 

Tbit  auilff  auclaar  went  program  pomsa  many  laeusa  of  great 
ooaosrm,  the  meat  aigaif least  holme  the  proa pact a  ( and  proepeeta 
always  salat  im  any  bams  endeavor)  of  destruction  of  fan  amvir- 
oaut,  Is  Man  habitat,  hletorlcal  aitea,  humn  axlatesne  that  the 
development  of  this  project  pro a* at a.  Like  anythin  alee  of 
defsamo  created  to  data,  nuclear  programs  of  this  aagaltude  only 
serve  to  remind  ua  of  bow  limited  this  program  win  be coma  la  a 
relatively  short  period  of  time,  and  how  deterloretioe  sad  a 
limited  Ilfs  spaa  am  part  mad  parcel  of  ouch  a  proposal. 

Alla  la  tha  abort -sighted  vise  of  thiags  this  Ball  Garrison 
Program  would  boost  the  economy,  and  provide  algolfleaat  ro roian 
sad  public  reaourcoo,  la  the  loag  ton  It  mould  hooomo  a  aagatlva 
Impact  on  society,  a  terrible  ooacera  for  future  gaaaratlnos  la 
determining  bow  to  dismantle ,  destroy,  or  discard,  if  umiaart.  all 
auclaar  (sad  non  auclaar)  materials  stored  tad  built,  *411  that 
goaa  up  baa  to  oome  dome*,  as  tha  prlaclple  atatea.  as  mors  auclaar 
maapomry  La  created  aad  mobilised  La  aay  fashion,  the  risks  of  tech¬ 
nological  break  daws  aad  disaster  are  be  Interned.  The  neat  lepertaat 
comma qaemoea  of  farh so logical  diaaatar  appear  to  be  social  and 
psycho logical .  Ha  have  to  aooooda  that  Che  results  of  failed  tech¬ 
nologies  of  such  impact  a a  this  Bail  Garrison  program  will  leaa  to 
asm  nodal  real  It  Lee.  Because  me  find  la  every  failure  an  opportunity 
to  develop  bigger  aad  batter  defense  systems,  tha  effort  moults  La  aa 
even  greater  drain  oa  our  usable  resources  all  around.  Our  eouatry  baa 
not  even  managed  tha  proper  itiaaaatliag  aad  disposal  of  already  existing 
auclaar  wastes  aad  operations,  much  leaa  datormiaimg  effectively  the  asms 
for  those  yet-t^-be  KX  Ball  Carriaoaa. 

1  nr  reemmnadetioa,  therefore,  is  to  direct  voidable  reaouroes  toward 
fleer  disarmament  aad  pmasefwl  resolutions  shile  also  working  oa 
utilising  i*at  la  already  available  to  ua  to  its - * — -  benefit. 
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Blythevilla,  AB 


ujl.  aim  women  nucunn a  kail  qaumbk>h  program 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  meeting.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  meeting  la  to  give  you 
on  opportunity  to  aaalat  ua  In  Identifying  pertinent  Issues  for  analysis  within  the 
environ  mental  Impact  statement.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough  environmental  document  that 
win  he  made  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a  final  decision  on  basing 
and  deployment  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention  potential 
environmental  issues  that  you  fssl  should  ha  analyzed  In  the  environmental  Impact 
statement. 


1  da  mat  hallam  that  fha  arlaTln  ' 
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work  omoe  triggered .  All  this  portends  to  do  (la  tha  Rail  Garrison  Proposal ) 
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Street  Address 
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Director,  Snetranaumtai  Planning  Dlviaioo 
AFBCK-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  CA  91489 


gox  gaxl  i/y/T/f  ot&wo  iwp’cae  ^aas/Ag, 
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commutt  hut 

UJ.  AIR  FORCE  PBACRK REFER  RAIL  OARABOIf  PROGRAM 

Thaak  yov  for  attsadnf  thto  haarl^  Om  pwpoas  for  hostile  thto  ho* riOR  to  to 
auBMTttt  for  you  ths  aevttaeasetal  wwrmmm  «e  bm  Ratafias d  mj  ocev  if  tfeo 
Foootkoopor  Rail  Oarrtoon  prograa  trcciiR,  and  afford  jm  aa  ofporfdty  to  brtaf  to 
otr  attention  sitter*  we  m*r  ba*M  toaitrartantljr  overlooked.  Om  foal  la  a  thorwgh 
•nriroom  ratal  aneJyMa  that  will  be  available  to  piddle  effletoto  aad  oittooaa  boforo  a 
final  decision  oo  tha  profram  to  mads.  Flooaa  uaa  thto  abort  to  Mf  to  oar  attontloa 
rtrriroaBi  ratal  toaura  that  yoe  foal  ton  not  bora  adequately  aaalyvsd  la  tha  Draft 
Rnvtooaaratal  Impact  tuumrot. 
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eURtt  OF  LARAMIE  COWIV 

JAN  IT  e.  WHITEHEAD 


August  8.  1988 

Lt  Col  ?-tar  Uriah 

AF  -:CE-BHS/DEV 

Horton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 

Dorr  Colonol  Uriah i 

Our  offico  has  bosn  asked  to  rospond  to  tho  public  fir.ance  topics  in  tho 
Draft  Envlronsontal  Ispact  Statement  -  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
(Soctlons  4. 2. 1.2  through  4. 2.1. 51  as  thay  rrlatr  to  Laraaie  County, 
Uyoaing. 

Tho  mounts  statad  for  rovonuor  and  expenditures  for  FY87  aro  basically 
corroct,  but  tho  statod  rosorvo  funding  lovol  of  03.8  Million  is  aoat 
oislradlng .  Furthermore,  our  nowost  fiscal  projections  aro  draoatlcally 
difforont  froo  statod  baso  lino  projections  for  tho  project  period. 
Unfortunately,  tho  rosorvo  funding  lovol  of  03.8  Million  represented  tho 
total  fund  equity  of  tho  general  fund  and  all  opoclal  rovanuo  funds  of 
Larrolo  County,  Uyoaing,  which  includes  sevaral  ovoraito  agencies  ovor 
which  tho  County  con  axareiaa  only  Halted  control.  Those  fundo  aay  bo 
legally  rootrictod  in  use  and  In  fact,  aro  not  available  for  tho  ganoral 
or  expended  operations  of  tha  local  govorneont.  A  oora  accurate  reserve 
funding  lovol  for  FY87  le  *1.7  alllion  which  represents  unrestricted  and 
unraaerved  fund  balances  and  la,  in  fact  available  for  uee  In  general 
and  expanded  operations.  It  should  also  be  noted  that  this  aeount 
represents  only  about  one  eonth'e  operations  for  our  local  govorneont 
and  ie  considered  necessary  to  even  out  our  cash  flow  cycle  which  has 
eeny  peaks  end  valleye. 

In  reviewing  the  base  line  projections  for  ths  progrss  psriod  of  1990  to 
1995,  ws  qusstlon  ths  aocursey  of  rsvsnus  and  axpendltura  projsctlons  In 
tha  aaounts  of  ai3.1  to  ai3.S  alllion.  Us  hava  concluded  that  your 
bsssllne  aodsl  has  failed  to  dstsot  and  projset  ths  asjor  downturn  in 
ths  sourcss  of  funding  to  local  govsrnssnta  (for  sxsspls  federal  rsvsnus 
ahsring  and  atata  ainsral  ssvsrsnoa  taxes)  In  the  state  of  Uyoaing.  Our 
revenues  In  FY86  wars  0L3.7  alllion,  but  droppsd  to  ail. 3  in  FY87. 
Rsvsnuss  dropped  again  in  FY88  to  *10.9  sill ion,  or  loss  of  211  In  just 
two  yssrs .  This  has  forosd  our  local  govsrnasnt  to  asks  staff  and 
ssrvles  rsductiona  In  ths  srsss  of  law  snforoeasnt.  public  hsalth, 
snissl  control  and  adainiatratlon.  Thssa  rsvsnus  dsersasss  hava  also 
rsducad  our  prsolous  reserve  funding  to  a. 6  alllion  FY89  as  our 
governing  board  atteepts  to  oslntaln  the  necessary  aervlces  for  our 
eitisene.  The  only  relief  wa  hove  received  has  coee  fro*  our  state 
legislature  in  granting  a  one  ties  distribution  froa  state  trust  funds 
for  FY89.  However,  If  a  peraanent  solution  Is  not  found  to  ths  currant 
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COMMENT  SHKET 

0 A  AH  FORCE  FSACUIEPU  RAIL  GARRISON  rROGRAM 

Thaak  m  for  tMa  hm*H*r  CNr  purpos*  far  hostt*  this  bsaring  b  to 

nrr - -  for  joa  tte  environments!  000—9— nr—  w*  hor*  doumta^  *oy  o«ct»  if  thm 

rnn  i  .  Rail  OsrHmom  pro«T*a  pw— Ra  vx)  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
<m  stt—tiom  aattmn  wo  nay  have  tamdvsrtsfitly  ovortookad.  Ow  goal  b  a  thorough 
aavfeottaiaatal  wwljab  that  will  bo  available  to  public  officiate  aad  dtteona  before  a 
ftaal  dectelr*  oa  the  program  te  made.  Ptaeee  um  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
eavfcooaeetal  tames  tMt  you  feel  have  not  been  adetpmUly  aaalyxed  in  the  Draft 
Baetroomeetal  Impact  SUUment. 


>  /x/.  59vtfy 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFBCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92401 
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August  30,  19fle 

My  name  If  oue  Dickenson.  1  live  in  Urwt  fella,  »«  e  wife  and  not  tier  of 
three  teenagers,  and  teach  in  the  Great  fall#  school  systsm. 

1  would  like  to  first  of  all,  point  out  the  mislesding  use  of  the  uig.isb 
language  in  the  Dulb.  For  example,  "Peacekeeper"  la  now  the  official  out  for 
"MX.”  *hy  not  call  it  what  it  is — since  its  Inception  ss  a  aissile  system — 

MX?  Charging  its  nsee  does  not  change  its  character-  Also  "re-entry  vehicle" 
is  the  aore  gentle  term  for  "nuclear  warhead  and  guidance  system."  And  in  the 
D tIS,  the  word  "aiehap"  is  used  to  describe  an  "accldsot",  involving  nuclear 
aaterlals,  rocket  fuel,  etc.  "Mishap"  describee  an  incldsnt  such  as  splashing 
coffee  on  the  table  or  locking  your  keys  in  the  car.  Nuclear  "accidents"  bring 
to  aind  Chernobyl  and  Three  Mile  Island.  The  government's  aanipulatlon  of 
the  English  language  atteapta  to  cream  a  feeling  of  well-being,  a  positive 
iaage,  a  settee  of  security,  one  that  does  not  reflect  the  reality  of  the  situation 
and  the  syatea.  This  languags  aanipulatlon  makes  it  difficult  for  citizens  to 
intelligently  decide  the  it^sue,  to  be  able  to  wiaely  assess  tne  system.  I 
maintain  the  language  ia  a  deliberate  attempt  to  mislead  Aaerlcan  citizens  and 
i  very  such  resent  it. 

A  fvw  points  1  would  like  to  clariry  in  regards  to  the  DLLS.  An  the  study 
clearly  shows,  the  unemployment  rate  in  tne  Great  Palls  sres  wil (^change  appre¬ 
ciably  as  a  result  of  Ml- Rail  Garrison  st  MAFB.  How  city  officials  can  sain tain 
this  system  will  create  jobs  and  lower  uneaploysent  in  Great  Palls  putties  as 
when  the  study  shows  no  such  changs  in  unsaploymsnt  rata. 

■second,  the  firure  of  student- teacher  ratio  of  21-1  ia  the  Great  Palls  acttool 
ayotea  la  highly  inaccurate.  The  superintendent  conceded  laet  spring  to  staff  that 
there  are  in  actuality  a  such  higher  number  of  students  per  teacher  in  the 
class room.  The  21-1  figure  included  non-teaching  personnel  and  therefore,  greatly 
distorts  the  figure.  Our  schools  are  crowded;  a  bond  issue  has  been  proocecd, 
•bother  or  not  mitigation  with  the  lir  force  will  totally  cover  the  additional 
educational  costa  is  doubtful  based  on  current  figures (1986-B?,  federal  funds 
paid  for  364  of  educational  costa  for  federally  connected  students;  the  funds  are 
from  the  Jept  of  bducatlon,  whose  budget  is  forecast  to  oe  cut  each  year  until 
the  1990's. )and  the  budget  crunch  in  Washington,  D.C. 

Third,  coements  at  the  hearing  indicated  a  willingness  on  tne  part  of  soae  peo¬ 
ple  to  cooperate  and  sacrifice  Montana  to  the  larger  defense  picture  of  our 
co-ntry,  expressing  trust  snd  confidence  In  the  decisions  ski  le  by  the  adsimstrstion 
and  Congress.  Although  I  share  generally  their  confidence  in  our  government,  it 
is  capable  of  errors  In  judgaeni,  corruption,  and  poor  planni  ig  (i.e.  Pentagon 
procurement,  contracts,  etc.,  etc.).  Therefore,  I  do  not  want  to  suoait 
ay  state,  ay  coxa  uni  ty  to  irreparable  Kara  from  additional  aissile  systems  here. 

fourth,  the  forecast  cost  of  Rail  based  KX  is  #10-45  oillion  in  1986 
dolman-,  I  maintain  the  environmental  Impact  of  this  ia  NtXliiTlVE.  tvery  other 
federal  program  is  a  poor  stepsister  to  the  ailltary  budget.  *hen  such  vast 
sums  are  spent  on  ailltary  hardware,  farmers,  unemployed,  chlldrtj.in  our  scnools, 
hungry  people, environmental  protection  and  cleanup,  federal  highways,  etc*,  etc. 
—all  these  suffer  ss  there  is  not  enough  to  go  around.  The  priorities  of  the 
citizens  in  this  country  are  not  relfected  in  the  continuing  arms  buildup. 

Last,  the  DELS  statee  armed  Rail-dased-KA  will  be  sent  out  on  tne  rails  only 
in  a  crisis  situation  such  as  tne  Cuban  missile  crisis  in  the  '60s.  I 
question  our  capability  technologically  and  from  a  human  standpoint  to  handle 
such  a  crisis  situation.  The  incident  involving  the  Vincennes  clearly  shows  the 
flaws  of  o.r  high  tech  equipment,  decisions  must  be  made  by  people,  who  do  not 
always  have  a  cear  picture  of  events,  in  spite  of  all  the  high  tech  equipment 
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available.  Techonoiogy  has  its  failures.  The  human  factor  under  stress  of 
combat  and  crisis  has  also  been  shown  to  err.  aith  the  men  operating  nail-bused 
MX,  there  will  certainly  be  stress,  tension  building  over  a  period  of  time,  perhaps 
even  a  aort  of  combat  acaiutrio.  To  quote  Maj.  berry  *11 ley  of  the  rlorida-heaed 
Central  Command  whicn  investigated  the  shooting  down  of  the  Iranian  passenger 
plane,  "ahat  you  had  was  a  combat  scenario,  wnich  is  always  c  -aracterited  by 
confusion.  .  .  such  a  scenario  could  be  duplicated  again,  in  the  gulf  or  anywhere 
in  the  world."  Xitft  the  massive  power  of  MX  and  the  possibility  of  beginning 
the  last  war  by  using  it  (and  perhaps  by  mistake),  l  cannot  understand  putting 
individuals  in  the  military  and  all  of  civilization  m  ouen  a  dangerous  position 
where  reliance  on  technology  ana  human  judgment  can  sometimes  fail.  ■«  have  sore 
than  enough  missiles  now. 

In  conclusion,  the  Rail-based  MX  reminds  me  or  the  title  of  Kaloh  Nader's 
book  Unsafe  at  any  Gpsed  .  M  is  unsafe  in  any  mode.  Kail- based  KX  will  be 
destabilizing  internationally,  dangerous  gams  playing  when  the  oeportuaity  is 
ripe  for  arms  reduction.  Safety  questions  have  not  been  adequately  answered  for 
me— we  are  not  talking  about  MISHAPS.  Cne  "mishap"  could  leave  my  community 
contaminated  and  sterile  for  centuries.  It  is  too  expensive  when  our  society  has 
many  other  needs.  Cur  security  will  not  be  enhanced  by  more  weapons  but  by 
fewer  and  a  new  aooroacn  to  international  and  fiscal  situations. 
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HX  RAIL  SABR1S0M 

Cflmmis  at  aiMALf  Of  GtamiOA  Hut  Suuu/m 

*1 

Amusi  10.1988  Public  Hlahibe 

I  WOULD  LIKE  TO  TAKE  THIS  OPPORTUNITY  TO  THANK  THE  AIR  FORCE 
FOR  PROVIDING  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  PARTICIPATE  IN  THIS  PUBLIC 
HEARING.  THE  PUBLIC  HEARING  IS  TO  ENLIST  PUBLIC  INVOLVEMENT  IN 
THE  PLANNING  PROCESS  AND  TO  OBTAIN  COTWENT  ANO  INPUT  ON  THE  DRAfT 
ENVIROWENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  (DEIS)  AND  IS  AN  I  WORT ANT  PART  OF 
THE  PLANNING  PROCESS  IF  THE  RAIL  GARRISON  IS  TO  BE  DEPLOYED  IN 
WYOMING.  NATIONAL  DEFENSE  STRATEGY  HILL  ULTIMATELY  BE  DECIDED  BY 
THE  EXECUTIVE  ANO  LEGISLATIVE  BRANCHES  IN  WASHINGTON.  D.C.  THE 
FINAL  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT  ANO  THE  PUBLIC  IWUT  HILL 
HELP  TO  INFLUENCE  AND  SHAPE  THE  FINAL  DECISION  ANO  ITS  IMPACT  ON 
OUR  STATE. 

WYOMING  HILL  PLAY  A  SIGNIFICANT  ROLE  IN  THE  PROPOSED  RAIL 
GARRISON  8ASING  NODE.  IT  IS  IMPERATIVE  THAT  THIS.  OR  ANY  SYSTEM 
TO  BE  DEPLOYED.  BE  EVALUATED  AND  DETERMINED  TO  BE  SAFE. 
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IMPACTS  NEED  TO  BE  ADEQUATELY  ADORESSED  AND  MITIGATED  TO  REDUCE. 
IF  NOT  ELIMINATE.  ADVERSE  IMPACTS.  REAL  OR  POTENTIAL.  THE  STATE 
OF  WYOMING  HAS  ADOPTED  POLICIES  AND  PROCEDURES  TO  ADORESS  IMPACTS 
FROM  THE  CONSTRUCTION  OF  MAJOR  FACILITIES  AND  IDENTIFY 
APPROPRIATE  MITIGATION.  FEDERAL  GOVERNMENT  ACTIVITIES  ARE  EXEMPT 
FROM  THE  FORMAL  REVIEW  PROCESS  UNDER  THE  INDUSTRIAL  SITING  ACT. 
IT  IS  MY  POLICY,  HOWEVER.  AS  IT  WAS  GOVERNOR  HERSCHLER'S.  FOR  MY 
OFFICE  TO  BE  ACTIVELY  INVOLVED  IN  THE  REVIEW  OF  ALL  SIGNIFICANT 
ACTIVITIES  THAT  CAN  AFFECT  THE  STATE  OR  LOCAL  GOVERNMENTAL 
ENTITIES.  IMPACTS  ARE  NO  LESS  REAL  REGARDLESS  OF  WHETHER  THE 
FACILITIES  ARE  TO  BE  DEVELOPED  BY  THE  PRIVATE  OR  THE  PUBLIC 
SECTOR. 

IN  SEVERAL  AREAS.  THE  DRAFT  EIS  FAILS  TO  PROVIOE  ADEQUATE 
1  DETAIL  TO  ALLOW  A  REVIEWER  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  FULLY  AND 
CRITICALLY  EVALUATE  AND  TEST  THE  CONCLUSIONS  PRESENTED.  SOME  OF 
THE  DATA  PRESENTED  IS  UNDOCUMENTED  WHICH.  IN  TURN.  REFLECTS  ON 
THE  RELIABILITY  OF  THE  IMPACTS  OUTLINED  AND  THE  CONCLUSIONS 
REACHED. 
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ONE  EXAMPLE  WOULD  BE  THE  USE  IN  TIC  DRAFT  EIS  OF  1985  DATA  FROM 
THE  WYOMING  HIGHWAY  OEPARTICNT  TO  EVALUATE  TRANSPORTATION  IMPACTS 
OR  THE  CONCLUSION  THAT  RESERVE  FUNDS  OF  GOVERMCNTAL  ENTITIES  ARE 
SUFFICIENT  TO  ABSORB  THE  INCREASED  STRESS  ON  SYSTEMS.  SEVERAL 
CHANGES  HAVE  OCCURRED  SINCE  1985  WHICH  WOULD  AFFECT  THAT  TRAFFIC 
DATA.  AND  RESERVE  FUNDS  ARE  NOT  AVAILABLE  IN  MOST  INSTANCES  FOR 
SUCH  PURPOSE  (EVEN  IF  WE  COULD  AGREE  THAT  RESERVES  ARE  SUBJECT  TO 
SUCH  A  CALL.  WHICH  WE  DO  NOT).  THE  DRAFT  EIS  IDENTIFIES  THAT 
THERE  WILL  BE  A  SIGNIFICANT  GEOLOGIC  1IPACT  RESULTING  FROM 
EROSIONAL  LOSS  OF  TOPSOIL  IN  SOtC  AREAS.  YET.  THE  DRAFT  EIS  ALSO 
INDICATES  THAT  AIR  AND  WATER  DUALITY  IMPACTS  WILL  BE 
INSIGNIFICANT.  BETTER  UNDERSTANDING  OF  THE  FACTS  AND  DISCUSSION 
OF  THE  CONCLUSION  IS  REQUIRED  TO  BE  ABLE  TO  ADORESS  AND  EVALUATE 
POINTS  SUCH  AS  THESE. 

I  HAVE  REQUESTED  MY  STAFF.  AS  A  PART  OF  THEIR  CONTINUING 
REVIEW.  TO  COMPILE  A  LIST  OF  QUESTIONS  AND  INFORMATION  NEEDED  TO 
FURTHER  EVALUATE  THE  DRAFT  EIS. 
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THIS  LIST  IS  TO  BE  COMPETED  BEFORE  THE  END  OF  TIC  WEEK.  WE  WILL 
WORK  WITH  THE  AIR  FORCE  TO  RESOLVE  AS  MANY  OF  THE  QUESTIONS  AS 
POSSIBLE  PRIOR  TO  AUGUST  30.  1988.  ANY  OUESTIONS  REMAINING  AS  OF 
AUGUST  30  AS  WELL  AS  ANY  ADDITIONAL  I  FORMAT  I  ON  REQUESTED  BY 
STATE  AGENCY  REVIEWERS  WILL  BE  SUMMARIZED  AND  FORWARDED  BY  AUGUST 
30.  1988. 

I  AFFIRM  MY  SUPPORT  FOR  THE  GENERAL  CONCERNS  IDENTIFIED  AND 
TO  BE  RAISED  BY  THE  INTERG0VERHCN7AL  EXECUTIVE  IMPACT  COUNCIL  AT 
THIS  PUBLIC  HEARING.  I  INSIST  THAT  THE  AIR  FORCE  WORK  DIRECTLY 
WITH  THE  LOCAL  GOVERNMENT  ENTITIES  TO  ADORESS  THEIR  CONCERNS  AM) 
OEVELOP  APPROPRIATE  AND  NECESSARY  MITIGATION  MEASURES  TO  MITIGATE 
THE  NEGATIVE  PROJECT  IMPACTS. 

I  WILL  LOOK  TO  THE  AIR  FORCE  TO  REVISE  TIC  DATA.  PROJECTED 
IWACTS  AND  CONCLUSIONS  TO  REFLECT  INPUT  RECEIVED  THROUGH  THIS 
REVIEW  PROCESS.  THIS  IS  THE  BEST  AND  ONLY  MEANS  OF  DEVELOPING 
THE  ACCURATE  DATA  TO  PREPARE  THE  FINAL  EIS. 
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THE  FINAL  EIS  WILL  BE  CAREFULLY  REVIEWED  TO  ENSURE  THAT  W  AREAS 
OF  CONCERN  RECEIVE  ADEOUATE  ATTENTION  AND  THAT  THE  BASIS  FOR  A 
COMCTENT  DECISION  IS  PRESENTED.  I  WILL  RESERVE  NT  FINAL  REVIEW 
AND  COMCNTS  REGARDING  THIS  PROPOSAL  UNTIL  THE  COMPLETION  OF  THE 
REVIEW  PROCESS.  ONLY  UNTIL  THE  REVIEW  OF  THE  FINAL  EIS  WILL  IT 
BE  POSSIBLE  TO  MAKE  AN  OBJECTIVE  ASSESSMENT  AND  DECISION 
CONCERNING  THE  PROPOSAL.  I  WOULD  HIGHLIGHT.  HOWEVER.  THE 
IKKJRTANCE  OF  SAFETY  ANO  ON-GOING  INTERGOVERMCNTAL  PLANNING 
PROCESS  ANO  EMPHASIS  ON  WYOMING  CONTRACTORS  AND  WORKERS. 

THAMC  YOU  AGAIN  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNITY  TO  PARTICIPATE  IN  TIC 
PLANNING  PROCESS  FOR  THIS  PROPOSAL. 

I  I  I 
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■nt  (EIS)  -  Peacekeeper 


August  30.  1988 


Lieutenant  Colonel  Thomas  J.  Bartol 

AF1CE-BH3/DEV 

Horton  APB.  CA  92*09-6*48 

U:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  State] 
Rail  Gerrleoo  Program 

Dear  Lieutenant  Colonel  Bartol i 


In  response  to  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

Prog ran,  this  offlca.  In  consultation  with  various  state  agencies, 

offers  the  following  coaants: 

Socloocononlce 

1.  Wills  the  Draft  EIS  discusses  sod  staasrlces  various  lapecte  sod 
reaches  conclusions  on  the  covunltles*  abilities  to  handle  the 
Inpacts .  no  Information  or  projections  are  provided  on  can 
revenues.  It  Is  difficult  to  assess  a  coBunlty’s  ability  to 
effectively  address  the  Insets  unless  potential  revenue  can  be 
projected. 

2.  While  the  Draft  EIS  reviews  many  of  the  Infrastructural  concerns 
of  the  Grand  Porks  and  Minot  regions  of  Influence,  It  noticeably 
neglects  mention  of  social  service  Impacts.  With  a  projected 
rise  and  decline  of  'proposed  action’  direct  civilian 
employment  (In  tbs  Grand  Porks  area  from  83  in  1990  to  213  in 
1991  to  38  lo  1993  (p.  *.7-10)  end  in  the  Minot  area  from  95  to 
260  to  58  in  the  sans  years  (p.  *.10-9)),  it  suggests  that  some 
social  service  intervention  will  be  needed  over  these  years.  In 
addition,  with  the  Increase  In  military  employment,  local  social 
service  agencies  will  see  an  additional  Increase  in  workload  end 
espendltures.  Simply  maintaining  ratioe  of  govenwsnt  e^loyeea 
to  population  will  not  account  for  Increased  expenditures  In 
this  category  of  govermMntal  service. 

3.  For  both  Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base  end  Minot  Air  Force  Bess, 
the  Draft  118,  in  analysing  Public  Finance  associated  with 
educational  expend lturee,  states  temporary  revenue  shortfalls 
could  occur  as  state  foundation  program  monies  ^ag  behind  the 
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additional  onrollmant  associated  with  tha  proposed  end 
alternative  actions.  In  both  cease  the  DRAFT  EIS  cltee  the 
availability  of  school  district  reserve  funds  to  cover  potential 
shortfalls  (p.  *.7-12  end  p.  *.10-10). 

The  reliance  on  school  district  reserve  funds  at  Grand  Forka  and 
Minot  le  questionable  at  thla  tlma.  As  a  result  of  declining 
economic  conditions  In  Worth  Dakota,  associated  with  a  faltering 
oil  Industry  and  tha  current  drought,  state  revenues  era 
declining.  This  has  caused  reductions  In  state  expenditures. 
Including  state  foundation  eld.  This  le  placing  atrees  on  local 
school  district  budgets. 

By  the  eetiaated  dates  of  construction  end  deployment  of  tha 
Rail  Garrison  program,  finances  may  be  such  that  tha  program 
Impacts  on  school  finances  may  be  considerably  greater  than 
stated  In  tha  Draft  EIS.  Therefore,  a  cloaar  axMXaatlon  of 
this  a  lament  may  be  warranted  with  consideration  given  to 
Department  of  Dofenea  (DOC)  financial  aid  to  those  district!. 

Ptllltlee 

The  Draft  EIS,  In  analyilng  wastewater  Impacts  for  Grand  Forka  Air 
Fotcs  Rasa,  statae  that  "While  tha  progm-ralatad  Increase  le 
relatively  email.  It  may  Increeaa  the  frequency  of  effluent  standard 
violations"  (p.  A. 7-17).  In  addition,  it  atates  that  at  tha  Minot 
Air  Force  Base,  "the  existing  lagoon  ayatme  ot>  base  la  operating  near 
capacity  and  may  not  be  adequate  to  handle  the  increased  flow"  (p. 
*.10-15).  It  le  our  position  that  waatawater  treatment  facilities  at 
both  baeee  ba  adequate  end  that  efforts  be  increased  to  mitigate  any 
la^ect  associated  with  base  operations  ao  ee  to  minimise  any 
pollution  which  may  occur. 

Transportation 

1.  At  tha  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Baas,  construction  of  the  Rail 
Garrison  would  result  In  Che  Installation  of  a  second  rail  spur 
between  the  Burlington  Northern  main  line  and  tha  base  (p. 
*.7-5).  loth  rail  spurs  would  intersect  O.S.  Highway  2  adjacent 
to  tha  Grand  Forka  base.  To  minimise  possible  disruptions  along 
U.S.  Highway  2,  wa  would  racommand  consolidation  of  tha  two  rail 
spurs  into  ons.  In  addition,  we  aeet*e  that  crossing 
mslotanence  would  bo  the  responsibility  of  tha  Air  Force  and 
urge  consideration  of  thla  point  if  it  currently  le  not  Intended. 

2.  Another  concern  we  have  la  that  the  rail  system,  already 
cresting  blockages  at  high  frequency  traffic  points,  will 
experience  additional  traffic  from  thla  program.  Haa  D00 
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iciM<ld)(t4  rmdltt  to  reduce  theaa  blockage* ,  especially  for 
•••rgvtvcy  vehicles?  Such  ramsdlae  Include  grade  separation  or 
procedures  to  |1t«  precedence  Co  mridc;  highway  craft  1c. 

Cultural  kaaourcaa 

Aa  coMunlcaCad  to  you  separately  by  tha  Porch  Dakota  Scat#  Historic 
Preservation  Off tear  (S&PO) ,  tha  Draft  EXS  Judgment  that  Mlt  la  not 

6  likely  that  any  Important  altaa  would  ha  affected  by  tha  proposed 
program"  (p.  4.10-21)  la  pranatura  until  tha  raaulta  of  tha  cultural 
raaowrea  survey  coamlaaloned  by  DOT  haa  baao  reviewed  by  tha  SKFO. 


1.  Beyond  tha  acop*  of  tha  Draft  EIS,  wa  naad  to  conaldar  tha  laaua 
of  tha  banaflca  of  wid#*apraad  dlaparalon  of  alaalla 
capabllltiaa .  Thla  la  tape rt ant  f row  tha  point  of  view  of  tha 
survivability  of  l/.S.  Ballade  alaalla  force*  and  alao  froa  tha 
point  of  vlaw  of  future  saaaltlvlty  by  political  and  allitary 
laadara  who  will  hava  to  conaldar  tha  vulnerability  of  tha 
nation,  not  juac  aparaaly  populated  raglona  In  which  tha  forcaa 
ate  baaad. 

2.  Another  qua at loo  lnvolvaa  tha  poaalbla  threat  to  public  paaca 
whan  tha  training  cralna  coa*  In  contact  with  dowonatratora  froa 
proteat  group*.  What  la  Uoltad  Statea  Air  Pore*  policy 
regarding  proteatora  interfering  with  tha  training  tralna  during 
tha  parfornanca  of  chair  dutlaa?  What  la  tha  *  ha  ring  of 
responsibility  hare  between  local,  atata  and  tadaral  law 
•afore anant  aganclaat 

Tha  abova  caM*nti  rapraaant  sow*  of  the  najor  concern*  ralaad  by  the 
Draft  E1S  In  North  Dakota.  Theaa  consents.  however,  do  not  preclude 
tha  *ubal *a Ion  of  cowwants  froa  tha  Individual  aganciaa  on  apaclflc 
point a. 

Thank  you  for  th«  opportunity  to  cuamt  on  tha  Draft  EtS.  Your 
attention  to  local  laauaa  and  concern*  la  appreciated. 


George  A.  S! 
Governor 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  thla  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hoatlng  this  hearing  b  to 
sum  war! a*  for  you  tha  environmental  consequences  wa  hava  determined  may  occur  if  tha 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  hava  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  b  a  thoroich 
environmental  analysb  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  dec b ion  on  the  program  b  made.  Please  uae  thb  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  bauas  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

V 
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"fast  say  NO! Cbayuaaa,  to  the  proposal  te  place  •m  to 
IS  Ml  mlsafios  oa  ran  cars  la  esetara  (gtooe  fe  the  shadow  ef 
tha  state  Capitol.  Than  Is  a  "No  Actios"  attanuttva  hi  tha 
ladwlil  impact  racaatly  prooled  bp  tha  Air  Perce. 
Demand  that  aMaraativa! 

At  tha  haartag  on  tha  impact  that  tha  Rail  Garrteoe 
weald  have  oa  Ckyiaai  and  vklnMy,  1  leaned  Mam  tha 
■pokeemsafarGov.  Mika  SoQlvaa  that  tha  data  wad  aa  high¬ 
ways  waa  outdated.  From  raMdroti  at  Wsetarn  hum  1 
laanad  tfaat  mapa  at  tha Ir  eras  aaad  la  tha  statamaat  sad 
paaaad  oat  at  tha  maetia*  wan  laaccarata  aad  outdated.  TWo 
IP  ■imm  f^wdy  ghoald  hava  aaad  sccarsta  flgwraa  to  uulja 
a  protect  of  tfeo  magaitada.  How  cu  wa  reiy  oa  tbatr  coacfe- 
rioas  that  tha  Impact  will  ha  mMmei  If  thatr  flgaras  art  not 
current  aad  correct? 

1  stffl  hava  imsaawmad  qaaattoaa.  Prom  tha  DSB 
sutaneat  1  caaaat  taO  approilmataly  haw  Mf  tha  prajact  la. 
is  H  as  Mg  as  tha  Da too  Pacific  camples?  Is  It  as  Mg  aa  tha 
nfiaory?  la  ft  aa  Mg  aa  Wyeee  Chemical?  Or  b  It  aa  Mg  aa  all 
three  comMaadf  wm  tt  ha  lighted  M  honrt  a  day  t  Be*  assay 
dlassli  aad  hew  maay  pewer  packs  wtD  ha  spsrttiag?  Bp* 
win  tha  dtaaol  fames  and  tha  aatoa  bo  ceataiasd? 

Lt  Col.  Petar  WsMh  saaared  Wastara  BUs  raMdMs  that 
tbs  visual  .mpeet  oftha  ltstery  ssasm  My  tower  wfflbtmfed- 
■load  by  pladag  tha  halldlag  aa  Oat  Its  profile  wm  Can 
wMMb  the  miwtaMi  reaps  aad  paJHag  R  paM  btaa  to  Msad 
with  tha  sky .  My  qaaotloa  b  oa  safety  rathar  thaa  senate  ds- 
gradattoa.  A  similar  tewer  sipladad  la  Utah  last  Pseamhm. 
Whst  praes attorns  wm  ha  takaa  hara  te  aaaara  tha  safety  of 
stadaau  sttaadtag  Central.  McCormick  sad  the  grads  schaol 
dowawtad  of  tha  tewer  If  aa  accMsat  ahaald  occwrT 

H  a  them  aad  oowceraad  Chaysaaa  cttfeaaa  weald  rocom- 
maad  tha  "No  Aettoa”  aHeraatfve  tt  weaM  enrlafety  slgaai 
Ooasross  to  slop  feeding  tha  MX  Ran  Garrtsoa.  Onmmmts 
wQ  be  aceeptad  eatfl  Aug  SI.  Matt  them  to  LL  Col  Peter 
Walsh.  APRCR-BMI/DKV,  Nortoa  Air  Perea  Rasa.  CA  SMBS- 
Mil  Apk  that  aa  aetfea  MJDmJetn  Wl  V 

Mari  aarrWw  . 

'  MRS.  RORSRT  LATBOURN 
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iO  :  Uh  Col  Peter  WhJsK 
AfrcE  -  -BMS/dEI/ 

Norton  Af&,  CA  Hz4od-£F48 

From  :  Bern  dowARP 

dlL  Laredo  Ct. 

Cheyenne  t  WF  gz-co*/ 

~The  attached  are  mtj  Comments 
and  Concerns  in  regard  ~h  -the  Dra-f-h 
£nv iron  men  ha.1  Impact  -Ofattment.  TH¬ 
IS  my  sincere  hope  thah  -these, 
-things  ioill  be  addressed  in  -the  ££S. 

2 e&c  HocOandl 
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Be+h  Howard 


Seems  me  -tkaf,  our  Fimes  of. 

0  national  need "  are  naF  a  secret  to 
ajiu  odkcr  nation  uokck  makes  4 be 
System  a  target  j+ke  rret  ifi V  * Vir 
4ime  Loktle  if  is  boused  in  Fke 
Garrison.  (SiVen  -fke  kypo+keFicad 
dispersal  C'fed,  tt-jseems  dkese 
drains  Would  ncd-  lie  Wind  do  beep 
Frock  of  even  vokjle  dispersed . 
-V\]kaF  is  Fke  of  greater 

-survivability  )  if  iny ,  -fkaF  -fkis 
basing  mode  kas? 


-re  HrxrpAte 


4  j  "Beth  Howard 

CD  4o\A)  muck  more  Sw  Vi  vxble  is  ffuS 
ppj.1  Garrison  concipk  Fkan  +ke  Current" 
basing  mode?* 

-  On  page  S-  1  of  Fke  "Draft  E-nviron- 
menfxl  ImpocF  efaiemeirk  under 
‘'PuR.fbsg'  Akd  NEEIj "  if  stapes  Fdvxk 
Congress  limited  ttke  deployment  of 
Tkacrkeeper  missises  in  Minvtemao 
Silos  do  f>C  and!  asked  dke  "FfesidenF 
+o  propose  a  more  survivable  basing 
rnode  for  dke.  offer  50  Peacekeeper 
missiles.  j 

~  There  skeuld  be-  proof  C Lukich  I  dont 
find  in  Fkis  sfademeirf)  Fkad  4kiS 
System  is  more  survivable.  GriVen 
-fke  kypoFke-Kco.l  dispersal  used 
On  page  5-<2>  «}kere  "in  Fimes 
of  national  need  ■  >  ■  ~Tkat  hypothetical 
dispersal  Consisted  of  2.5  Frcuns  C^O 
missiles)  runniny  nonstop  -far  the 
•firsF  \7-  hours  of  dlispersaJt ,  then  rno7iy 
approximately  4  fours  of  every  24/  hours 
for  Co  period  of  |F  Weeks, ...  '  Xdr 


F  weeks. 
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(2)V)Vvy  has  dke  |higk-densidy  popu¬ 
lation  ;  adgacent  Fo  dke  base  and 
\AjlFk\n  dke  cikikmids,  been  mini¬ 
mized  In  Fkis  'report-? 

—  An  old  map  !  Gnome  Fkan  5  years 
oldD  Has  been  used  in  Figure  S-S, 
S-IH  and  Figure  IF.  Z- 3  .  Xt  isFhe 
same  old  map  irj  each,  case, 

"  Fkis  map  MX  Fbe  end-ire 

nordkern  HALF  of*£»-  subdUvision,- 
uokicU  !s  a  kfijf  mile,toidk  ad  leastr 
20  streeFs ,  of  hjigk  dens  tty  single 
family  kousinqjmdj_  multiple  fauruLy 
driixnhousesTims  entire  subdivision 


d^umkouses?*'Fus  entire  subdivision 
is  uJitkin  dke  otM  limi+S-  j. 

_Tkis  map  also  eaves  off'iall  dke 
devebpmenF  Eask  of  X- z&  ,all  high- 
dens i-fiy ,  including  Single-f arrulu  bomesj 
Fownkomes  and  apardmend  Completes 
on  of  least:  35  streets  noF  skown  and, 
alt  widbin  dke  city  limits. 

—Ike  inset  used|0n  Fkis  fnap  and 
on  -f Vvose  of  dke  oou+k  Side  OpForj^.^ 
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j  Tage  4  j  Beth  Howard 


+hoct  shows  -Hot  citu  lri  relationship  ho  j 
the  base,  is  cemplereluj  irvicourahe  j 
and  doesn't-  dies tarote  VAlesbern  Hills 
or  AMM  of  the  high -density  northern 
development  -H-vaij  is  all  usithin  city 
limits  and  most  irnmedia-teLg  adjw- 
cenf  Ho  -the  Air  'Feme.  "Base. . 

-"Figure  4.2,  4-  I  js  -the  Land  Use 
Map /Graph  at  F.E..  Wjarren  and  Vicinitj 
and  though  i-l-  correctly  depicts  -the 
land  use, -the  langua^.  describing 
Figure  4.2,4-/  »>>  page  ^-2-34  once 
agoun  minimizes  the  population 
adjacent-  do  -the  pose .  "The  loggapag 
aurrertHcj  states,  "[The  resicWctiafi  land  , 
uses  consist  of  sirg  le-famiLy  subdivision  , 
within  -the  Cty  of  Gtaja >ne  on  the  easterri 
Side  of  the  base,  [“TKe  area,  near  the 
base  north  of  Ckjyenne  City  limits  con-, 
tains  low- density  jiSingle-famiUj  subdivi¬ 
sions.  "  To  be  -fair  ho  -those  cor+hhx  1 


-the  cuto.  av\d  adiokenh  to  -the  base 

shouldn’t-  -the  LOOrdUr.^  iniheate  tbab^ 
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(5)  VWtuj  is  -there  hQ.  ’Depar-trnerrt  of 
Cefense  -proposed;  "Explosive  Safefej 
■Zone 'at-  the  Cheyenne  MuniCipa,! 
Airport" 7 

_  “The  same  hazardous  materials 


materials 


Hhah  require  -the  "Explosive  Safety 
Zone'  on  -the.  Air-  axe  Base  Will  be 
handled  ah  -the  import  which  it- 
seems  would  make  such  a  zone 
nnamdiadcrrU .  The  bmf-t  E.TS  slates 
on  'page  5_1  -th<J-  'The  probability 
of  a  rvu'shap  cLur  nj  air  transport  of 

4he  re-entry  systems  is  extreme^ 
Small.  '  if  does  iiah  sa*j  that  ih 
won'f  happen  ev-ek,anc|  having  this 
information  it  seems  irnespons;  ble  not- 
to  redware  an  explosive  Safety  zone 
Clh  hha  Cheyenne  (Mmic ipcl  /Airport-. 

~  However,  -the  Chugenne  Airport  is 
.Surrounded  by  theCaty  on  all  Sides,  in¬ 
cluding;  apartment  buiWirgs  and  other 
TnulhpU  fa/mitu  housing',  the  Fnanher  Ah.ll 
and  other  businesses)  public  recreg-K'qyy.1 


Be+h  Howard 


the  land  use  Consists,  of  hiQh~densihj 
Single- fanuly  Subdivisions  Within  the  City 
of  Choupnne  7  | 

—  Furfbaxmore,  ih  is  rr uj  unders to.nd.ro 
that  the  land  -to  the  Kor+U  of.  t-Ke 
Current  VOestern  H;Us  Subdivision  _ 
Shouin  on  Figure  j 4. 2.4-1  0-&  "Mixed 
Open  Space'  is  plated  ho  become, 
"the  rest  of  Wlesfern  tf il Is  "...  which  I 
assume  Would  also  be  wrfhin  "the 


City  limits.  ~T>u's  jweuSd  put  high-den  - 
sihg  housing  -forth  ir  north  ho  fees  | 
than  a  roTte,  from  the  roulW5p.r*Tse>r\— 
immediately  adjacent  to  thfi-tlovb-cLen-  | 
Situ  housing  find  -o  the  Air  Force  Base.  j 
—  Mirurniimg  the  population  Immecti- 
atiUj  adjacent  to  the  base  is  «_ry>t  i 
a.  small  error,  ^ven  Wrtb  only  a. 
St^h-f  "potential  for  mishaps,  ih  ?s 
hhfc  population  immedUaJely  adjacent  to 
the  Air  Force  Base’ that  ^stcivvts  to  be 

SmKm  Ihiii-JfL  at  greatest  risk  should 
such  a  mishap  occur.  ■>.  «e*T  PA^ 
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facilih’es  )  amd  maJug  tugh-det%srKf 
Single  -  fsrvuUj  subdivisions. 

—  TVye-refovg  -the  Safetig  reassurances 
&n  pag®  5-Z,  dtxji'b  appUj  ,hhat- 
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-In  Viuprruny  ,  serious  +rcun  cterai.1- 
menVs  have  tel  W  caused  whole 
-browns  do  Be  pushed  off  -tee  bracks  >Vo 
be  pecked  up  later,  So  as  nob  bo 
interfere  tete  brain  bruff-fc..  A 
ftecebeeper  bsain  uoouAd  have  bo 
Block  tee  brack  Unb\  l  aperabonal  . 

-  Obviously  )bhe'  brtuininy  brains  Will 
have  many  more  miles  brave l  led  -tean. 
bhose  Carrying  missiles  j'Bc.  bheiy 
kox/e  bhe  p^reatesb  possibili'+y  fov- 
derou'imervf-,  CerVrUnly,  bo  assure -tee 
tnteyriby  of  -tee  System  ^bBese  brains 
Will  Wife  +t>  be  temdUd  os  bhouyh 
bhey  do  carry  missiles  ,  and  \n  bks 
Case  of  a  demulrnervl-,  sbawdi  bo 
interfere  vvibh  reyc-iar  frcun  -fraffVc- 
and  bo  cause  a  neyteue  econow-uc 
'unpack  bo  bhic  rate  industey  as  aidiole. 
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Scoping  Hcarlnq  Location; 

Lost  High  School  -  Cheyenne,  Wyoming 


Uoniel  o,  Brown 
1700  Morrle  Ave 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  82001 
April  24,  1988 


Oueetione  renardlnq  O.S.  Air  Force  Rail  Garriaon  IC8H  Program 

HA  What  specific  evacuation  procedures  will  you  have  implemented  to  ensure  the 
'v“^  safety  of  the  public  in  the  event  of  a  nuclear  accident  with  regard  to 
the  production  plant  operations  (like  Rocky  flats  and  fantex,  etc),  the 
transportation  of  nuclear  materials  on  our  highways  as  well  as  by  water 
— .  and  alr7 

O#) Specifically,  how  much  more  radioactive  pollution  will  be  emitted  diractly 
into  our  environment  as  a  direct  result  of  the  process  in  getting  the 
missiles  produced?  How  many  employees  at  the  missile  production  plants 
will  die  as  a  direct  result  of  radiation  poisoning  do  to  the  inability  to 
safely  handle  radioactive  meterials7  How  many  employees  do  you  estimate 
will  develop  cancers,  brain  and  body  tumors,  lukemias,  and  other  radiation 
related  Illnesses  ss  a  direct  result  from  working  on  the  proposed  roll 
garrison  missile  war  heads?  What  are  your  estimates  for  the  number  of 
people  living  within  a  20  mile  radius  of  each  missile  processing  or 
production  plant  will  contract  the  above  mentioned  ailments  or  die  as  a 
result  of  each  plant’s  radioactive  emissions  Into  our  eir,  land,  and 
ground  water  supplies? 


hi 


h2 


<£> 

(i. )sp«clflcally  how  many  more  ships  and  airplanes  will  be  carrying  radioactive 
materials  related  to  the  rail  garrison  project  each  day  and  how  many  days 
ill  they  continue  transporting  before  the  project  is  completed? 


ISpecif lcally  how  many  more  truckloads  containing  radioactive  materials  will 
be  on  our  highways  each  day  and  how  many  daya  will  they  continue  to  be 
on  our  highways  if  the  proposed  rail  garrison  project  Ls  passed  by  congress? 


/  S^What  feethee  precautions  will  be  implemented  to  ensure  the  public  safety 
—  in  preventing  accidents  on  the  highways,  on  airplanes,(  and  on(  vessels  *' 
how  much  do  these  precautions  cost? 


r.; JU**. 


"mr 


**'>*+• 

/&7\ihat  ere  your  plane  for  restoring  the  wildlife  end  plant  life  that  yoy  kill 

as  a  direct  result  of  radioactive  accidents  ss  well  as  contamination  of  the 
environment  as  a  direct  result  of  the  emissions  from  each  nuclear  facility? 
(?.yMev  much  money  per  person  are  you  willing  to  pay  to  compensate  each  employee 
as  well  as  public  citizens  that  become  contaminated  as  a  direct  resile  ! 
radi<etlon  poisoning  due  to  accidents  related  to  the  rail  garrison  project? 
Is  there  e  Civil  Defense  plan  that  the  cities  will  implement  other  than  just 
warning  the  public  vie  the  siren  system,  and  if  so  please  give  the 
specific  details  for  the  community  for  Cheyenne,  Wyoming? 

yHow  will  you  compensate  our  allies  if  our  missiles  hit  theta  countries  rather 
than  the  Soviet  Union  -  the  public  ls  quite  aware  of  the  excessive  fraud 
and  deceit  thet  is  Involved  with  the  IHUs  In  the  guidance  system?  wren 
you  have  28/48  failures  in  the  quldence  system  end  the  Air  Force  says  that 
that  la  twice  ee  good  as  what  they  initially  expected,  it  does  not  give 
the  public  much  confidence  in  the  Air  Force ’e  capabilities.  It  sounds 
more  that  the  rail  garrleon  project  ( Juet  like  the  KX  project)  is  not 
for  a  policy  of  deterranee  but  rather  primarily  a  giant  money  profittlng 
scheme  to  benefit  the  big  corporate  defense  Contractors. 


/low  Mow  much  money  for  the  rail  garrison  proji... 
funds  to  support  the  Contras  in  Nicaragra? 
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rilj  How  will  rail  road  sabatoge  be  prevented?  How  much  will  the  added  security 
cost  to  prevent  the  sabatoge? 

12.  How  much  does  each  car  on  the  train  weigh  and  will  our  current  rails  be  able 
to  carry  that  enormous  weight?  Will  extra  axels  be  added  to  each  car 
and  how  much  will  each  axel  cost  to  install?  Will  new  tracks  have  to  be 
built  and  if  «o,  how  many  miles  of  tracks  are  planned  and  how  much  will 
they  cost.  I  talked  to  a  rail  road  worker  last  week  and  he  said  you  are 
already  building  new  tracks  -  is  this  true?  He  also  said  he  was  one  of 
the  first  to  ride  on  a  dummy  rail  qarrlaon  train  between  Cheyenne  and 
Laramie,  Wyoming.  Do  you  already  have  the  dummy  look-a-llke  garrison 
trains  built? 

fllmJAfter  each  garrison  train  derailment,  how  long  will  it  take  to  put  it  back 
J  on  the  tracks  and  how  much  will  that  cost  each  time? 
n4j/After  you  launch  an  MX  from  the  train,  will  it  leave  the  train  derailed? 

C=^  How  much  ground  dammage  will  result  from  the  launch?  How  many  rail  road 
and  Air  Force  personnel  on  the  train  do  you  anticipate  will  die  or  be 
injured  from  the  launch? 


<9 


Are  the  O-rings  on  these  missiles  the  same  type  made  by  Morton  Thiokol  that 
were  defective  which  caused  the  Challenger  mishap?  And  if  so, what  measures 
do  you  plan  to  take  to  ensure  safe  launches  in  subzero  weather? 


16.  What  measures  will  you  take  to  ensure  that  no  Air  Force  or  other  rallroa<‘ 
personnel  will  be  on  drugs  either  legal  or  illegal  to  help  prevemnt 
accidents?  How  long  will  the  shifts  be  so  that  you  don’t  have  tired 
personnel  on  duty?  what  are  the  specific  health  condltons  that  you  look 
for  in  your  personnel  to  ensure  they  are  in  fit  condition  for  this  type 
of  duty?  How  young  will  the  personnel  be  and  what  specific  tra Inina 
I  ^  ^  will  they  have  had  before  being  assigned  on  these  trains? 

will  you  prevent  other  commercial  and  passenger  trains  from  colliding 


|20|Ce>  with  the  garrison  trains?  Y.*.'  »rt  v'ly 

18.  ^>fow  often  will  practice  runs  of  the  trains  take  place  each 
' —  much  will  each  practice  run  cost? 
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19.  what  would  be  the  impact  of  a  tornado  hitting  the  gerriton  train;  also  the 
impact  of  an  earthquake  (about  Oct.  ’85  Douglas,  Wyoming  had  a  5.0  or 
greater  earthquake  and  it  was  also  felt  here  in  Cheyenne),  the  impact  of 
small  missile  rockets  from  close  range  by  sabateura,  the  impact  of  Ice 
and  snow  covered  tracks7  will  the  trains  have  radioactive  leaks  because 
of  these  impacts?  Will  they  be  derailed?  will  they  cause  a  launch? 
what  would  be  the  impact  of  a  head  on  collision  with  another  very  he a y 
train  going  at  a  very  fast  speed?  would  any  of  these  Impacts  cause  a 
major  explosion?  A\\-<r  »•«*»*•>  ‘if/') 

/20,/How  much  fraud  and  deception  is  the  Air  Force  and  the  Reagan  Administration 

anticipating  frem  each  Defense  Contractor  associated  with  the  rail  garrison 


Project? 
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*What  is  the  major  political  affiliation  of  the  management  of  each  Defense 
Contractor;  i.e.  Republican  or  Democrat?  How  much  in  m.«  m11_i  .»/-h 
Defense  Contractor  pay  for  their  respective  contributions  for  the  entire 
garrlspn  project?  How  much  in  tex  rebates  will  each  Defense  Contractor 
receive  for  their  respective  contributions  fr r  the  entire  protect?  h^wT 
much  in  personal  profits  wm  each  Defense  "contrector~~recervV T5F  their 

respective  contributions  for  the  entire  project?  *  ‘  - 

22.  How  much  will  the  entire  rail  garrison  project  cost  the  U.S.  over  the  next 
?  years  if  it  is  approved  for  deployment? 
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Altar  ths  Air  Fores  rscsivss  ths  ordar  to  launch,  how  long  will  It  taka 
bafora  tha  misail*  is  actually  launchad?  How  long  will  it  taka  tha  MX 
launched  aisailaa  on  tha  train  to  roach  thair  targets,  that  is,  if  thay 
hit  thair  lntandad  tar gat a? 

what  precautions  will  tha  Air  forca  taka  to  prsvsnt  radar  jamming  devices 
fro*  lntsrferrlng  with  tha  communication  systems  batwaan  tha  Air  Porca 
control  cantara  and  tha  trains?  Tha  rail  road  workar  i  talked  to  last 
waak  aaid  ha  and  othar  railroad  employees  ware  abla  to  talk  with  Air 
Porca  personnel  on  tha  Air  Porca 'a  frequencies.  What  precautions  will 
be  taken  to  eoaure  that  our  Air  Forca  peraonnel  on  tha  tralna  racaiva 
Instructions  f com  tha  right  people! 


As  tha  B-l  Bomber  can  be  downed  by  a  flock  of  qeese,  what  extra  precautions 
will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  wildlife  such  as  rodents  or  weeds,  etc. 
will  not  causa  a  malfunction  in  tha  operation  of  tha  train  to  prevent 
it  fro*  aoving? 


What  are  all  the  other  specific  basing  sodas  you  have  addressed  for  the 
KX  aisailaa  and  **>y  were  they  rejected?  Do  we  actually  need  sore 
MX  aisailaa  -  isn't  our  currant  ability  to  blow  up  tha  Soviet  Union  i'-.  lef 
40  tiaaa  over  sufficient?  why  do  wa  need  to  continue  to  throw  hoards 
of  soney  into  the  pockets  of  our  Defense  Contractors? 

As  tha  Air  Porca  la  biased  in  thair  opinion  with  respect  to  tha  deployment 
of  tha  rail  garrison  project,  will  there  be  an  independent  commission 
appointed  to  also  Investigate  all  tha  NEPA  concerns?  And  if  one  la 
appointed,  what  steps  will  be  taken  to  ensure  that  the  members  on  this 
coealsalon  will  not  have  any  personal  invested  interests  favoring  a 
corrupt  overlooking  of  possible  hasxarda? 
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28.  How  wall  protected  will  tha  garrison  iglooe  be?  How  such  will  it  cost  to 
build  these  Igloos  under  ground?  what  could  a  tornado  do  to  thea? 


What  would  be  tha  specific  amount  of  Ozone  dammsge  to  our  ataosphere  if 
only  one  missile  was  launched?  Consider  if  It  was  to  explode  high  into 
the  ataosphere,  before  It  hit  close  to  the  ground,  or  if  It  exploded 
after  it  hit  the  ground,  what  would  each  impact  be  on  the  Ozone2  Also, 

What  would  happen  to  the  Ozone  layer  If  all  12,000  of  our  land  based 
missiles  and  11,000  of  the  Soviet  Union's  missiles  were  to  be  launched? 
Would  any  life  on  earth  exist  after  such  a  nuclear  holocaust  say  3  nos. 
after  an  all  out  exchange? 

Will  there  be  restricted  air  space  over  these  garrison  areas 7  If  a  commercial 
or  passenger  plane  went  over  these  areas,  would  they  be  shot  down? 


31.  What  is  the  estiaated  economic  impact  in  terms  of  jobs  on  each  of  the  12 
planned  sites?  What  will  the  Air  Force  do  to  accomodate  all  the  extra 
strain  put  on  each  location  -  education,  aedical,  commercial? 


itta.  It.  Cel.  Peter  Walsh > 

1  I  I»  wl  U  tt,  l^nl  at  m,  KX,  I 


As  we  frequently  have  flash  floods  around  Cheyenne,  what  would  the  impact 
be  of  having  the  trains  with  their  computers  soaked?  After  such  flash 
floods,  will  the  tracks  still  be  capable  of  supporting  the  weight  of  the 
trains? 

Whan  will  the  Reagan-Bush  Administration  move  away  from  a  policy  of 
Mutually  Aasurrad  Destruction  (MAD)  and  toward  a  policy  of  peace7 


What  are  you  going  to  do  with  all  the  nuclear  wastes  that  are  produced  as 
as  a  direct  result  of  the  production  process  of  these  KX  missiles  and 
how  much  will  It  Cost  to  clean  up  the  sites  after  the  missiles  are  made? 
where  will  you  dump  the  nuclear  wastes  and  what  will  you  do  to  prevent  It 
from  contaminating  our  land,  air,  and  water?— >u  »»  *•  "  «.  if-ar-w? 
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am  asking  for  >0  ACTXV. 
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DIRECTOR  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PLANNING 
AFRCEP-BK8/DEV 

NORTON  AIR  FORCE  BASE ,  CALIFORNIA  924«9-6448 


SUPPL I MENTAL  COMMENTS 

BV 

JAMES  R.  DEAL.  Prea. 
NORTHEAST  ARKANSAS  CITIZENS  COMMITTEE 
1143  W.  HEARN  STREET 
BLVTHEVlLLE,  ARKANSAS  72313 


Q.  State  your  name,  age  and  address. 

A.  My  nemm  Is  Jamas  R.  Daal,  aga  74.  My  address  is  1143  W.  Hearn 
Street,  Blythevllle,  Arkansas  72313. 

0.  Are  your  comments  for  your  salt  alone? 

A.  My  comments  represent  a  consensus  of  the  opinion  of  the  North- 
mast  Arkansas  Citizens  Committee,  NACC  was  organized  primarily  to 
represent  tha  residential  end  smell  business  interests  before  the 
Public  Service  Commission.  The  group  Is  active  In  all  other  Issues 
that  effect  the  health,  welfare  and  safety  of  citizens  from  the 
city  to  the  international  level. 

Q.  State  briefly  your  education  end  ongoing  activity. 

A.  After  High  school  I  attended  Meephle  State  Unlv.  for  two  years. 
My  majors  were  mechanical  &  architectural  drafting,  wood  shop  end 
music.  I  served  as  Lt.Col.  In  ROTC  end  six  yea re  in  the  Tennessee 
National  Guard  113th  Field  Artillery.  Until  I  went  to  California  In 
1937,  1  was  the  manager  of  the  family  building  specialty  buaineae 
while  also  working  as  a  professional  musician.  1  .sent  to  California 
in  1937  and  went  to  work  for  the  S.P.R.R.  beginning  so  a  switchman. 
I  worked  through  the  various  transportation  services  t  was  promoted 
to  conductor  and  was  an  extra  Asst,  trainmaster.  1  was  frozen  on 
that  job  for  the  duration  of  the  war.  A  personal  Injury  Inspired 
return  to  Blythevllle  and  back  Into  the  building  specialty  business 
interior  decorating  B  design,  and  a  aotel  and  restaurant  owner  and 
operator.  1  retired  in  1977  and  now  manage  a  trust  fund  for  sy 
sons,  a  Lawyer  and  an  HD.  1  am  involved  in  ongoing  studies  of 
economics  and  advancing  technologies. 

Q.  Whet  are  your  comments  on  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
A.  In  oral  testimony  at  the  Blythevllle  hearing  I  stated  ay  doubt 
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concerning  the  ability  to  mv«  the  train*  fro*  th*ir  *llo*  within 
the  delivery  tie*  of  eneey  eieelle*.  1  nerved  a*  a  railway  conduc¬ 
tor  during  the  tie*  that  General  Patton  mi  training  hie  Africa 
Core  In  the  deeert  between  Indio  and  Yuma,  Cal.  during  the  194G’e 
Burlington  Northern  le  a  single  track  service  with  Central  Traffic 
Control  a*  was  the  Southern  Pacific  at  that  ties  and  1  as  aware 
of  delays  in  getting  a  clearance  to  wove  into  the  scheduled  traffic. 

1  learned  fro*  your  panelists  answer  that  it  is  not  the  intent 
of  the  air  force  to  scraable  the  trains  but  instead  will  rely  on 
'STRATEGIC  WARNING*  to  initiate  a  dispersal  of  trains. 

He  said.  "Now  by  strategic  warning  I  ae  saying  that  on  a  day  to 
day  basis  the  Soviet  Union  DOCS  NOT  HAVE  sufficient  forces  deployed 
to  launch  a  successful  attack  on  the  United  8t*te*  and  successfully 
destroy  the  entire  triad.* 

When  will  the  trams  need  to  be  disbursed?  He  saidi 

'SEVERE  DETERIORATION  OF  INTERNATIONAL  RELATIONS  such  as 
the  Cuban  crisis  in  1962  or  the  Mid  East  crisis  In  1973.* 
His  answers  to  ey  testimony  were  more  extensive  than  any  other 
during  the  Mellon.  Ae  I  rehearse  the  answers,  and  compare  thee 
with  previous  information,  1  find  serious  contradictions. 

Information  contained  in  the  BULLETIN,  a  monthly  news  letter  of 
the  COMMITTEE  TO  RE8T0RE  THE  CONSTITUTION,  edited  by  Archibald  E. 
Roberts,  Lt.  Col.  A US,  Ret.,  there  are  articles  by  Lt.  Col.  Thomas. 
E.  Bearden,  USAR,  Ret. that  deal  with  the  8oviet  deployment  of  Phase 
Conjugate  Weapons  that  use  Time-Reversed  Electromagnet  1 c  Pulse 
Waves.  Col. Be. 'den  le  a  nuclear  engineer,  war  games  analyst  and 
Military  tactician.  During  a  twenty  year  military  carmer  Bearden 
specialized  in  air  defense  systems,  tactical  and  technical  intelli- 
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earth  in  the  U.8  and  trigger  a  nuclear  winter  that  would  effect  the 
whole  world,  it  le  most  llksly  that  the  Soviets  will  not  use  EMP  as 
long  as  our  nuclear  inventory  stays  at  its  prsssnt  level.  They  will 
continue  their  willingness  to  retire  nuclear  unilaterally  in  an 
effort  to  remove  all  nuclear.  This  would  give  thee  complete  control 
of  the  entire  world  with  their  deployed  EMP  system. 

Obviouely  we  have  s  largs  enough  nuclear  stockpile  to  deter  the 
use  of  EMP.  The  expenditure  of  fifteen  billion  dollars  for  the  MX 


Rallguard  delivery  system  is  only 


One  witness  spoke  to  the  fact  that  Blythevllle,  Ark.  is  in  the 
path  of  th#  New  Madrid  fault.  He  was  referred  to  paragraph  3  of  th# 
hand  out  brochure  which  says  nothing  at  all  about  earthquakes.  Four 
on  th*  Richter  scale  will  move  rails  into  s  snake  like  twist  and  1 
have  witnessed  such  in  and  around  Indio,  California. 

I  am  aware  that  the  public  hearings  are  held  to  comply  with 
the  law  as  stated  on  page  1-19,  1.10  of  the  Draft  Environmetal  Imp¬ 
act  Statement.  I  trust  that  th*  public  statements  will  be  used  with 
mors  consideration  than  compliance  with  th*  law.  My  comments  above 
may  vary  well  be  outside  of  the  scop*  that  is  intended  in  th#  draft, 
however,  those  who  will  make  th*  final  decisions  on  deployment  of 
th*  MX  via  Rail  Garrison  are  herewith  challenged  to  consider  th* 
futility  of  it*  deployment  m  light  of  the  EMP  technology. 


Thank  you  very  much  for  your  consideration. 


Pr«T  MACC,  1143  W.  Hearn  St.  Blythevllle,  Ar  72313,  3S1-742-2769. 
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gancs,  nuclear  weapons  employment,  coaipu ter  tied  war  gases,  entired- 
latlon  missile  counter  measures,  research  and  development  of  U.S. 
Army  missile  systems,  and  sllitary  weapons  systs*  requirements. 
Such  should  b*  sufficient  to  merit  our  consi deration. 

According  to  laardsn,  nuclear  war  heads  can  b*  detonated  by  EMP 
which  can  be  projected  at  ten  times  the  speed  of  light.  The  Soviets 
have  been  perfecting  the  Tesla  Scaler  Wave  technology  since  1936. 
They  received  eost  of  the  German  radar  and  infrared  ecientlats  at 
the  close  of  UU  2  and  have  deployed  their  fifth  generation  of  EMP. 

Beerden  has  a  VN8  tape  that  shows  a  checker  board  formation  of 
what  appears  to  be  vapor  trails  above  Huntsville,  Ala.  Ha  writes 
that  th*  Bovlst*  ar*  controlling  the  jet  strssa  which  is  responsible 
for  the  unusually  heavy  snows  in  the  deep  south  and  th*  drouths 
such  a*  the  one  we  are  having  this  year.  He  suspects  that  lose  of 
the  Challenger  and  failure  of  other  launches,  unexplained  loses*  of 
many  of  our  aircraft,  tha  mysterous  formation  of  giant  les  clouds 
in  the  north  Pacific,  wars  caused  by  EHP  attacks.  (Now  Pres.  Zla>7 
Thmrafore.to  say  that  the  Soviets  do  not  have  sufficient  forces 
deployed  to  launch  a  successful  attack  is  a  gross  understatement, 
assuming  that  leardens  rssssrch  la  as  credible  as  his  credentials. 

After  the  hearing  1  managed  to  speak  with  several  of  tha 
panelists  and  in  a  short  conversation  ona  of  them  was  aware  that 
EMP  would  detonate  nuclear  in  any  of  its  various  fores.  1  am  glad 
to  know  that  someone  is  aware  of  this.  Tha  big  question  in  my  mind 
is,  'Do  our  (so  celled)  peacekeepers  understand  the  Soviet  EMP  cap¬ 
ability  and  our  vulnerability  to  its  power 7* 

Since  our  nuclear  inventory  is  so  widespread,  and  since  EMP  can 
detonate  nuclear,  and  alnce  the  use  of  EMP  would  render  a  scorched 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  atteadtag  this  haertof.  Owr  purpose  for  boating  thla  hearing  Is  to 
summarise  for  you  tbs  environmental  cores gusnn—  we  bare  determined  nay  oeev  If  tbs 
Peacekeeper  Rsli  Garrison  program  proceed*  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  mitten  wa  nay  bava  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Osr  goal  Is  a  tborovgh 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  aad  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  mads.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  tallies  that  you  fsal  bare  sot  bean  adequately  analysed  in  tbs  Draft 
Environ  mental  Impact  Statement. 
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Thaafc  you  far  itHMhf  this  tearing.  Ow  purpose  for  hotting  this  tearing  ta  to 
muuuriae  for  you  tte  environmental  consequent »«  we  have  dstsrmined  may  occur  If  tte 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
oar  attention  matter*  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environ  mental  analyse  that  will  be  available  to  public  official*  and  clUaena  before  a 
flaml  decision  oa  tte  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  keeuea  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  tte  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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August  28,  1968 
736  Arapeho 
Qwywn,  Wy.  82009 


Lt.  Ool  Peter  Welsh 

APRCB-flMS/OBV 

Mortal  APB,  Oa.  92409-6446 


Gentleman: 

Thank  you  for  the  copy  of  the  MX  rail  gerrisen  EEXS  which  I  received  late  In  July. 

Tima  wi  short  to  study  the  tortewnt  before  the  early  August  hearings,  but  lt  appeared 
that  an  attest  was  mada  to  answer  moat  of  wy  oonoeme  and  questions. 


Hwevsr,  I  want  It  an  the  recced  that  my  doubte  and  fear*  about  this  latest 
expensive,  destabilizing,  redundant  nuclear  weapon  system  have  not  been  lessened. 
There  are  alaply  too  aeny  "ifa";  too  aany  unpradicteblae;  too  aany  variables.  The 
rail  garTlacn  la  pure  folly  I 
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Incidentally,  what  will  be  the  final  EIS  cost?  and  please  expand  on  FWA  plans 
covering  tte  ccnaec^jenoes  of  aocldsits  or  nuclear  war  and  also  tte  l^ect  of  a 
No  Action  Alternative. 


Thank  you  for  this  opportiailty  to  respond. 


Sincerely, 

Andrea  L.  Oook 


r/rX^/~J  Zon  sKy.. 

Nam /  8treet  A<fcfress  Citf 


wg*  itifuwpAnas 

State 


b  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  toi 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pores  Baas 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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Thank  you  for  attending  this  tearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  tearir*  la  to 
summarize  for  you  tte  environmental  consequence*  w*  have  determined  may  occur  If  tte 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  tte  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  teen  adequately  enalyzed  In  tte  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Lt  Col  Fatar  Valah  August  26,  1988 

AFKCE-BMS/DEV 

Horton  Air  Fores  Bass 

San  Bernardino,  CA  92409 


Otar  Lt  Col  Valah: 


We  sent  you  several  pages  of  quaatioo*  and  concern*  after  tha  scoping 
hearing*,  aoat  of  vhieh  wore  not  addressed  in  tha  DEIS.  Hera  they  sr* 

again. 

Fleas*  sand  a  copy  of  tha  EIS  to  us  at  ey  address.  Also  sand  any  related 
documents. 


LeWuu>*j. 

Lorraine  Holconb 
President 

Vyoaing  Against  tha  NX 
H.O.  Boa  5715 
Chayanna,  Vy  82003 


Name  Street  Adfrcaa  City  0  State  ^  ^ 

Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to:  Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

A  FRC  E-BMS/DEV 
Horton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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SCOPINC  HEARINGS  FDR  THE  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  OP  RAIL  GARRISON 

Before  ■  pacific  questions  are  addressed  by  the  SIS,  it  is  important  to 
realize  that  the  word  'environ ment*  can  have  multiple  meanings  and  chat  the 
“scope"  of  the  EIS  should  be  whatever  the  people  say  it  is,  and  not  limited  to 
ur  quality  and  sagebrush.  Our  environment  includes  social,  political , 
economic,  moral,  and  safety  climates.  It  includes  the  strategic  environment 
and  that  in  turn  includes  potential  enemies  and  their  perceptions.  It  aoet 
certain ly  includes  the  impact  when  and  if  the  missiles  are  launched  and 
exploded  as  they  were  designed  to  do.  The  'scope*  according  to  law  and  NEPA 
regulations  is  not  limited  to  some  arbitrary  list  of  considerations  that  the 
interested  agency  (in  this  case  the  Air  Force)  wishes  it  limited  to. 

THE  FIRST  QUESTION  IS:  NKAT  IS  THE  IMPACT  OF  NOT  BUILDING  IT  AT  ALL? 

QUESTIONS  ABOUT  THE  HEARING  PROCESS  (In  a  democratic  society  where  there 
are  public  hearings  mandated  by  law,  it  is  of  utmost  importance  that  they  be 
real,  not  cosmetic,  and  that  the  peoples'  concerns  are  fully  addressed  by  the 
environmental  impact  statement.) 

1.  During  the  previous  scoping  process  for  the  MX,  many  public  comments  and 
concerns  were  not  addressed  in  either  the  draft  EIS  nor  in  the  final  EIS. 

They  were  merely  printed  as  an  appendix  to  the  final  EIS.  Do  you  intend  to 
ignore  our  concerns  again?  If  so  you  are  violating  the  spirit  of  the  sooping 
hearings,  which  is  for  the  sovereign  people  who  pey  your  salaries  to  tell  you 
what  we  want  addressed. 

2.  Given  the  time  aontraints  you  have  placed  on  these  hearings,  what  is  the 
proceed u re  for  additional  written  comments  and  questions  to  be  submitted? 

3.  The  hearings  need  to  be  a  thoughtful  process.  Until  we  have  heard  your 
presentation,  we  may  not  know  what  questions  need  to  be  addressed  in  the 
EIS.  Why  ia  only  one  hearing  scheduled? 

4.  Has  a  firm  been  hired  to  develop  the  EIS?  If  so,  who  was  chosen,  and  how 
was  the  selection  process  conducted?  Does  the  firm  stand  to  gain  by  a  ruling 
which  would  allow  the  rail  garrison  to  be  chosen  as  the  final  basing  mods? 

Is  the  firm  already  decided  that  the  NX  missile  is  good/ 

5.  is  tlie  hearing  being  recorded  and  everyone  given  an  opportunity  to 
aomment  or  ask  questions?  If  not,  how  can  you  address  all  the  concerns  in 
the  draft  EIS  or  give  a  fair  representation  of  attendance  and  Interest  at  the 
hearing? 

4.  Can  anyone  record  the  hearings? 

7.  The  scoping  heatings  are  not  being  held  st  an  adequate  number  of 
locations  and  times.  To  assure  public  involvement  of  thoee  affected,  there 
muet  be  an  expansion  of  times  and  locations  for  public  sooping  hearings. 
Communities  along  the  tracks,  not  just  at  the  basing  site,  where  the  miasile 
trains  will  be  moving  in  times  of  tension  should  be  consulted. 

0.  Do  you  intend  to  fully  sddress  citizen  concerns  for  the  environment  in  the 
draft  EIS. 
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9.  Do  you  intend  Co  Umit  Che  definition  of  the  words  "environmental  impact*  to 
your  definition  or  do  you  intend  that  the  people  will  decide  what  it  means? 

10 .  Do  you  intend  to  consider  all  other  basing  modes  in  the  CIS?  Do  you 
intend  to  consider  other  methods  of  deterring  aggression? 

STRATEGIC  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS  (Nuclear  strategy  is  part  of  the 
environment  with  which  Americana  and  Soviets  must  struggle  as  we  go  about 
our  daily  tasks,  eany  of  which  would  be  meaningless  if  we  thought  war  Likely 
or  inevitable.) 

1.  Now  long  can  the  arms  race  go  on  before  there  is  a  nuclear  incident? 

Given  enough  time  anything  that  can  happen  will  happen. 

2.  How  often  will  the  trains  be  undeploysble  due  to  nearby  train  wrecks, 
mechanical  failures,  blizzards,  tornadoes,  floods,  and  earthquakes? 

3.  How  will  rail  garrison  (RG)  affect  the  propoeed  SOI  (star  wars)  system? 

4.  How  will  deployment  in  tame  of  “international  tension*  affect  the  Soviet 
Government?  Mill  it  make  them  psychologically  more  Likely  to  strike  first? 
This  relates  to  the  international  political  environment  and  ia  of  extreme 
importance.  Is  tha  bunching  of  missiles  sore  inviting  as  a  target  Cor  a 
surprize  Soviet  attack? 

5.  Why  is  this  basing  soda  superior?  An  earlier  Defense  Department  official 
(Dr.  Seymour  Seilberg,  Deputy  Undersecretary  Cor  Research  and  Engineering) 
called  tha  basing  mode  question  one  of  “what  ia  the  least  rotten  apple  in  a 
barrel  of  rotten  apples.”  All  the  apples  should  be  fully  explored  in  the  EIS. 

6.  Has  the  Air  Force  abandoned  the  “survivability  concept*  by  placing  so 
siany  eggs  in  one  basket? 

7.  What  testing  has  been  done  on  the  MX  in  deployment  mode  in  Wyoming 
winter  conditions  (high  winds,  subzero  temperatures,  snow  drifts) 7 

8.  President  Reagan  sold  tha  MX  to  us  as  a  bargaining  chip  and  Senator 
Simpson  said  he  was  voting  for  it  as  a  bargaining  chip.  Has  tha  NX  ever 
been  put  on  the  cable  in  Geneva?  What  cheaper  and  more  environmentally 
sound  bargaining  chips  have  been  explored? 

9.  Since  this  missile  is  claimed  to  be  aimed  at  Soviet  missiles,  how  can  you 
propose  that  it  is  a  deterrent?  Logic  says  that  it  is  a  first  strike  weapon,  or 
are  you  going  to  use  it  only  on  empty  Soviet  launching  sites?  Local  residents 
are  not  pnvy  to  military  secrets,  but  the  rules  of  Logic  have  not  been 
repealed.  We  still  have  ordinary  brains.  Tha  strategic  logic  of  the  MX  haa 
not  been  publicly  expounded;  all  wa  have  gotten  is  TRIAO  rhetoric.  We  want 
reasons. 

10.  Who  or  what  is  tha  “high  authority”  that  will  authorize  letting  the 
missile  trains  loose?  Who  will  authorize  firing  the  missiles,  thus  destroying, 
so  far  as  we  know,  the  global  environment? 

SAPETY  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACTS 
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1.  Why  is  rail  garrison  so  near  an  earthquake  fault? 

2.  What  additional  security  measures  will  be  taken  to  prevent  sabotage  or 
acts  of  terrorists? 

3.  What  is  the  likelihood  of  train  wrecks  and  what  would  their  impact  be  if 
they  should  occur? 

4.  What  are  the  chances  of  radioactive  material  escaping  in  the  event  of 
tornado,  flood,  fire,  or  earthquake? 

5.  What  ar»  the  chances  of  accidental  ignition  of  the  propellant  fuel?  What 
would  be  the  affects  of  4.  and  3.  above  (a.  in  garrison  b.  while  deployed?) 

6.  How  such  will  these  additional  warheads  increase  the  chances  of  accidents 
and  injuries,  and  radioactive  incidents  at  Rocky  Flat,  Amarillo,  and  other 
production  plants? 

7.  How  much  will  these  additional  vehicles  increase  the  chances  of  accidents 
at  the  vehicle  plants? 

8.  What  could  be  the  impacts  on  nearby  states  of  var loom  kinds  of  accidents? 

9.  How  is  the  first  stage  joined  to  the  second  stage,  end  hes  this  joint  been 
tested  in  Wyoming  blizzard  conditions?  Who  makes  this  joint? 

10.  Whet  Is  the  possibility  of  accidental  launch? 

U.  How  win  the  warheads  be  transported  and  how  will  they  be  handled? 

What  additional  risks  will  be  incurred  transporting  missiles  from  the 
Cheyenne  assembly  building  bo  Montana,  M.  Dakota,  and  other  deployment 
sires? 

12.  Is  it  wise  to  make  Cheyenne  or  any  populated  area  a  target  for  a  heavy 
eneey  barrage?  It's  true  that  if  s  bomb  hits  we're  all  in  trouble,  but  only 
near  ground  zaro  are  we  all  immediately  dead  I  Soviet  targeting  of  trains  and 
rails  via  satellite  as  well  as  the  fact  that  during  an  attack  they  certainly 
won't  deliberately  fore  worn  us  seems  to  leave  ue  in  a  rather  vulnerable 
position.  In  the  event  of  a  tactical  warning,  miastlee  would  be  launched  from 
the  Cheyenne  garrieon .  In  tha  event  of  •  surprize  attack  it  ia  unlikely  the 
garrison  would  survive  If  the  trains  were  not  deployed.  It's  common 
knowing*  that  it  will  take  3  hours  notice  for  the  trains  to  flee  the  igloos  and 
the  speed  cannot  exceed  35  mph  so  they  certainly  won't  get  far  in  the  30 
minutes  it  takes  a  Soviet  ICBM  to  totally  destroy  and  detonate  the  missiles  on 
the  trains .  With  this  kind  of  congestion  end  vulnerability,  they  won't  need 
much  accuracy.  Hitting  the  rails  would  stop  the  trains — hitting  a  train  and 
detonating  the  twenty  warheads  would  oertainly  put  an  end  to  all  of  us.  Are 
we  uselessly  making  ourselves  a  target? 

13.  In  tests  on  warheads,  what  can  and  cannot  causa  detonation  of  1. 
warheads  2.  propellant7 

a.  collision  of  force  from  collision 

b.  derailment 
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c.  heat  from  fires  and  explosions 

d.  propellant  explosion— what  is  the  safe  distance  (min  and  max) 
considering  50  to  80  mph  winds? 

e.  bridge  collapse  in  transit  ^ 

A  |  14.  Is  a  radiation  leak  possible,  and  if  so  have  the  wind  effects  been  studied 
**1  as  well  as  soil  contamination  and  clean  up? 

35 

15.  If  a  one  megaton  explosion  destroys  nearly  everything  and  most  of  the 
population  in  a  4.3  mile  radius,  would  a  maximum  explosion  of  all  trains  (24 
megatons)  do  the  same  (24  x  4.'  miles)  of  103  miles  radius? 

36 

37 

16.  Considering  Cheyenne  the  assembly  point  for  missiles  for  other  garrisons 
in  other  states, 

a.  How  will  supplies  be  delivered  from  Cheyenne  to  the  ocher  bases? 

b.  Will  local  authorities  be  notified  of  parts  In  transit  in  various  states 
and  counties? 

e.  Will  there  be  emergency  training  for  civilians  in  comm  unities  ell  along 
the  way? 

d.  Are  evacuation  plans  in  place  where  trains  travel  through  or  near 
populated  areas  and  emergency  medical  care  provided  for  each  town  or  <*her 
concentration? 

38 

17.  in  regard  to  the  missiles  in  stationary  silos,  we  ere  informed  that 
periodic  adjustment  of  the  guidance  system  is  needed.  How  will  thia  be 
handled  in  transit  on  a  railroad  bed7 

39 

16.  In  the  Cheyenne  assembly  building  how  RAW  will  the  parts  to  be  assembled 
be  and  what  possible  efface  would  flood,  firm,  tornado,  wind,  or  earthquake 
have  on  this? 

40 

19.  The  maximum  distance  thia  assembly  building  complex  and  the  rail 
garrison  can  be  from  the  NW  edge  of  Western  Hills  ia  2  miles.  Considering  the 
close  proximity  in  distance  and  downwind  of  the  high  school,  junior  high, 
and  elementary  schools,  end  the  populated  area  in  general,  la  there  no  less 
populated  area  to  locate  these  buildings?  Are  we  all  that  safe?  Or  are  we 
just  all  that  expendable? 

41 

20.  The  railroed  cars  will  need  s  special  design  to  carry  the  weight  of  the 
missiles  but  the  tracks  will  not  sustain  that  weight  past  33  mph.  Won’t 
existing  bridges  collapse? 

42 

43 

21.  The  Cuban  missile  crisis  Lasted  quits  some  time.  If  a  number  of  missile 
trains  from  several  different  bases  across  the  United  States  are  using  the 
commercial  rails: 

a.  Who  dispatches  and  controls  traffic? 

b.  What  happens  to  commercial  trains  in  transit,  and  are  our  rail  yards 
capable  of  handling  all  trains  pulled  off  the  rails  to  make  room  for  the 
wlsaile  trains  that  could  remain  out  for  days  or  weeks  or  months? 

441  22.  Railroad  tracks  can  be  damaged  from  flood,  earthquake,  sabotage,  and 
fire.  Will  these  be  continually  checked  by  the  training  trains?  Who  will  be 

45*  responsible  for  the  integrity  of  the  track  and  railbede? 
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47 

48 
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52 


.  In  •  too— n  article  2/2L/B8.  Mayor  CricUoa  rwiiJ  satisfied  whan  t he  Mr 
rot’  told  Ma  that  do*  to  built-in  mschanissut  an  accident  was  virtually  100% 
ilaete.  low  are  the  mechanisms  essentially  different  than  thoaa  an  tht 
■llHh  which  had  ban  prevmn  aate  tapaa badly  or  tha  assurance  by  our 
t  that  aurlaar  power  plants  are  completely  sate.  Mayor  Erickson 
M  hla  oomoer—  an  alleviated  by  tha  site  being  aovad  2  alias  from 
mm  tills.  Is  tha  tactic  ’out  of  sight,  out  of  Mind?' 

.  Oaa  of  tha  main  selling  points  far  tha  NX  over  tha  Ninuteman  was  its 
Kara  of  highly  in  prowad  accuracy,  yet  *40  Minutes*  just  did  a  feature  on 
i  faulty  guidance  system.  Please  add  teas  this. 

■  on  tha  city 

•  of  a  ground -level  nuclear  detonation? 
t  la  the  acatietfaml  likelihood  id  each  an  accident? 


of  a  solid  foal  Ora  la  terms  of  casual  ties,  need 
treat— nt  of  burn  victims,  hazardous 
air,  water,  or  land  pollution? 

.  Whet  will  be  tha  affects  of  various  far—  of  sabotage  on  tha  garrison ,  tha 
aanhly  plant,  or  tha  naay  rail  U— a  on  our  HU  mm?  What  affiants  will  tear 


potman  and  upwind  of  Cheyenne. 

*ha  laanaa  <f  oanpebanoe,  lew,  and  oanoarn  ter  our  welters  are  of  grave 
nerm.  antel  plan— ■—  of  tha  system  apparently  located  Western  Bills 
Ida  the  dsOsmd  bum  uw.  Such  rudimentary  design  flaws  and  tha  history 
— ■  go— rammmt  and  uilitary  to  deny  hazards  band  to  sake  all  dales 
past.  Ml  as gacts  « t  this  neat  deadly  ni  satin  ayatan  on  earth  should  be 
—to— d  by  the  was  alga  people  and  their  designated  courts.  The 
ormnaat  aeys  euarythiog  they  do  is  aate,  bat  totem,  history  bailee  those 
Lae  (The—  Mile  Xalaed,  Tha  Challenger,  tha  IN  a.  Low*  Canal,  and  tha  list 


■  prairie  Elm? 


>  inpMlr  tha  rails  or  bad? 


tha  Mr  taco  and  tha  railroads?  Sow  are 
and  aehudulea  going  bo  ha  coordinated?  who  is  going  to  be  tha 
a  er  employee  or  an  Mr  force  parson?  Is  tha  paraoa  adequately 

s  that  needs  to  be  fullv  addressed  is  ttm 
1  inpact  of  a  drat  atUa  by  tha  Soviets  on  tha  tralna  while  in 
garrison.  This  is  the  noat  obvious  and  absurdly  drastic  impact  and  cities— 
have  a  eight  to  know  what  will  happen  to  than  aad  bow  long  what  will  happen 
ho  than  will  last,  ft  "national  security*  plea  is  inadequate.  Nobody  has  the 
' '  t  lime  of  everybody  without  their  fully  interned  assent. 
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14.  Will  nuclear  eater  ini  be  transported  on  the  public  highways?  What  ace 
the  actuarial  chances  of  nuclear  material  being  released  ui  vehicle  accidents? 
What  are  the  actuarial  chances  of  vehicles  carrying  nuclear  eatarial  being 
involved  in  accidents? 

15.  The  MLnutauan  Three  silo  option  was  selected  in  1984  because  it  was 
supposedly  safer  than  a  nobile  systeu.  Why  ace  you  proposing  to  reverse 
this  decision? 

SOCIAL  ENVIRONNENTAL  IMPACTS 

1.  Disproportionate  deaends  for  different  huaan  servocea  should  be 
calculated  (as  was  finally  done  in  the  NX  PEIS  in  1964),  where  expected 
population  changes,  adequate  staffing  levels,  and  disproportionate  booa  and 
bust  factors  are  all  weighed  in  the  forecast  (a.  when  it  is  built,  b.  when  and 
If  it  is  disaantlad. ) 

2.  What  psychological  affects  can  be  expected  in  various  age  groups?  In 
neighborhoods  of  do—  pro  lie  icy? 

3 .  To  What  extant  will  the  view  froe  Western  Hills  subdivision  and  other 
neighborhoods  be  affected? 

4.  How  close  will  the  buildings  be  to  existing  housing?  How  do—  will  the 
relevant  rail  lines  be  bo  existing  housing? 

5.  Mill  the  historic  and  beautiful  train  depot  be  affected? 

6.  Will  the  historic  buildings  at  WAPS  be  affected? 

7.  The  Impact  of  living  in  tear  of  a  nuclear  war  or  accident  should  be 
addressed.  Children  are  especially  vulnerable  to  those  psychological  effects. 
Systematic  study  of  the—  effects  are  In  order,  based  on  the  apparently 

dla proportionate  rat—  of  teenage  suidde  and  adult  homicide  already  in 
Cheyenne,  since  the  decision  to  deploy  NX  a  i  as  ilea  In  siloa. 

8.  Progress  to  prevent  personnel,  fa  ally,  and  social  disruptlo—  should  bo 
cecom— nded  and  funded  to  preclude  unnecessary  human  suffering  due  to  rail 
gerrison  impacts. 


ENVIRONNENTAL  IMPACTS  ON  HUMAN  RIGHTS  Tha  rights  guaranteed  by  the 
Constitutions  of  Wyoming  and  the  U.S.  and  subsequent  laws  are  particularly 
precious  to  us.  They  are  part  of  the  environ— nt  which  makes  the  difference 
betw— n  our  system  and  the  Soviet’s.  If  protecting  us  from  the  Soviets  makes 
—  more  like  them,  we  don’t  s—  any  point  in  tha  protection. 
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1.  Will  there  be  any  additional  'off  limits'  are—?  If  ■ 
and  what  are  chair  dimensions? 


r  where  will  they  be 


2.  Will  there  bo  any  affects  on  the  local  — dia  and  their  access  to 
information? 
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1.  Exactly  how  will  additional  security  —  ures  impinge  on  existing  human 
rights? 

a.  when  the  missile  trains  ere  in  garrison? 

b.  when  they  am  deployed? 

4.  Will  individuals  be  sujsct  to  additional  scrutiny  by  any  intelligence 


Economic  ewirnhental  IMPACTS  An  important  part  of  our  national  heritage 
is  the  b—  —bsrpri—  system  of  competition. 

1.  What  oorporatln—  will  benefit  from  rail  garrison,  and  how  much? 

2. ^  ^^  vela—  he  effected  in  Wtetern  nm«  end  other 

1.  MOW  would  a  treaty  eliminating  1/2  of  all  stabegic  weapons  (—  the 
- - *  ‘Irt  rail  garrison? 


4.  What  will  be  tha  completed  aoste  of  the  project? 

5.  What  will  ha  tha  aammal  mats  of  malnh— aana  aad  operetta*? 

••  ***  w*11  te  *w*  «f  tha  ns  pro  no— ,  laclodlnq  the  scoping  hearings? 
7-  Wh—  will  this  oysb—  d—  eb— tote?  Will  it  be  obsolete  brio—  It  la 


8.  What  win  he  tha  social  and  ecceomlc  impacts  to  —r  ares  ha  If  the 
- * — t  te  ea nr— ful  in  Ms  latest  to  -rid  tha  world  of  them?'  (meaning  all 


a) 


*.  What 

eimUm 

10.  la  this 


to  the  funds  promt—  4  in  the  last  EH  ter  tha  first  fifty  NX 
being  pl  aced  In  ( 


ima—  you  think  wo  are  non 
t  of  the  country,  or  la  there  some  tactical  advantage  la 


U.  Bow  many  engineers  aad  entam Hate  are  going  tn  ha  —ad  —  this  protect 
that  could  otharwl—  he  working  —  prodeoca  that  would  help  oar  bate— Tof 
payments,  the  maria— 1  debt,  and  improve  our  general  eoonomy? 

12.  It  can  —  antirip— ed  that  Increased  f— ding  Bar  thla  project  will  r—  ult  In 
— te  in  (fther  go— r— at  pro— a—.  Toe  meat  consider  tha  lapaet  of  mducad 
fending  ter  egrioaltare.  Infra-rectum,  tha  tavlx— maotal  PrwanHuu  Agency, 
grants  in  tha  arts  aad  baaawlti— ,  arid  rate  research,  prevention,  detection 
aad  treat——  of  diaoama,  postal  rates  aad  eervlo— ,  aad  aaay  other 


EWINOWMCVTAL  IMPACT  OW  TVS  LAND 

1.  wow  many  a Um  of  sew  track  will  ha  laid?  Where?  Bow  aaay  alter  will  be 
upgraded?  Whan?  Where  will  the  gravel  cone  from? 
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|  2.  Where  will  the  trains  go? 

I  851  How  Urge  will  the  project  be 7 

86 

|  4.  How  Urge  will  the  'off  limits"  perimeter  be? 

87 

5.  Is  theca  a  need  for  an  ABM  system  to  protect  this  project,  and  if  —  what 

I  will  those  Impacts  be? 

FAIRNESS  We  have  always  tr— sured  an  environ—  in  which  fair—  in  the 
nora.  This  should  apply  to  any  great  national  projects  like  the  proposed  MX 
deployment. 

88 

1.  Hew  can  —  get  Independent  — — nt  of  guidance  system  reliability? 

89 

|  2.  Why  isn't  this  hearing  being  conducted  by  an  independent  agency? 

90 

1  3.  Isn't  this  hearing  premature  in  view  of  the  fact  that  Secretary  of  Defen— 

1  Car) unci  has  not  y—  cho— n  whether  rail  garrison  or  midgatman  is  the  system 

ha  will  reoon— nd? 

MORAL  In  this  part  of  the  country  we  put  great  emphasis  on  the 

Judeo-Christlan  cod—  of  ethical  behavior  and  teach  them  to  our  children.  Wa 
expect  our  governaent  to  supply  a  credible  example  of  decency,  it  la  and 
ahould  be  pert  of  tha  total  environment. 

91 

1.  Do—  tha  continued  arms  race  a— n  —  have  abandoned  the  Nuremburg 
principles  concerning  mi—  against  huaanlty,  or  was  that  ail  just  rhetoric 
to  justify  the  victors'  puniahaent  of  the  vanquished?  Surely  the  building  of 
—re  —  gaeonsge  than  perhaps  the  Barth  can  survive  is  a  crime  against 
humanity. 

92 

2.  Have  launch  control  officers  been  educated  about  their  duty  to  disobey 
unlawful  orders  under  tha  Mur— burg  principles? 

93 

1.  What  will  be  tha  environ— ntal  impacts  if  the  else  lies  are  fired  and 
exploded  as  they  were  designed  to  do? 

94 

4.  is  building  ever  —re  nuclear  weapons  an  act  of  terrorism? 

95 

S.  How  expendable  is  tha  huaan  race? 

96 

€.  How  will  building  —re  nuclear  atas  affect  the  principles  of  Christian 
ethics  that  we  try  to  teach  our  young  people,  such  as  love  for  neighbor  and 
love  for  eneay?  To  what  extent  is  our  credibility  damaged?  will  this  promote 
an  environ— nt  la—  decent  and  loving? 

97 

7.  How  can  we  justify  the—  weapons  in  ter—  of  democratic  principles  where 
the  people  are  sovereign,  next  the  laws,  thirdly  the  government,  and  with  e 
military  sub—  rvient  to  all  of  the  above?  Certainly  in  terms  of  —nay,  ant 
perhaps  in  terns  of  political  power,  the  military  is  gaining  with  each  nev 
project,  including  the  missile  train  project. 
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ZERO  OPTION  Nhat  will  b*  th*  environ BMOtal  impact  o l  ncA  deploying  the 
■uilla  trains,  of  not  building  the  garrisons,  of  not  building  the  assembly 
ooaplex?  What  will  be  the  environmental  impact  of  not  building  any  more  NX 


ADDITIONAL  QUESTIONS 

1. 
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PROFESSIONALS’  COALITION  '  ' 

for  NUCLEAR  ARMS  CONTROL,  INC. 

Lewysn  Aiiiaao  far  Nuciser  Aie» CosUrel  «  PhysteUas  far  Social  Baspcea Utility  •  Uakw 
ISIS  P  Street,  NW  Still*  329  Wuhiafloa,  D.C  29SK 


August  30.  1918 


Director,  Kovroc menial  Divisioo 
AFRCT-BMS/DBV 
Norton  Air  Force  Sana 
San  Bernardino.  CA  92409 


To  Vboo  it  Mty  Coocern: 


Tbs  Prof  etsioo  sis'  Coalition  for  Nuckar  Arm  Control  hereby  submits 
oomments  and  questions  on  tbs  Air  Force  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Sutemsnt  on  tbs  MX  Rail  Garrison  Program.  Vs  request  that  this  letter  be 
included  and  printed  in  the  Pinal  Environmental  Impact  Statement  with 
specific  and  complete  responses,  and  that  a  copy  of  the  PEIS  be  sent  to  us. 


5. 


Signatures  (optional) 


Tbe  Professionals'  Coalition  is  made  up  of  a  number  of  tbe  nation's 
leading  arms  control  organisations,  especially  tboee  vho  bring  special 
professional  expertise  to  tbe  subject,  including  Physicians  for  Sodal 
Responsibility,  tbe  Union  of  Concerned  Scientists,  tbe  Lawyers  Alliance  for 
Nuckar  Arms  Control  Arcbitects/Designers/Plinners  far  Social 
Responsibility,  High  Technology  Professionals  for  Peace,  and  tbe 
Psytbotogiits  for  Social  Responsibility.  As  tbe  representative  of  these  groups 
in  Congress,  we  are  particularly  disturbed  that  tbe  draft  BIS  is  far  from 
adequate  in  meeting  tbe  standards  of  tbe  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
which  requires  tbe  Air  Force  to  conduct  a  through  evaluation  of  tbe 
potential  impacts  tbe  MX  rail -garrison  project  would  have  and  to  allow  full 

Public  participation  in  the  orootta 


1 
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Since  tbe  BIS  k  an  essential  document  far  informing  tbe  Congress  in 
making  its  decision  whether  to  proceed  with  such  a  program,  we  believe  the 
failure  to  include  wide  public  participation  and  tbe  limited  time  for  further 
comment  need  to  be  corrected  It  is  our  understanding  that  insufficient  time 

I  was  allowed  at  a  number  of  hearings.  Particularly  disturbing  is  tbs  axampk 
of  Little  Rock.  Arkansas  where  citizens  were  greeted  by  police  officers  with 
dog*  and  were  forced  to  keve  signs  outside  or  faoe  arrest 
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Further,  by  holding  bearings  only  in  areas  adjacent  to  the  bates  being 
considered  Tor  garrieon  construction,  the  public  in  other  states  and  regions 
4  where  the  mbeik  system  will  operate  in  times  of  'national  need"  were 
1  demkd  participation.  For  •  moblk  system  that  intends  to  Oliver  some  100- 
130.000  mlktof  track,  thkexdusioo  rakes  serious  questions  about  Air 
Force  compliance  with  tht  law. 

In  addition  to  thb  fundamental  flaw  in  the  scoping  process,  we  believe 
the  DI1S  falls  to  resolve  a  number  of  specific  concerns. 


I)  Public  Interface 

The  ms  for  the  propaeed  MX  mkeik  rail  garrieon  baring  mode  fails 
to  address  the  impact  of  the  system  on  the  bves  of  ordinary  citizens  residing 
ovsr  hundreds  of  thou  sends  of  square  miles.  It  k  as  if  Air  Faros  planners 
have  oosmrikd  a  map  of  the  Untied  States  showing  primarily  military  beets 
and  faettbies  in  ■  fashion  reminkoeat  of  the  days  of  open-sir  nuckar  testing 
when  portion*  of  the  Southwest  were  rimply  written  off  as  unpopulated. 

Recent  history  suggests  that  development  and  deployment  of  the  MX 
red  gerrkem  system  k  lit  sty  to  stimulate  large  public  protest*  end  even  ctril 
dkobedkaos  as  witnessed  by  "white  train'  protests  in  tbs  Northwest  sod 
elsewhere  which  have  resulted  in  st  kest  one  critical  injury  to  Brian  Wikoo. 
s  veteran  who  set  in  front  of  s  train  carrying  nuckar  weapons.  Indeed,  thk 
k  an  area  that  the  Congrsee  apedfknlly  requested  that  the  DBISeseese.  It 
does  not. 

31  VkM  plmt  don  lb*  Air  Pore*  hm  for  dnUac  vilb  dvil 
,  |  diaoMIma?  VmuniallnrbaiapoMdUitlMrf  'mUoailmd*?  And 
|  vbra  Madardf  id  daadly  fore*  add  ba  aunrtd  fir  aacarJty  fuardi  to  erdar 

51  lo  drtaact  aca  Tkdwrt  preman  aad  ontoarr  etUtaaa  vbp  «r  ba 
I  ■lacaaaifiiad  aa  Iwatfariad  vtlb  MI  opamlaaa? 

■  Wbta drii  dHobadiMoa  aad  attar  premuocor  law  artU  loal 

6| - - f(. — -  *-  d  ll~d  —7b  art  — T  bi 

I  aatnarMa  aad  h«al  aaaaar  ?  VMviUbblftboMbtf  mftlraUat? 

.  Vt  art  ranJnr  dMarbad  by  tbt  tworraa  taacnicUau  by  Iba  Air 
7  Pona  fa  baariaga  UM  'wtiaa  *T«cu'  ad  'pcr^oio0cal  lapact'  of  rad 
I  ptritm  tnkrmml  van  *baraad  tht  rap*'  et  Ida  hiariada  Tha  ipaaa  1, 
dHUMdlo  «na  darla*  Itoaa  of  crMa  aad  to  aata  Ida  laad^aaad 
pertioa  cf  Ida  US  araaa|k  aadaar  Wad  laaa  aalaanMa.  daarlyidaa, 
etaaaUoa  et  MX  nd  aakktaa  oaUMa  of  a  irarlaoa  aoda.  ardatdar  tor 
praeika  or  m  a  anuffc  crWa  arid  dava  atvan  iapacu  m  tool 
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panic  ba  (voided?  And  conversely,  hoar  1 


r war k Imminent?  Bow  will 
a  a  'garrison  mentality'  be 


13 


avoided  in  which  snyoo*  who  dkapprovat  of.  is  afraid  of.  or  takes  poiiUal 
action  against  MX  rail  based  misriks  Is  seen  as  subvsrslv*  or  dangerous? 


2)  Accidents  and  Sabotage 

Tbs  At  Faros  DUS  severely  underestimates  end  neglects  the 
poach  ibtkf  of  rail  aoddenu  aad  sabotage  involving  the  MX  rad  system. 
Given  th*  record  of  over  200  accidents  and  incidents  involving  nuckar 
weapons  ("Broken  Arrows')  in  recent  US  history  and  tbs  record  of  civilian 
freight  aoddent*.  the  DEIS  fails  to  acknowledge  that  —  — »  *nvnivtaa 

UnlgflliyiMMMIttrtriahMwa. 

la  particular,  how  will  dvilien  dispatchers  aad  Air  Foros  train 
oparators  communicate?  How  will  the  Air  Parc*  ineur*  that  Ha  train 
operators  are  both  adequately  trained  end  experienced  seginssri  since  MX 
rail  can  pose  aarioua  problems  in  weight,  wide  Jondt,  and  high  centers -of- 
gravity? 

Tht  prcbkm  of  adequate  security  for  MX  rail  cars  and  tha  prevention 
of  lahriagi  whether  by  terrorists,  foreign  agents,  dkgruntkd  employees,  or 
violent  protesters  ia  time  of  'national  need"  is  not  adequately  considered. 
Historical  evidence  indicates  thet  sabotage  was  fairly  widespread  during  the 
final  yeart  of  the  Vietnam  Var  end  that  entire  rircntfi  carriers  were  put  out 
of  service  by,  for  exampk.  sailors  who  dropped  wrenches  into  main  engines. 
(See  David  Ccrtright,  Soldiers  in  ImratL  Doubkday.  1973). 

Spedfioaily.  what  security  measurei  will  be  taken?  Whet  k  their 

com? 


3)  BipSodoos  end  Fires 

The  posribiHty  of  derailment.  'Broken  Arrows'  collisions,  or  sriireaga 
are  not  tbs  only  safety  end  envirooaMntal  issues  involved  with  th*  MX 
system.  We  ere  concerned  about  the  possibility  of  a  solid  fuel  exploeton 
which  is  not  adequately  explored  in  the  OHS.  Th*  chances  of  a  fir*  Haiti* 
aad  detonating  tha  solid-fuel  mkrik  suges  are  dsscrfced  in  tha  DEIS  as  'an 
extremely  unlikely  event’.(pp.3-28)  Tha  dlsrusainns  of  liquid  fuel  fires, 
however,  cast  doubt  an  this  ovsrty  optimistic  assessment.  The  DEIS 
acknowledges  thet  momomafbyfcyrirarias  (MM8)  and  nitrogen  tetrorids 
"Ignlt*  spootaasonriy  an  oontnet  with  each  othsr.(pp.  3-33)  If  these  two 
chemicals  do  ignite,  the  DUS  rtiwrintjii  thet  the  heat  *conM  involve  the 
adjacent  solid  proponents  and  cause  them  to  Igarie  or  explode." 

Why  k  such  eo  event  judged  'extremely  uaUkety'7  farther,  whet  h 
the  qualitative  risk  that  "a  propellant  fire  would  not  likely  lam  (kag  enough] 
to  breach  tbs  IV  aad  begin  asmenitrstim  of  pfaitoalum.1pp.  3- 12). 
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13  I  •*s»4«uy  *w®  wm  •  nr,  vouid  niwy  cum  uh  «v  to  M  ap*M_ ' 

I  (PS3-ll) 

I  **T.  n  WdlUa.  »  Ik,  poMkMliiy  d  ttnam  Mcmdary  rr«  md  Kale 

14  1  nalla  n«  a^ndmlr  onlorxl?  Ska  m  Ik,  War*  to  tool  ettaa,  7  to 
I  flnfltbun?  tol  an  tk»  onnmimo»i  1 1  Mmnw  of  rodkaUw 

,  aaeMM.  apwMBy  M  M»M  cf  tk,  kakk.  iod«t  «kd  «nt  oaaqwa, 

15  ]  cf  Pffttoui  tobw—mnu  mck  m  Ik  B-52  ledto  la  kou.  SfiM  rtw 

loeal  raraan  wm  arioualr  iakaeud  ad  u««oll  kad  u  kt  mwn4  <od 

I  akippad  10  Ida  Uaud  Sum? 


dUana  npact  Mdar  daurraaa  ayauaa  lo  ba  daakaad  to  oparau  la 
tnnktl  and  DM  alaply  uadar  raullat  ookdllloaa  ikot  aatai  la  tka  eaaa  of 
tka  ECU.  to  ba  aaaaaad  la  ordar  lo  aakt  lha  MX  rad-baaad  araua 
polltkallr  palatakla. 


Soaoaraty. 


4)  TaakakaltoautfcQoaalJoeaaadotkaroptJoea 

Aaolkar  aartova  dados  S  tka  Air  toot  ECU  la  that  it  doaa  not 
adaqaaaaly  portray  tka  fuaskaiai  of  tka  MX  rail-kaaad  ayaua.  aor  doaa  it 
aufnoaaily  aipiora  oakar  aaraaaaie  opaJoaa  Mdudto  ao  Mica.  uaJ, 


lobanX.Muail.FtLD. 
Bxacutiva  Under 
Fndaaaioaala  Cuttles  to 
NuSaar  AraaCeetrol 


17 


la  partkaito.  tka  tauaikiaa  praoadaraa  to  tka  MX  m  dot  adapuauiy 
daasfead.  la  tka  Sviilaa  rail  bad  adaqiiau  at  all  Oiooaa  to  auaUia  aUaalla 
taoaSMa?  If  aot.  tear  arid  k  ba  raiatooad  aad  wkal  will  ka  tka  ooau?  ink. 


18 
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ailoa  bain  aktac  rail  Uaaa  an  batatooaaidand?  if  auch  a  raU/ado  ayaua  ia 
ckoaaa  trill  tka  Air  tooa  bold  addllioaal  kaaioaa  aa  rapuirad  by  HB>A. 
CBM.  aad  DOO  ntuttlion,? 

Uov  arid  lha  MX  rail  tyataa  oparala  n  a  auSaar  var  aorroaaaai 
alfloa  ka  daaiaa  to  osoaaMy  to  tka  parpoaa  of  raapoadiai  to  aa  aaaay 


20 
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[  —  ■*“  *"  ■-  - -  rj —  - iiyinlr  p‘- 

1  (CMP)  raaukiag  rroa  k*k  akiluda  nuSaar  burata?  Boar  vu  oaatral 
I  atdhoritlaa  ooaaauakata  aritk  raikart  aod  Snack  STkaa  uodar  attott? 


GoackaaioQa 

Tba  DUS  riiaaa  ochar  ataadlcaol  guaaciooa  tkal  oaad  to  ba  adSaaaad. 
aapadaky  tka  aooaoak  iapas  tf  tka  ayaua.  Hayankalaaa.  )aat  tka  araaa 
«*  hava  ralaad  ladlcaaa  that  tka  ECU  to  a  propoaad  MX  rail  larriaoa  ayataa 
faila  la  kaprkaary  parpoaa  cdgaldMi  tka  poklir  aad  kaaioclad 

rapraaanuilvaa  ia  tka  Coacroaa  of  tka  Uoilad  Scalar  raadsllc  uaaaaaaol  tka 
dhrupcioa  of  aoraaal  dvikn  activity  ia  MX  rail  araaa  tka  Ukakkood  of 
Promt.  Sail  dlaobadiaaoa.  paaic  aad  aakocapa.  and  tka  aaaara  prektta,  of 
daakai  vtck  aadaar  acddaau.  rual  aiploaioaa.  aaooadary  fkw,  mi  ink 
apUa  oaar  aa  aiiaadad  portloa  od  US  tarrllory. 

la  tout,  tka  pcaparatioo  ad  tka  ran  BU  awl  taka  iato  aocomu.  aa  doaa 
roatlaa  sratatk  oudear  pSoahM.  vorac-caaa  aoaaarioa  AUAaarkxs 
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ISSUES  LHEOLiST  FOR  MX  DEIS  HEARING 

NORTH  FULhSI  I  HIGH  SCHOOL 
JACl  SONVILLE,  HRPftNSAS 

1  AUGUST  1906 
7  p.m. 


t-HEf-AREO  ON  6EHALF  UF  THE  -OLLOWINU  GROUPS  OPPOSED  TO  THE  MX 

art  onskc,}  ‘or  k«kc  flrFcniai  mlicncc  nrk»fik«i  .ncmuCl  Cleanup 
tnsas  Env »  ronment  a  1  Corqreic  Arkansas  Feace  Center 

»rirn543  Socicl  Wor)  ers  to r  FeAce  anc  Justice  ACORN  Central 

-ir.  jnids  Greens  Common  Ckuse  North  t-en:r*l  Arkansas  Greens 

- 1>\:  Christ!  -hysicians  *or  Social  Responsibility  Rural 

Coai.ticn  St-NE/FFcECE  union  ot  Concerned  Scientists  ’JALf 

iqr  •  or  pace  justice 

Giurl  «U>L  •  3*ATEf  EN I 

it  is  i  mpertant  ~o  rememDer  mat  the  decision  to  leploy  -X  in  the 
hi  .  iarr  1 31-jn  opjirtq  -tod-  has  not  Eccn  ude  and  That  in  tac"  is  The 
purpose  of  'he  scaping  rearing  and  ‘.his  DEIS  hearing  -  to  determine 
now  this  project  will  impact  the  people  and  their  environment.  From 
tr*.  fer vironmenr al  Impact  Statement  (EIS),  which  must  address  the 
issues  raided  ny  citi:eni  at  the  scoping  hearings,  Conqress  can 
3tt5""ine  wnetrer  the  project  will  proceed.  We  define  the  scope  of 
;he  -onrorns  to  be  addressed  in  the  EIS,  not  the  Air  Force.  The 
specs *ic  purpose  of  this  DEIS  hearing  is  for  citizens  of  Arkansas  (the 
pn*i'p  state  is  affected  bv  MX  rail  garrison)  to  comment  on  the 
deficiencies  of  the  Draft  Env  i  r  onenen  t  a  1  Impact  Statement  <DEIS)  so 
*h«.t  ‘he  concerns  -aised  at  this  hearing  and  the  scoping  hearing  may 
-•e  «oequatel  y  Addressed  ay  the  Air  Force  in  the  EIS. 

_hec>  otf  the  foil  owl  rq  issues  as  MX  opponents  go  JObdfi  tne  list 
i-  •-•••■ir  twc-mirute  statement*-  to  the  Air  f-orce.  When  you  arc?  caiieo 
*  i.  ip<?a»  ,  please  use  the  following  format. 

1  I  R'S  T  •  Pnef.y  state  /our  opposition  to  MX.  If  iir  Force 
personnel  say  it  is  i  »appr  opr  i  ate  to  give  your  opinion,  politely 
.yr.jrw  them.  .t  ;s  /ou r  -ignt  to  say  whatever  you  please  at  a  public 
tearing,  whe-nor  in  oppesi t i on  or  in  support  o*  the  proposed  project. 

•  ••  nEICNOi  state  tnat  the  appropriate  time  *or  respdhse  to. the 
g-estiurs  ana  concerns  you  present  if  within  the  “iIS,  not. at  the  DEIS 
nearirg.  It  is  wrorg  for  the  Air  Force  to  ta»e  up  any  more  of  the 
. :  nt  tec  time  ..l  lotted  for  public  comment. 


1 

2 


3 


HIRlis  Resume  listing  t^e  *oiiowtng  issues  »or  consideration 
wf.cn  nave  not  been  . overed  by  urevious  spea>ers,  unless  you  nave  a 
.w'-’O'-o  l  statement  to  '•>*.  e  first.  Jon  fourot.  seated  "ear  the  *rort  , 
~i . .  nave  *oditi onai  statements  to  be  read  into  the  rptor:  after  this 
.?«•  ii*.t  is  completed.  tici-  one  -p  w(->en  you  are  cai :  »d  to  soear  . 


The  Air  Force  considers  a  number  of  issues  to  be  beyond  the  scope 
or  the  hearings:  national  security  policy,  including  arms  control 
impact  »nd  wartime  effects!  morality!  ana  psychological  impact  of  rail 
Jeplovment.  These  issues  must  be  addressed  in  the  EIS  for  it  to  dc  a 
romplete  examination  of  the  impacts  of  and  options  to  MX  rail 
jarr.son.  The  DEIS  claims  ta  present  three  distinct  policy  options: 
the  dropogED  ACTION  (deployment  ot  50  MX  in  rail  qarrison  mode) ,  tne 
ALTERNATIVE  ACTION  (deployment  of  100  MX  in  rail  garrison  model  and 
tne  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  mo  deployment/.  Analysis  of  the  MO  ACTION 
ALTERNATIVE  is  insufficient.  ;*  should  be  noted  that  the  no  AlTION 
mlTERnai IVE  would  be  found  superior  to  the  other  options  if  the 
criteria  of  national  security,  morality  and  psychological  impact  were 
tai-en  into  consideration. 

ZERO  OFTION:  What  is  the  environmental  impact  *EII  o*  not 
deploying  MX"1 

What  is  the  El  of  alternative  deployment  methods,  such  as,  out 
not  .  imted  to,  the  Tv-pius  basing  mooes  examined  over  -.he  past  L5 
years 

What  will  oe  the  El  to  this  community  and  to  thit  itete 

What  will  oe  fie  impact  on  tourism  to  •mi  state 

wnat  will  -t  the  tl  of  the  measures  necessary  to  nano l e  increased 
*r*»'ic  on  the  "iidwkyi  and  railways  in  this  community  *nd  nruug!  cut 


What  is  the  fc I  Of  building  an  ARM  system  m  order  to  protect  MX 
rai  1  gar  r  i  so r. 

what  security  -easures  will  be  implemented  to  protect  MX"' 

Wii.  .nt?  security  measures  on  railway  properties  be  under 
mi.  i*  ary  conmaro*' 

If  ot  the  military,  who  will  control  the  railway  security 

What  will  oe  MX  s  impact  on  local  police  authorities' 

What  powers  will  the  local  military  security  commanccrs  have" 

■  — v/i  1  1  any  security  commander  or  subordinate  have  the  power  to 

automat i cal  1 y  detain  and  searen  persons  *ound  on  the  raiiroia 
' i gnt -Of-ways  as  may  DC  done  on  military  reservat l one ' 

will  homes  and  properties  . mmedi atei y  adjacent  to  the 
l gn* -if -ways  oe  subject  to  unannounced  searches  and/or  systematic 
'.bear vat i on  ' 

Will  plainclothes  or  secret  agents  be  stationed  in  towns, 
villages  or  at  other  interval*  along  MX  rail  lines  for  security 
purposes  ' 

Will  persons  living  near  the  MX  routes  be  advised  that  their 
activities  are  subject  to  systematic  monitoring' 

will  deployment  of  MX  result  in  the  establishment  of  a  networ-  of 
secret  police  across  the  dispersal  area'’ 

will  there  be  congressional  oversight  of  this  security  net  won 
In  view  of  recent  FDI  disregard  for  civil  liberties,  is  it 
reasonable  to  ask  citizens  to  allow  the  formation  ana  widespread 
deployment  of  another  secret  security  organintiun’ 

To  what  uses  other  than  MX  railway  security  will  the  security 
retwori  d*  utilised' 

what  additional  security  measures  will  be  taken  to  prevent 
sabotage  or  acts  of  terrorists' 

wnat  is  the  El  ot  these  safeguards  on  the  affected  areas' 
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Ho*,  axtanttva  .ill  the  "off  limits"  p*ri**tK  b*-* 

To  protact  against  wBotaur  or  terrorist  attack  wi i 1  the 
Pore*  ba  -squired  to  fir a  on  tnyona  who  com*  near  tha  tracts  **  the 
n*  railcars  pass" 

Mill  1 andOHn*ri  adjacent  to  tna  tracks  ba  required  to  remove 
treat  and  other  thing*  that  aight  provide  covar  f  or  attackers” 

Mhat  will  ba  tha  impact  ot  MX  security  measure*  on  hunters, 
fishermen  and  othar  outdoor  anthusi  asts” 

How  will  MX  impact  on  tha  constitutional  right  to  bear  arms' 
lo  what  dagraa  will  tha  civil  libartiaa  of  thosa  living  adjaesnt 
to  tha  fit  railways  ba  di  mini  •had"' 

To  what  dagraa  will  tha  Civil  libartias  of  parson*  in  town*  along 
MX  rout**  who  oppos*  fix  deployment  ba  di  mini  shad'' 

What  will  ba  tha  sociological  impact  on  tha  commum t l es  Having 
security  personnel  coilacting  mloraation  on  than  ana  thair  eit: : m « 
Hew  many  military  parsonnal  and  now  many  civilian  parsonnal  will 
pa  employed  to  secure  tha  rail  systems' 
wnara  will  MX  trains  travel"* 

Mhot  is  tr#  t-i  to  comment  tie*  throughout  the  state  located  along 
railways  to  oe  traversed  by  MX'* 

wh .  are  <*x  hearings  not  :iaing  held  at  in  adeauat#  number  o* 
location*  throughout  tna  *tata  to  a**ura  public  involvement  *ro»  ail 
arpu*  it  tha  state  put  at  ri*i  by  hx"* 

Why  wa*  there  not  adequate  time  given  to  citizen*  to  thoroughly 
analyse  tha  DEIS*' 

Mhat  IS  the  El  to  this  state  due  to  the  following:  a)  tna 
hearing*  are  not  a  truly  open  proce**}  b>  tha  process  is  not  presided 
over  by  an  impartial  party!  c)  tha  hearing  was  not  adequately 
advertised]  d»  tha  nearing  site  is  an  obscure,  out  of  tha  way  place 
♦ar  away  tro*  the  main  population  center!  e>  no  notice  was  given  to 
other  impacted  communities  throughout  tha  state  along  MX  rail  routes] 
♦>  civic  official*  are  allowed  to  make  self-serving  statement*  subject 
to  no  time  constraints,  thereby  stealing  the  limited  time  available 
♦  or  public  input?  and  g<  Congressman  Robinson  abused  nx*  framing 
privilege*  in  mi  attempt*  to  stack  the  hearing  with  MX  supporter*"’ 
will  local  authorities  be  notified  during  time*  of  MX  train 
'Ji  spar  sal 

Mill  there  be  emergency  training  for  civilian*  in  ccmmunitie* 
Wiong  -in  train  routes  ' 

wr#  evacuation  plan*  in  place  or  anticipated  where  MX  tram* 
travel  through  or  nm*r  populated  *r*i*' 

Mill  emergency  medical  care  be  provided  for  each  town  along  -he 
mx  tram  route” 

what  fire  prevention  measures  will  be  installed  on  MX  tram*' 

Who  will  fight  fire*.  Civilian  or  military  ♦ i r ef i ghter *”  If 
military,  will  they  be  on  the  trains”  l*  to.  "ho  will  fight  fires  m 
case  o»  accident,  when  the  tram  crew  le  injured  or  disabled”  If  they 
will  rot  be  on  the  trains,  how  will  they  be  transported  to  the  scene 
of  *n  accident”  If  civilian  firefighter*  will  be  responsible,  what 
additional  training  will  they  need”  Who  will  bear  the  cost  of  such 
training  '  1*  there  any  possibility  of  special  equipment  being 

necessary  *o  respond  to  tram  accident*  carryinq  nuclear  warheads  *ng 
missile  -u#l”  Mho  will  bear  the  costs  of  Obtaining  such  equipment 
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The  0EI5  is  woefully  misleading  in  its  summary  of  risk*  in 
chapter  five.  The  Air  force  say*  in  Section  5.4  that  all  light 
structure*  within  i ,00  .*«t  ot  the  blast  would  be  destroyed.  The 
potential  *or  -iuman  casualties  is  ignored.  Mhat  is  the  E!  of  such  a 
mshap  Furr  her  more,  n  1 1  r  ou*-c:  l  de  and  hydrocnol  or  i  n»  ac ;  d  gas 
concentration*  up  to  l.e  mile*  away  from  the  attack  would  create 
.  potentially  lethal  exposures.  DEIS  at  5-29.  Mhat  is  the  true  El  or 
|  *ucn  an  event  occur?  ng  .  r  heavily  populated  areas"' 

How  targe  will  the  MX  project  be' 

How  many  workers,  mi 1 l tary  and  civilian,  will  be  imported  for 
tMs  project  ano  for  non  long  Mhat  special  services  will  be  set  up 
tor  those  whe  come  seel-inq  work  out  do  not  find  it  and  who  stay"* 

How  will  land  values  around  the  air  baae  and  along  the  state  * 
railway*  be  impacted  by  "he  deployment  of  MX" 

When  will  this  system  become  obsolete'  Will  it  be  obsolete 
cetera  it  is  deployed  on  rails 

Mhat  will  ne  the  economic  El  of  MX  obsolescence” 

Mhat  jl  jr.s  are  being  made  for  decommissioning' 

Why  is  rail  gar  risor  so  -rear  an  active  ear  t-quak  *  fault' 
wnet  C  :he  £1  ot  in  earthquake  on  MX  t-ajns  garr  i  soneo  »t  tne 
«ir  base  and  dispersed  on  -.he  railway* 

What  is  tne  likelihood  of  radi oac 1 1  v 1 1 y  escaping  into  the 
environment  i>>  the  event  of  tornado,  flood,  fire  or  other  natural 
occurrence  ' 

Have  studies  been  conducted  on  the  effects  of  wind  in  case  of  a 
radiation  leak” 

Mhat  toxic  or  hazardous  wastes  will  be  generated  by  MX”  Mhat  is 
the  El  of  these  wastes' 

What  rung*  will  be  set  aside  for  cleanup” 

What  is  the  likelihood  of  tram  collisions  ana  derailments” 

Mhat  is  tne  El  of  .4  MX  train  collision  and  derailment” 

Mhat  is  the  El  on  nearby  state*  of  various  kinds  of  accidents 
mvotvinq  MX  trains  or  the  missiles” 

H  Titan  fissile  exploded  m  a  Damascus  *iio  because  ot  a  dropped 
wrench;  now  susceptible  to  accidental  explosion  will  MX  be' 

what  are  tne  chances  of  an  explosion  adoaro  the  MX  trains  in 
percent  per  year 

What  are  the  chances  m  percent  that  an  MX  missile  hi  * l  explode 
somewhere  on  the  rail  route  sometime  during  the  20-year  life  of  MX” 
What  is  the  likelihood  of  an  accidental  explosion  of  MX  fuel” 

Mhat  13  the  El  of  an  accidental  explosion  in  qarnson  and  during 
dispersal” 

In  tests  on  warheads,  what  can  and  cannot  cause  detonation  of  the 
warheads  and  Of  the  propellant”  Can  detonation  be  caused  by  the  force 
of  collision  or  derailment;  bridge  collapse  in  transit!  heat  fro*  fire 
or  explosion:  or  propellant  explosion” 

The  following  concerns  related  to  the  effect  of  movement  on  MX 
must  be  addressed  in  the  El: 

What  is  the  effect  on  MX  of  sideways  motion,  such  as  that  present 
during  transit  on  the  railways” 

What  is  the  effect  on  the  MX  solid  fuel  of  the  rhythmic 
vibrations  of  rail  travel” 
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Have  the  linear  and  nonlinear  oscillations  (including  harmonics 
ana  subh nr  monies)  induced  into  the  missile  carrier  and  missile  fuel  by 
movement  over  the  rail  system  been  defined,  quantified  and  applied  to 
the  detonation  charac ter i st i cs  of  the  rocket  fuel”  What  do  these 
calculations  indicate  the  effects  to  be  on  the  fuel  long-term  over  the 
projected  life  of  the  missiles'  Mere  these  calculations  applied  to 
the  varying  speeds  at  which  the  carrier  will  be  operated” 

Since  the  rail  network  is  not  physically  uniform  throughout,  have 
the  quantitative  determmat  i  ons  asked  for  in  the  previous  questions 
been  applied  specifically  toi  a>  oscillation*  induced  by  trestle*!  b> 
oscillations  induced  by  various  rail  length*  found  throughout  the 
system;  c)  frequency  changes  due  to  the  changes  m  *oi 1  geology  Over 
wnicn  the  railbed  is  ouilt;  and  d>  the  effect*  achieved  men 
conditions  from  the  lowest  temperature  recorded  through  the  nighest 
temperature  recorded  in  the  area  of  MX  distribution  are  applied  to  the 
moving  system' 


What  l*  the  likelihood  that  an  accidental  explosion  wou,d  trigg*r 

•  nuclear  f*-piosion' 

What  i*  the  El  of  an  explosion  Of  one  or  more  of  tne  .ucl ear 
warheads  ' 

If  a  on*  megaton  dp  lesion  aestroy*  near  1 y  everything,  including 
*.he  population,  in  a  4.7  mile  radius,  would  an  explosion  o*  all  the 
garrisoned  nx  train*  oo  th*  same  in  a  60 . b  mile  radius” 

What  i»  th*  El  to  Jacksonville,  Little  Rock  and  the  rest  of  the 
state  from  a  first  strike  nuclear  attack-  on  MX” 

wnat  is  th*  lii-eli hood  of  accidental  launch”  What  is  the  El  trom 
a  MX  launch  to  th*  immediate  area” 

How  will  the  warheads  be  transported  to  Arkansas'  How  will  they 
be  handled'  what  is  the  El  of  the  transportation  ntn  involved” 

how  often  will  mx  train*  need  to  be  returned  to  r-.E.  Warren  AFB” 
What  will  oe  th#  L!  of  an  accident  during  tr antpor tat  1  on” 

Mhat  1*  th#  El  of  *  surprise  enemy  attack  on  th#  garrison  before 
disperse*  and  on  the  state  after  dispersal” 

Periodic  adjustment  of  th#  guidance  system  is  necessary  to 
missile*  in  stationary  silost  how  will  this  a#  handled  on  rail 
.garrisoned  MX” 

The  average  tr  eight  car  is  51  feet  long,  9  feet  wide,  67,-uOO 
pound*  unloaded  and  has  a  maximum  load  capacity  of  Rl.uOO  pound*.  The 
MX  missl*  is  71  4**t  long,  9  f##t  in  diameter  and  weigh*  1 95 , 'JOO 

pounds-  It  is  erroneous  *or  Air  Force  to  base  it*  cal cul at  ion*  ot 

•  i*i  in  the  P6I3  on  th#  false  assumption  that  the  MX  railcar*  would  be 
«,*  ?ate  a*  ordinary  freight  car*.  Th#  final  EJS  must  State  the  entire 
weight  of  a  loaded  MX  railcar  and  calculate  the  risk*  accordingly. 

MX  railcar*  will  need  a  special  design  to  carry  their  mammoth 
load.  How  can  existing  track*  ana  bridge*  sustain  th#  anticipated 
weight”  What  i*  the  El  of  replacing  tracks  and  bridges”  Mhat  is  the 
i I  ot  titering  .he  railway  grades  to  accommodate  MX” 

how  many  mil**  Qf  new  trad  will  be  lata”  Where'  how  many  miles 
jf  tract  must  nave  grade  elevation  changes'  where”  where  will  the 

•  ill  lO"»  «rom  •  where  will  tne  gravel  come  »rom 

'.on*idprtnq  the  high  number  a*  derailment*  caused  Dv  suostanoaro 
•racis  m  >-f •  an*** ,  .ny  does  the  DEIS  not  include  -or  replacing 
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Mhat  happens  to  commercial  traffic  durinq  MX  train  dispersal  and 
during  practice  runs” 

Since  the  MX  missile  is  9  feet  in  oiameter,  will  th#  carrier  car 
be  over  12  feet  wide'  I*  so,  American  Association  of  Railroad 
regulations  provide  that  all  adjacent  tracts  must  be  cleared  to  avoid 
accidents.  Mhat  is  th#  economic  El  ot  halting  commercial  train 
traffic  durinq  time*  ot  dispersal  ano  practice  runs,  which  may  be  for 
extended  periods' 

The  DEIS  tails  to  censider  th#  inexperience  of  military  personnel 
operating  th#  MX  trains  when  calculating  th#  risks.  What  is  th# 
actual  risk ' 

During  time*  of  MX  train  dispersal,  who  dispatch#*  and  control* 
rail  traffic"'  where  is  the  control  center  located' 

Will  the  electronic  interference  causeo  by  a  surprise  nuclear 
at toe l  prevent  dispersal”  Who  controls  MX  trains  in  such  a  case” 
wnat  is  the  El  ot  the  MX  electronic  communication*  system  to 
communities  throuqh  which  MX  trains  pass 

Will  railways  be  constantly  monitored  to r  damage  Who  will  oe 
responsible  tor  maintaining  the  integrity  Of  the  trac>  ano  ranged* 
what  is  the  El  of  floods,  tornados,  bii::ards,  earthquakes 
mechanical  failures  ana  train  wrecks  on  dispersal  of  MX  trains' 

will  MX  De  protected  by  helicopters”  What  is  th#  El  of  this 
increased  air  traffic  around  th*  air  base  ano  along  th#  railways” 

Th#  impact  of  living  in  fear  of  a  nuclear  war  or  accident  ha* 
profound  psychological  effect*  on  children  and  other  vulnerable 
persons.  What  impact  will  there  be  if  MX  come*  to  Arkansas” 

What  psychol ogi cal  effects  can  be  expected  in  various  age  group* 
near  the  garrison  and  *long  MX  rail  routes” 

wnat  corporation*  will  benefit  from  th*  economic  El  of  MX  rail 
garrison*"’ 

What  will  be  the  effect  ah  MX  of  *  treaty  eliminating  half  of  all 
strategic  weapon*  a*  proposed  by  president  Raygun”  what  would  the 
economic  El  oe  to  Ar »  ansa*” 

What  will  be  th*  cost*  of  th#  EIS  process,  inducing  the  scoping 
near  1 ng*  ' 

What  will  be  the  completed  costs  of  tne  ix  project” 

What  will  oe  the  annual  cost  of  maintenance  and  operation- 
wave  any  studies  been  don#  to  determine  how  many  industries  will 
not  locate  in  the  MX  deployment  area  oecause  of  MX ' 

What  will  oe  the  effect  on  the  economic  development  of  the 
deployment  area*  with  the  systematic  denial  of  good  industries' 

How  will  these  areas  be  compensated  for  the  loss  dt  well-paying, 
nigh  tech  jobs' 

Mill  the  denial  of  high  quality  jobs  cause  emigration  of  the 
educated  who  can  find  no  jobs  commensurate  with  their  educational 
level,  thereby  further  eroding  the  economic  development  Of  the  area” 
What  will  be  the  st  lological  impact  of  this  situation' 

With  regard  to  th#  int»rn«tiunal  political  environment,  is  the 
aggregation  o»  MX  trains  in  garrison  at  the  air  base  more  likely  to 
invite  enemy  attack”  Doe*  it  i ncreame  the  orobabtlity  of  an  enemy 

♦  ir St  str l  1  •  ' 

who  or  wnat  is  the  -ugh  authority  that  will  authorize  dispersal 
z  ♦  MX  tram*  dur  i  ng  time*  of  heightened  i  ntcr  net  i  ona  I  tensions” 
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nstitute*  tne  stJte  o*  "Meightenso 


Mill  I auncn  control  Officers  Oa  eoucetto  about  tneir  duty  to 
disoDay  unlawful  orders  una»'  ch«  Nureiwiurq  principles' 

what  aateguaros  will  o s  instituted  to  prevent  uneuthoriteo  or 
accidental  firing 

MX  is  claimed  to  Da  aimed  at  Soviet  missiles.  It  is  also  called 
a  deterrent,  ^atner  than  a  f irtt-stril#  weapon.  Mill  it  oe  fired  on 
empty  Soviet  missile  launcung  sites  as  logic  dictates,  or  wilt  it  be 
used  as  a  first-strj.  e  weapon' 

If  MX  is  to  fired  after  computers  indicate  an  enemy  nuclear 
attacl  has  begun,  what  is  the  livelihood  of  a  mistaken  launch  order" 
what  will  the  ultimate  cl  be  after  the  firing  of  MX  and  the 
ensuing  escalation  of  fuel  ear  warfare"' 

What  will  be  th#  social  and  economic  impacts  to  our  area  if  the 
president  is  successful  in  ms  intent  to  "rid  the  world  cf  them  Call 
nuCiear  weapons J*"’ 

nreatened  throughout  the  state  oy 

ny  lost  wetlands' 
ost  endangered  species  habitat' 
nteract  with  existing 
ses  and  along  the  proposed 
environmental  effects  be 
in  the  missiles  and  if  so, 
th  at  all  stages  of  the  >u». 
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1  The  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  has  not  been  properly  considered  within 
the  D.E.I.S.,  In  terms  of  Nationwide  Economic  Impacts/  for  instance. 
14.1.11  The  job  creation  potential  of  the  two  rail-garrison  ACTION* 
is  discussed/  ignoring  that  NO  ACTION  would  also  create  a  certain 
number  of  jobs.  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  *10-15  billion 
was  spent  on  education  instead  (for  example)?  How  many  jobs,  on 
average,  would  be  created  if  the  money  remained  in  the  civilian 
economy  rather  than  being  taxed  for  use  by  the  military? 

'  The  Reagan  administration  was  known  to  have  had  at  least  four  NX 
basing  modes  under  active  consideration  prior  to  selecting  the  rail 
garrison  opt ton  in  December  1986.  Why  haven't  any  of  those 
alternatives  been  included  In  the  D.E.I.S.? 

*  Why  not  a  NO  MX  ALTERNATIVE?  In  other  words,  include  the 
alternative  of  getting  rid  of  (dismantling)  the  50  sllo-based  NX 
currently  deployed  Is  an  option.  Such  an  option  might  make  sense  as 
part  of  the  deep  reductions  being  pursued  in  the  President's  START 
negotiations. 

*  Descriptions  of  the  PROPOSED  ACTION  fails  to  specify  whether  its  50 
NX  missiles  would  be  the  ones  currently  deployed  In  silos  at  P.E. 
Warren  Air  Force  Base,  or  whether  these  would  be  SO  new  missiles. 

Zf  new  missiles  are  Involved,  why  aren't  these  costs  included  in  the 
table  listing  Rail  Garrison  Expenditures?  (4.1-21  If  missiles  are 
to  be  taken  from  ellos,  why  isn't  the  impact  of  thts  Included  under 
when  discussing  Warren  APB  (included  the  silo  operation  jobs  lost)? 

Similarly,  the  ALTERNATIVE  ACTION  falls  to  discuss  the  Impact  of 
closing  down  the  silos  at  Warren  APB  (included  the  silo  operation 
jobs  lost)... 

*  Under  the  heading  "Purpose  and  Need,"  the  Air  Force  implies  that  its 
proposed  actions  will  enhance  deterrence.  Deterrence  is  defined  as 
"having  sufficient  military  strength  and  the  perceived  willinqness 
to  use  that  strength  after  an  enemy  attack  to  Inflict  unacceptable 
damage  on  the  enemy,  thus  inhibiting  them  from  striking  in  the  first 
place."  11.11  According  to  data  from  the  Congressional  Budget 
Q/flce  (November  1987),  approximately  3,700  U.S.  nuclear  weapons 
would  endure  even  a  Soviet  "bolt  from  the  blue"  surprise  attack, 
while  roughly  8,200  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  would  remain  if  there  was 
enough  warning  time  to  alert  our  strategic  forces.  Doesn't  this 
constitute  "sufficient  military  strength"? 

*  The  trains  will  have  "appropriately  armed"  security  personnel. 
(1.3.21  What  dangers  might  this  pose  to  civilians  living  or 
traveling  near  the  tracks  who  might  be  misidentif led  as  a  threat  to 
the  train?  will  the  security  personnel  on  training  trains  be 
authorized  to  use  force  (or  make  arrests)  if  protestors  are 
encountered?  (Will  the  trains  be  authorized  to  run  over 
protestors?) 
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*  In  addition  to  the  NX  train  shelters,  each  base  is  to  have  a  "400- 
foot-long  attached  shelter"  which  "would  house  supplemental  rail 
cars."  (1.3.51  What  is  the  purpose  of  these  cars?  Is  the  purchase 
price  of  "supplemental  rail  cars"  Included  in  the  overall  cost 
estimates  of  the  program?  How  many  cars  will  be  able  to  fit  inalde 
the  shelter?  (If  these  extra  cars  are  to  disguise  the  NX  trains, 
note  that  the  average  freight  train  length  tn  1985  was  neerly  72 
ears  (3.1.21,  which  would  come  out  to  be  approximately  250 
■upplemental  cars  st  a  four  train  garrison) . 

*  Xt  is  claimed  that  the  trains  will  be  "completely  tested...  prior  to 
deployment."  (1.3.0  However,  the  NX  program  does  not  hive  e 
particularly  good  record  in  this  regard  to  date.  NX  missile 
guidance  systems  continue  to  malfunction,  NX  flight  tests  have  not 
yet  to  be  completed  though  nearly  ell  the  missiles  have  been 
deployed,  and  the  missile  manufacturing  plant  in  Utah  has  been  cited 
for  safety  violations.  Why  should  cltlsens  believe  the  NX  rail 
garrison  program  will  be  conducted  any  better? 

According  to  a  Hatch  21,  1988  Houae  Armed  Servlcee  Committee  report! 
"The  critical  design  review  prior  to  initiation  of  rail  garrison 
production  la  scheduled  for  early  1990,  well  into  the  canister 
(simulated]  launch  teat  program  but  more  than  a  year  bafore  the 
first  of  flva  live  missile  flight  teats.  Finally*  initial  operating 
capability  la  scheduled  to  occur  after  only  two  live  flight  teats." 

Zt  seems  that  while  the  NX  trains  might  be  "completely  tested" 
bafore  they  are  deployed,  the  misalign  they  carry  will  not. 

*  The  D.E.I.S  Indicates  that  rail  garrison  basing  la  needed  for 
"complicating  the  enemy's  targeting  task."  (1.3. Cl  A  spokesman  for 
the  Air  Force's  Ballistic  Nisei It  Office  waa  quoted  In  a  March  16* 
1918  newspaper  article  as  saying,  "Enemies  would  have  to  use  up  more 

I  weapons  to  try  to  destroy  (NX  trains)."  Ian't  thia  just  a  another 
way  of  saying  that  towns  and  cities  along  NX  train  routes  could 
expect  to  become  targets  In  a  nuclear  war? 

•  It  la  claimed  that  all  train  movements  "whether  training, 

maintenance,  or  operational,  would  be  coordinated  with  appropriate 
rail  company  personnel  to  ensure  safe  and  efficient  movement." 

(1.3.61  Zn  addition,  it  is  claimed  that  the  NX  and  training  trains 
"would  operate  in  the  same  manner  ea  the  eclating  commercial 
traffic."  (3.1.2)  A  March  21*  1988  Bouse  Armed  Servicee  Committee 
report  raised  e  number  of  questions  about  thia  elaim*  which  the. 

I  D.E.X.8.  falls  to  answer.  Zf  civilian  dispatchers  know  the  precise  , 
location  of  NX  trains,  why  couldn't  Soviet  Intelligence  gain  aecea* 
to  this  information,  thereby  defeating  the  whole  purpose  of  the 
basing  mode? 


•  At  one  point,  the  D.E.I.s.  apparently  contradicts  itself  about  the 
normality  of  NX  train  movement  bv  claimino  that  the  trains  would 
"randomly  move  throuahout  the  United  States.”  15.2.1.1)  Isn't  it 

I  likely  that  NX  trains  win  indeed  be  granted  SDecial  riaht-of-way 
privileges  or  other  extraordinary  cowers  that  would  increase  the 
possibility  of  collision  and  other  accidents? 

•  According  to  the  D.E.I.s.,  "civilian  personnel  who  are  asaiqned  to 
nuclear  weapons  duties..."  must  meet  certain  "requirements"  which 
include  "security  clearance,  random  drug  testing,  and  medical  and 
psychological  screening.  ■  (5.1.21  Will  these  meeeurea  be  imposed  on 
the  civil  dispatchers  whom  the  D.E.I.S.  claims  will  "control"  the 
movements  of  the  train?  in  a  crisis,  such  as  that  which  would 
trigger  deployment  of  the  NX  trains,  what  measures  would  be  taken  to 
compel  civilian  dispatchers  to  show  up  for  work  rather  than  stay  at 
home  with  their  families? 

*  Table  4. 1.1-1  includes  statistics  representing  the  Air  Force's 
claims  for  the  national  impact  on  employment  (direct,  indirect,  and 
induced)  of  rail  garrison  expenditures.  (4.1-21  The  employment 
projections  amount  to  a  claim  of  over  S2.000  jobs  (man-years)  per 
billion  dollars  spent.  Such  a  claim  is  completely  outside  the  range 
of  all  reputable  studies  on  this  kind  of  spending  (too  high  by  at 
least  50-100%).  What  indicators  and  assumptions  ware  used  to 
generate  these  employment  figures? 

*  Another  indication  that  the  employment  estimates  In  Table  4. 1.1-1 
are  in  error  la  the  lack  of  fluctuation  In  the  jobs  per  billion 
ratio  (obtained  by  dividing  the  employment  number  by  the  actual 
dollars  spent).  The  table  indicates  that  In  Fiscal  Year  1989, 
nearly  all  the  money  from  the  program  will  go  towards  research  and 
develof^ent,  while  by  Fiscal  Year  1992  nearly  all  rail  gerrieon 
money  will  go  towards  operations.  These  very  different  types  of 
spending  would  not  generate  similar  jobs  per  billion  ratio  In  a  well 
done  economic  analysis.  Again,  what  indicators  and  assumptions  ware 
used  to  generate  these  employment  figures? 

*  The  D.E.I.s.  forecasts  that  jobs  created  by  the  program  would  go 
"from  nearly  40,000  in  fy  1989  to  nearly  148,000  in  FY  1991,  and 
then  decline  sharply  to  13,000  by  FY  1993  and  just  under  12.000  in 
FY  1994  and  beyond.  (4.1-1J  This  indicates  that  the  rail  garrison 
program  would  have  an  extreme  "boom/buat"  effect  on  the  economy. 
Nhile  (as  noted  above)  the  employment  figures  are  highly  suspect, 
this  basic  boom/bust  pattern  is  likely  to  be  correct.  Hill  such 
short  ter*  jobs  really  have  any  net  poaltlve  effect  on  local 
eommunitlea,  or  the  nation  as  a  whole? 
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30  August  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCB-BMS/DKV 

Norton  ATB,  California  92409-6448 


VICKI  S.  Me  NEILL.  MAYOR 


RE:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 

"Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program,  June,  1986" 


we  have  reviewed  the  above  referenced  Draft  EIS  and  make 
the  following  comments: 


We  agree  that  the  impact  of  the  development  is,  on 
balance,  favorable  to  the  City  of  Spokane. 


1 


While  we  find  no  errors  or  omissions  in  the 
information  presented,  we  are  concerned  with  the 
number  of  routes  considered  by  the  Sail  Garrison 
Program  as  those  routes  could  involve  our  citizens 
in  the  Spokane  Metropolitan  Area. 

Insofar  as  possible,  trains  carrying  missiles  or 
missile  propellants  should  be  routed  around  the 
Spokane  Metropolitan  Area  because  of  the  explosive 
hazards  involved  and  potential  dangers  to  our 
citizens.  There  appear  to  be  several  rail  route 
alternatives  into  and  out  of  Pairchild  Air  Pores 
Base.  A  map  of  route  alternatives  should  be 
Included  in  the  final  BIS  along  with  a  statement 
addressing  the  routing  procedure. 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment. 


Sincerely, 

XJUcM — 

Vicki  McNeill 
Mayor  of  Spokane 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DBV 
Norton  Air  Porce  Base 
San  Bernardino,  CA  92409 

IN  RE:  Draft  Bnvlromental  Impact  Statanent,  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program 


Dear  Col.  Walsh: 

I  wish  to  thank  the  Air  Porce  for  sending  me  a  copy  of 
the  subject  statement,  recently  received,  and  I  am  grateful 
for  the  opportunity  to  enclose  herewith  a  written  expression, 
on  the  form  provided,  of  my  concerns  about  rail  safety,  with 
supporting  news  items. 

I  submit  this  statement  of  my  concern  in  compliance  with 
your  invitation,  as  I  did  not  have  opportunity  to  speak  at  the 
August  3rd  hearing,  and, indeed,  some  of  the  news  in  tragic 
support  of  my  concerns,  had  not  yet  been  generated  at  the  time 
of  the  hearing. 

In  compliance  with  the  admonition  of  the  Presiding  Officer 
at  that  hearing,  I  confine  my  remarks  to  the  safety  issue,  and 
shall  reserve  my  deep  philosophical  objections  to  the  Rail 
Garrison  program  for  the  political  leadership  of  this  country. 

May  it  change  in  November] 
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Whiteman  Air  Force  Base,  Missouri 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  PORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  mads.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  fsel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


We  address  ourselves  solely  to  the  rail  safety  factors  mentioned  in 


5.J 

.4 

et  sag.  of  the  Draft  Environmental 

Impact  Statement  dated  Jun  '88. 

We 

want  you  to 

understand  the  reasons  for 

the  concern  about  rail  safety 

that  has  been  expressed  by  many  people  in 

this  part  of  the  country. 

To 

demonstrate 

these  reasons,  we  enclose 

no  five  year  statistical  study 

of 

safety 

rather  just  a  casual  gleaning, 

not  necessarily  thorough  or 

complete. 

from 

the  last  four  months  newspapers  In  the  area,  primarily  | 

the  Kansas  City 

Star  6  Times  (Missouri) , 

of  reports  of  rail  "mishaps" 

or 

•incidents.' 

(We  call  them  "wrecks.") 

Enclosed  items: 

22 

Jun 

1988: 

Train  hits  car:  7  killed 

28 

Jul 

1988: 

Burlington  Northern  train  derails  | 

12 

Aug 

1988: 

1,000  evacuated  as  crews 

try  to  right  train 

1 

Aug 

1988: 

Railroad  tank  car  crash 

in  Iowa;  2  crewmen  killed 

8 

Aug 

1988: 

Train  fire  consumes  much 

of  weekend  . . . 

15 

Aug 

1988: 

Train  dumps  coal  in  Harrisonville 

6 

Aug 

1988: 

Amtrack  derailment  leaves  100  injured 

and  in  auassary  of  the  1987  rail 

record  in  Kansas) 

27 

May 

1988: 

Toll  from  vehicle-train 

Randall  A.  Howes,  P.0.  Box  2064,  Kansas  City,  NO  64142 

Name  Street  Adfress  City  Stats 


Piesas  hand  this  form  la  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Pores  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  11489 
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Seven  in  car  are  killed 


-  _  jn  the  mid-9<k 

a»d  resumed  to  the  hospital  with 
omtoftht  nfim 
“Short!*  after  the  victim*  am  ted. 
W  »n  helping  mwiutf  dm  of  she 
children."  Hermreck  loM  the  amo- 
culrd  Pro*  “He  ooUatned  awd 
died  " 

Cobb.  *  former  Crawford  County 
undenhertff  »bo  bred  ia  Chicopee 
tod  ton  Uk  county's  ambulance 
service  director  state  1910 
Fiv*  Of  Uw  crash  vKtmn  died  •< 
c  (ltd  1*0  Of  UK  children 


tal,  ntitoua  attendants  laid 
Ftodtaaid  itoi  at  Mm  one  of  Uk 
t*0  women  *iU»  then  five  children 
in  to*.  wa»  ntning  ■  relative  in 
Cherokee  on  Monday  and  asaytd 
overnight  They  were  on  their  way 
home  to  Jola  when  the  accident 
occurred  about  I  0)  p  m  .  Field* 


d  the  tram  was  101114  tooth 
The  creating  wat  not  marled  »ilh 
light*  or  arm  1  hut  *u  marled  with 
two  croubuckt  on  opposite  conun 
of  the  crossing 

The  three  tram  crew  member* 
told  the  Highway  Patrol  Uut  “they 
could  tee  11  <ibe  carl  come  down  the 
rood  They  were  Mown*  the  «hit- 
tle."  and  applying  the  emergency 
brake*  F«ld»  laid 

But  Che  ere*  tedd  Fietdi  that  Ike 
car  t  driver.  HaOing*  “wasn't  tooh- 
ia|up- 

A  potior  investigation  bore  out 
that  claim  "beqpmr  there  were  no 


tkid  mark!  leading  up  to  the  trackt 
at  all."  Faith  aid 
The  colliuoo  earned  the  nation 
wagon  100  to  200  ygrds  down  Ike 
trackt  and  threw  all  passengers  from 
the  car  cicept  for  Hatting*  *ho  *a* 
trapped  mude  The  car  exploded 
upon  impact,  bum  it*  m  occupant* 
and  cKimnj  railroad  uet  and  pan 
of  the  nearby  drought-parched 
ground 

The  heat  from  the  fire  wat  to 
tntente  Dui  the  car'i  licente  plain 
and  the  vehwle  identification  num¬ 
ber  on  the  dashboard  melted  The 
tictimt  *ere  identified  by  a  Social 
Security  Card  and  pan  of  a  bank 
card.  Fieldttaid 

One  of  the  women'!  hutbandi  n 
in  the  Army  tattooed  in  Korea  and 
the  Red  Crtwi  *11  imi*ir*  to  fly 
him  home.  FKldi  aid 
Fiekli  uid  that  although  the 
erouir*  did  aot  have  signal*.  11  wat 
a  clen  mtertection  on  the  two-lane 
atphali  county  road 
After  the  accident.  National 
Traniponalion  Safely  Board  and 
railroad  official!  turveyed  the  cross¬ 
ing  which  it  routine,  the  Highway 
Patrol  aid  • 

Some  information  for  thit  article 
was  prouded  b)  The  Associated 
Prm 
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1,00(1  vmi'iliifiil  a-  rn-w-  fri  (it  rijllil  train 

EI.M  GHOVF  »i>  Ait  t-Mintuit-d  1  US)  in  Ihi'  Milwaukee 
<u>>urli  lyMiit  th<  night  a*(.>  ftt-ni  lunnr  at  uilii’uil  rrrm 
righted  d«  ratted  freight  rare  loMuinnii.  hu/atdnu*  materials 
They  were  eiorualrd  Irum  ht>nic»  and  blnine>«V!  near  the 
Son  Line  track'  after  24  car >  left  the  rail'  Mcdtn-tdai 

Oflir  iat*  taid  there  wen-  n<.  injun.--  and  no  tipn  of  Irak-  in 
two  lank  nrr  rnntaininv  methanol  and  iwiliuUne  both 
flammable  iub«linu>  but  thal  |k  uplt  were  mmed  at  a  pre 

Brookfield  Fire  Chief  Janie.  H  Merln  in;  mid  the  rrsidcnty 
would  not  tn  allowed  lo  return  until  Hie  two  tanl  «.«i*  were 
irmoietl  Wuilir.'hj  (  ounly  |tr|i|lli  .Mil-rifl  Ter r»  Marlorano 
»aid  ih.ii  might  not  be  until  Thundo  esentnc 

Hailio.id  worker!  said  wheel'  undri  one  nl  the  117  cart  in 
th«  liain  left  the  rail' and  ana£i;i  <t  on  a  flat  k  .w  1I1  ti  iA)*> 


Railroad  tank  cars  crash 
in  Iowa;  2  crewmen  killed 


ALTOONA  to**  “ 

fc,n,2 

two  ere*  member!  and  awing  the 
(,KMtHin  of  1 .000  teydefixt 
Official!  droded  So***?  J?  1 JJJ 
the  Mar.ng  tank  *^K>' ^ 
themteuet  out 

t  (nxi  evacuee*  rtiumcd  home 
aaaintt  auihontte!'  advice 
Ofl.ei.lw  of 

portal  ion  Safety  Beard  tt*t  »" 

hour  u.th  police  Sundai  .nd  t-l»" 

to  la\  the  groundwoea  'o'  m 

"■CK# 

to  return  police  tried  to  diacouter 

,he-W,  are  telling  'kem  of  the  dam 
grrt  and  leaving  n  up  us ’  ,h*m  aid 
Brut  Adair  polite  chKf  in  >► 


auburb  eatt  of  Of! 

Tim  Burt*'  “'d  *"•*  r,m 

equipment  on  hand  this  m 

hopet  of  beginning  a  cleanup 

T^he  fire  invtHvadfwo  on»  t»n 
loaded  with  denatured  alcohol 
Rail  official!  aid  the  eaMbound 
tram  was  pulling  7»  car!  and  the 
weti  bound  train 

.  ■  nhnund  train  *a!  headed  from 

tssaus-z  «.*•* 

weatbownd  *at  ■  f'*'**'  ,TO* 

Newton  to  Of!  Motnf! 

a  r»rtvr»l  afrty  official  aid  drug 

S-rS 

BP  on  the  am*  «™cl  h**4*d  ' 
oppo«ite  dtreetton* 


East  Missouri  fire 
rages  for  33  hours 

Cwdliri  fram  fagr  A-! 

Traffic  on  Mittoun  79  was  routed 
around  the  town  through  Saturday 
evening  because  of  the  potential 
danger.  Cherry  said 

All  day  and  night  Saturday  local 
volunteer  fire  department!  were 
joined  by  firrfighten  from  an  e»er- 
widening  area  particularly  whrn 
thberry  ran  out  of  watrr  at  mid¬ 
night.  Hamilton  u>d 

A  truck  carrying  foam  to  e»t.n- 
joilh  the  fire  came  from  Lamben 
St  Louis  Intemauonsl  Airport,  and 
cities  as  far  away  at  Columbia  and 
Palmyra  non  hues'  of  Hannibal  tent 
pumper*  and  firefighter! 

ly  1  )0  i  m  Sunday  the  ammo¬ 
nia  wat  pumped  into  a  tanker  truck 
and  driven  a»*y  from  the  nearby 
firr  Hamilton  aid  Resident*  who 
had  ttayed  at  a  school  and  a  Phurih 
that  Had  been  opened  for  them 
were  permuted  to  return  home  toon 
after 

The  tram  tod  been  tooihbnund 
from  Galesburg  III  to  St  Louis 
aid  Burlington  Nonhem  tpokrv 
man  Brian  S»rnse>  The  cause  ol 
the  derailment  had  noi  been  drier 
mined  Sunday 


Train  fire  consumes 
much  of  weekend 
for  town  in  Missouri 


By  Lutn  B'Ciynaki 
Orv,vru*«lw 

f  irrfightrrs  from  3i  cities  hauled 
a  fienc  fire  on  •  derailed  fretghi 
irain  in  tlvbrrri  Mo  for  33  hours 
Saiurdai  and  Sunda« 


and  nc*i  allowed  to  return  home 
um.l  I U  SO  am  Sunday  when  dan 
gt  i  from  an  anhydrous  ammonia 
tans  had  pasted 

1  hr  firr  was  under  contiol  tale 
Siindjv  afternoon  Vrmr  firefighters 
w  I.  liraird  fur  he*’  ethauslion 


no  scrioui  ingutirs  were  report 
l.m  Hamilion  a  Volunteer  fire 
ttr  in  ncathy  Troy  Uid  in  a 


ei  Miller  a  St  Louis  man  whoa. 
REACT  volunteer  group  dro»e  to 
Elsberry  to  offer  help  on  Saturday 
afternoon 

Miller  was  at  ill  handling  calls  at 
the  fire  command  center  10  hours 
later 

As  the  train  derailed  it  knocked 
over  diesel  fuel  tanks  and  dislodged 
a  tank  of  anhydrous  ammonia 
"There  were  1 2  cars  and  as  they 
slid  past  they  all  got  doused  (with 
fuel!  ‘  Miller  aaid  "It  just  so  hap 
prned  that  all  the  bo«  cars  were  full 
of  pl>*ood 

"It  wav  not  like  a  spectacular 
Structure  fire."  Miller  aa<d  "It's 
been  pretty  much  contained 
Thev've  been  fighting  furs  tns.de 
the  dosed  bos  cars 

Officials  had  feared  that  the  train 
fire  might  rupture  the  tank  of  tone 
anhydrous  ammonia  that  had  been 
knocked  from  ns  base 

Anhydrous  ammonia  a  liquid 
that  becomes  a  gas  whrn  n  is  re 
leased  into  the  i«  is  not  hignt. 
flammable  but  .*  dangerout  to  reip. 
raton  ay  items  and  car  cause  sr.ftr 
bums  aid  Gerald  C berry  Iron 
Sf*  t  AST.  A-4.ru  } 

|^cT.-~u  f/j/jr i 
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LOCATION  Grand  Fork*  Air  Fore#  l«i«4.  Np 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAW.  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environ  mental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overloo«ed.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  msde.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  the*  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

We  support  the  inetallat Ion  of  the  Rail  Garrlaon  prograa 
at  the  Grand  Fork*  Air  Fore#  Baa#,  HP.  _  _ 


(*LE1/  k  MOSfv'  I’rt_>«4iu. 

PMLOCj/JA 

.  3-5'i  XL 

tl't- /! 


Q  tit- 1  b-t. 

G.F^mO  lcor?t3  4iU-p*,  34&o  j'fsW.  *"»  ^ 

. i-X.....  .  //,.  /  w  kryjAiJe/ 


i*ti  V  1*0-  IT 

Jbf  (Mont, 


CKthii  I  .1/1,./ 


Please  hand  this  form  m  or  mail  ’ 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino.  California  92*09 
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comment  sheet 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  etttadlng  this  hairing.  Our  purpoea  for  hooting  thU  bearing  is  to 
sum  mar  Isa  for  you  tha  environment*)  conaequencat  me  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrlaon  program  proceeds,  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thoros^h 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  uee  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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COUNTS  ON  MIL  garrison 


AUG.  11.  1988 


MANAGEMENT 


MANAGEMENT 


PO  80*  2'M 
1*41  SOUTH  ■AOADWAT 
MMOT  MONTH  DAKOTA  *8707 
TfUPHOMt  701/838  4200 


» O  80X  2 1  •• 
1*41  SOUTH  8MOAOWAY 
MMOT  MONTH  DAKOTA  *8702 
TfUJMONi  70 '  >818  4  200 


I'M  BRUCE  I.  CHRIST IANSON.  MINOT  CITY  ALDERMAN  ANO  CHAIRMAN  OF  THE  PUBLIC 
WORKS  ANO  SAFETY  C08#I1TTEE  OF  THE  MINOT  CITY  COUNCIL.  I'VE  BEEN  'N  THE 
REAL  ESTATE  MANAGEMENT  BUSINESS  SINCE  1973  HERE  IN  MINOT  AND  !*M  A  CERTIFIED 
PROPERTY  MANAGER  AND  THE  VICE  PRESIDENT  OF  SIGNAL  MANAGEMENT  CORP. 

TONIGHT  I  WILL  BE  COMMENTING  ON  THREE  ITEMS  OF  THE  DRAFT  El S  FOR  THE 
PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM  HERE  AT  MINOT  AND  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE. 

THESE  ITEMS  ARE  ON  PUBLIC  SERVICES  AND  FINANCE.  ON  HOUSING.  AND  ON 
THE  IMPACTS  OF  THE  PROPOSED  ANO  ALTERNATIVE  ACTION  AS  IT  RELATES  TO  LAND  USE. 

FIRST,  PUBLIC  SERVICES  EXPENDITURES  HILL  INCREASE  HITH  THIS  PROGRAM.  BUT 
HILL  BE  LIM1TE0  TO  COSTS  FOR  ADDITIONAL  PERSONNEL .  A  MAXIMUM  OF  FIVE  PEOPLE 
FOR  THE  CITY  OF  MINOT  AND  TWO  FOR  HARD  COUNTY.  THIS  PROGRAM  HILL  GENERATE 
ADDITIONAL  REVENUE  TO  THE  CITV  ANO  COUNTY  FROM  SALES  TAXES  AND  M|$C.  CHARGES 
FINES  AND  FEES.  THE  AOOITONAL  REVENUE  COMBINED  HITH  EXISTING  REVENUE  SOURCES 
WILL  BF  MORE  THAN  ADEQUATE  TO  COVER  ANY  ADO  I  TON  Al  FINANCIAL  (HIT!  A»S. 

SECOND.  MINOT  HAS  THE  HOUSING  AVAILABLE  TOOAY  AND  HILL  HAVE  IN  1990  WHEN 
THIS  PROGRAM  BEGINS.  OUR  OCCUPANCY  HAS  BEEN  AT  85  to  90X  .  LOWER  THAN  WHAT 
THE  DRAFT  EIS  STATES.  THE  INCREASED  DEMAND  FOR  HOUSING  CAN  AND  HILL  BE  EASILY 
MET.  PLUS  THE  OCCUPANCY  RATE  HILL  INCREASE  TO  ABOUT  96X  WHICH  IS  A  POSITVE 
IMPACT  FOR  OUR  RENTAL  MARKET.  HE  HAVE  THE  UNITS  AVAILABLE  FOR  THE  PEOPLE  HITH 
THIS  PROGRAM,  WE  WELCOME  THEM  TO  JOIN  US  HERE  IN  MINOT  AND  ENJOY  THE  QUALITY 
MAY  OF  LIFE  ME  ARE  SO  PROUD  TO  HAVE. 
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AND  LASTLY,  THE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  MOULD  BE  LOCATED  ADJACENT 
TO  THE  NORTHWESTERN  END  OF  MINOT  AIR  FORCE  BASE.  T^IS  EXCELLENT  SITE  MILL 
NOT  REQUIRE  THE  DISLOCATION  OF  A  SINGLE  INHABITED  DWELLING.  TO  EMPLACE 
AND  ACTIVATE  THIS  RELIABLE,  RESPONSIVE  AND  REALISTIC  WEAPON  SYSTEM,  NOT  ONE 
CITIZEN  OF  WARD  COUNTRY  WILL  BE  INCONVENIENCED.  THE  OVERALL  INCREASE  IN  OUR 
CITY  AND  COUNTY'S  ECONOMIC,  SOCIAL  AND  POLITICAL  HEALTH 
BE  A  BOOST  FOR  EACH  INDIVIDUAL  CITIZEN. 

I  THANK  rOU  FOR  THE  OPPORTUNE Y  TO  COMMENT  ANO  FOR 

'lActed 


PROVES  PEACEKEEPER  HILL 

YOUR  ATTENTION. 

C/l 
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.ii  .Jr ic  miividn,  .um  .us ton  n*uuiUir,  .jxcru  -now, 

lhtelVleL.cu  lav  ele..mut.iry  dim  junior  .u-jii  samol  CullLdren  in  si.ail  .jrou,AS. 
I.AI/  tuUin  UkiL  l  HOC  .jlUduTs  lUVo  IlIciI'S  JdUUt  IJlTi  .jldders  UllrUv. 

•ujut  iva;1ii»,  nel^less,  irtjiiAj  t.my  -cxiiu  never  jeon  u..,  dim  worrum  a*  out 
i.v  luirt  m  tjk:ir  Iuvla.  riiLn  .«re  alr«-.»uy  OL-jinnuv,  to 

d-,  u. .  1 1  r  .i.m  a,*  a.k-jf/  a. out  l.k-  .jussiuiity  ol  tile  -.urlo  ooliv .  ^Oatroycu. 

,r«KA.-  l..:  cu u.rvu  ;*j re  cynical  mm  uistrustin.j  ul  *.u1ls  ior  not 
■  mi.lltj  Lj'  <urio  .1  truly  SCI'.'  .jidCO  olDKJUt  Lite  DlTtJdL  oi  all  unildtlOM.  lite 
iiinui  -.r.RAJTii  iauTv*  .mo  ieoiin..  .dstrustlikj,  aiVjfy ,  <um  .tidies.;  (van  urnu.i 


limliy,  Vivienne  vefoUi-.KA.',  an  educator,  .mnt  six  cnDm 

li(C'..l'Vl.'.<llt->  L\llL.reil  .IIL  diKilLdCenti;  sue  loum  L. kit  uiiy  /UUik, 

a...avss>  ..  v.r/  red  iejr  cut  tcir  lives  ar.:  <  nt,  to  .jc  unnaturally 
.uuio  .4irOK>lu,iciiiy  uui.jj  >ii\i  "tv tor  to  sUitiscics,  \/iiiia  a 
onid  miiii/.s  li  i  ncciuor  .Q.a  is  -*o.--tniiv,  cut  eluus  u.,  .aio-Ic,  l  a^iniik, 
Lore. ,  utii.ito..  ulkjios  nitLi  ot.jol.iii1  suiieru».j('v.ui  ornu  ■  aim  Van  mum, 
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were  l.J ad  mint cm  dim  (.lStreuseLi  t,idt  titc-  .ar  i-'orcvj  ulu  not  consider 

UKJ  ,.4./C>KdiO,lCdt  COnSOL.tmlKV;,  JV  Li*.-;ioyll*.  till-  .  .-ill  LajTT  1  Si-4 1  I'TO L^r.fci  irt 

..m  oL, II jr  .,m  ion.  situs.  UK-  .  «■.  1-  inter muu  to  ,<TOteCt  tna 
rv'ftcin  nolle,  iwnuvir,  tile  .»,iefic.iii  ,Aiolic  is  i lot  ufrin-j  ,jRjGCCl<.s.  iru- 
Ck.*  .jotent la .  ,4>yt2«jlo^ical  inn  im..  its  Lin.-loy.  cut.  nils  la  ountrajictory 


»ik*  .  fc/LidOjlLiil  ouracs.uatK.ea  (Ji  livirc.  ,/iCi  I  eel  lot  Mjduuns  ivive  ueeii 
’tCUiitlilC.iily  atiK-lo-  tic  ilave  ikami  louni.  to  UC  la.V kl-jllt.^  to  .AiO./le’a 
,*iyc.oiiA,i<iil  .cailt.i.  .cults  tcrwi  to  t>^ny,  .iliiL.'lZa,  arm  ratioivili-ia  away 
tiie  .iwhu  !•  Lair  ol  nu'.itvir  .uunni  Idtian,  uecauae  it  is  just  too 
ovc>r«iK‘i..>lim  to  jIiow  Caji  tie  Ives  to  e-i^cTieiKe  tills  .ot-jutiai  iiofror. 
uiiil. nil's  are  nut  uo  wll  awlo.Mi,  aiu  Ccy  ire  oiv  lively  to 

-•N;K,rieiK'*'  Cm'  licr^ii.itc  toiir  aim  i k>  1, 'leasness . 
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In  UK-  curly  lyuu's  r»'b*.\irei KT8  at  toe  ..lixirt  L.inatein  collide  ot 
.  jvucine  intervieMju  so  col  ,l*j  cniari'ii  oiki  ux«n  tnat  /o  yierceut  oi  C«_- 
Clll  ll.ntll  t.lilUSJ  rCjJUi  Cl  K*  "uu  Kl"  JIKJ  <*.'rL'  LdKVriKXJ  .  LI  Ait  IlVllAj  nJltll  ClW 
OjniWA^jeiKVS  ot  it  ( .oedimu,  Ijfua).  hi  tm  Lite  laiu's  tic  ..<priuiii 
Hayc..iatrtc  <c.aocidti>xi  3skhi  cmt  luvu  c.iiloiLii  ,«kj  auiut  iiviu, 

witit  Cj*.-  tunut  rx  me  1  L»i r  Air .  nc  acuuy  clk k'Iuooj  tnat  t-ie  results  ..ere 
''.jUiLi'  Liiatui'uiik^  .in,  nu.on.strate  (cut!  tic  Lninent  tiu*iit  oi  nuclear 
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He  hope  that  the  Air  Faroe  has  inadvertantly  cwwr  looked  this  aajcr 
deficiency  in  the  CEIS.  Otherwiae,  it  will  be  difficult  for  the  Air  FOroe 
to  justify  how  it  can  protect  our  most  valuable  reeouroe— our  people—  frae 
physical  destruction,  while  it  legion*  the  pnssihla  psychological  iae jm 
that  might  occur  frcn  deployment  of  the  proposed  el  mala  systaei  1— dl  ataly 
adjacent  to  Qieyame.  It  is  tlae  that  the  Air  ferae,  at  the  wry  mini  arm, 
study  what  effects  living  with  the  K<  may  have  cn  the  citlsane  of  Oieyeme. 


"Txi-4. £  rrwsKcJlJ 


Prudy  S.  Mrsh&ll,  fh.D. 
Psychologist 


Itxa  Bougaty,  Hi.D. 
Psychologist 
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Little  Pear  Rte,  Bo*  41 
Cheyenne  WY  b2uQg 
August  21 .  196b 


COMMENT  SHEET 

y.s.  Aia  roace  peaceieepb*  kail  oakkbom  pbooram 


Thank  you  for  mtUteflnf  this  hssrtog.  Ow  pwpoaa  for  hostile  this  bearing  la  to 
mm  marts#  for  you  the  esvirwimental  oomeqeeooee  we  have  Aatermleed  may  occur  if  the 
Peeeekeeper  Sail  Garrison  program  prceeate,  and  afford  you  aa  opportuaJty  to  brief  to 
our  attention  matter*  we  may  have  taadvsrteatlj  overlooked.  Our  fool  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analyte*  that  will  he  available  to  public  offVHal*  aed  eittasns  before  a 
final  dec  Won  oe  the  program  ia  made.  Please  mm  tide  tewet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
enriraomeetal  fcmuas  tbet  you  feel  here  aot  boon  adequeteJy  aaalyisd  to  the  Draft 
Environ mee tel  Impact  Btatamant. 


Comments  on  the  DEIS 
Pescsaeeper-Rall  Cerrieon 
Warren  Air  Force  Base,  NY 


Doer  Sirs, 


1  would  line  to  preface  ay  comment*  and  Questions  with  the  state* 
ment  that  the  entire  proposal  is  so  flawed  it  borders  or  the  el  surd. 
The  tax  money  spent  on  the  rail  gsrrlsor  could  be  put  to  much  r.cr- 
good  in  almost  any  other  application. 


PuiJjr  kusittx  utte.  hU mL  in  CJerfMir  lutLli.  RQl('4L3 

aa/  — incTuJti  2.  caw*U£&  in  -2 — 


oat,  inuimt. — inr.yw.i  in  i 

Ul tt  aJm  HptKia  a.  Jtilrr 
Hr  fni/ir.  Jxtrlty - - - 


Figure  ? . 2—1 

Thie  chart  ie  not  clear.  it  seems  tu  r.e  therr  would  he  *hcrt 
tem.  effects  on  utilities,  air  oufalltj  and  r..ise.  There  mlfhl 
AJgo  be  long  term  noise  it, pact  if  ermines  fare  rui  continuously. 
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Ijirjftu-  hum 
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Xy-M  n,,  . 

J!  -*J>  LJ*  L" 


_aS_ OtJmt 
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ffortoL./ 


Papes  Z-l  through  ?-10 

The  small  ICP1’  has  receives  only  cursury  covers*"1*.  There  seems 
to  be  an  assumption  that  th<  ©riy  impacts  would  he  on  the  city 
of  Cheyenne  anc  Ignores  th«*  impact  on  rural  arras.  If  it  is 
okayed  by  Congress  will  there  be  another  round  cf  hearings? 
Mention  is  also  made  of  other  classified  options  for  the  base. 
Hov  will  the  public  concern  about  impact  be  ascertained? 


jf*  prauiu**<  l*U«  r*oJ*  -tier  humMA  UeuuJtS-.  T&- 

Vj  t  i  ,4g  A  /)  -A'li  A  /.  *  vfi  --if 


ni*5+J A&»//k  trf  xtArnP-mg  r&tid***- s  am!}  list 
attcJ$0c.  JaCtaufizn.  Me  'fair.  jta*U**i  fme 


'lj\l  /smsa^n  <  flAa-yu  S  m,  a.  lfj*P 

•Mr  -fiMfrfL 


ht<;  jj  pdd, 

- 


Page  p-? 

The  number  of  train  trips  compared  to  trips  or.  national  net¬ 
work  does  not  apply  to  individual  bases.  There  needs  to  he  a 
comparison  of  local  traffic  to  missile  traffic.  There  should 
also  be  an  analysis  of  the  llkelyhood  of  accidents  and  sab¬ 
otage.  The  plan  for  securing  an  area  ir.  the  event  of  an  acci¬ 
dent  or  breakdown  was  not  addressed  any  place  1  could  find. 


t&y-  Cf<t4*x£L  OmJ  doauMtsfafar*^' 


Centre f.\j}  htitf  dictdAf  cegttid 


5  |  ft  till  aJc^t  'Hit  A/a  ■  /Ltry.  AlfiarAMtuHL . 


beet  lor.  5  Safety  considerations 

after  reading  this  section  i  felt  the  dangers  of  this  veapor 
system  were  being  unaerestimateo.  Further,  the  aasumptior 
that  local  authorities  would  be  able  to  harjkr  any  acc inert 
are  grossly  underestimated.  There  is  no  oversight  agmwey  In 
Wyorlng  (or  possibly  no  ccrm.ur.lcat lor- ,  ti  protect  the  citlier. 
in  the  event  of  a  potentially  dangerous  situation  as  was 
shown  recently  in  the  Incident  at  site  til. 


'rt ,  'Bor.  IS2. 


w*  Bice* 


Street  Address 
Please  hand  this  form  to  or  mall  tot 


ClfJ 


•tats 


Lt  Cal  Ntw  VsJsb 

Armci-MHMDCV 
Nartoa  Air  Fares  %sa 
9m  Wer—rMlM,  Caltfmwla  I 


Nap  s-5 

The  map  shows  MAP  between  two  public  water  acquirers  Into 
Cheyenne,  wfiy  do  you  not  feel  there  ia  a  danger  tc  the  local 
water  supply  through  explosion  or  chemical  leak? 


blncerely  , 


Mae  Klrkbrlde 
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August  29.  1988 

Lt.  Col.  Walsh 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92409-6448 
Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh, 

*  **°“id, 1 1 k«  these  conwents  to  go  on  record  as  written  testimony  against  deploying 
the  KX  In  rail  garrison  node,  or  In  any  other  node  In  Montana.  The  final  EIS 
statement  should  Include  those  ccnwents  made  by  us  In  Montana  who  are  very  against 
this  Idea.  My  reasoning  follows  below: 

1)  We  already  have  enough  war  weapons  and  power  in  Montana  to  out  do  the  damage  done 
by  Hiroshima. 

2)  We  are  already  a  #1  Target  should  war  occur,  and  more  missiles  here  will  only  make 
that  fact  more  true,  and  nake  us  a  bigger  and  more  urgent  target. 

3)  The  Idea  that  some  people  have  that  this  would  help  our  economy  Is  a  farce.  It 
would  give  a  few  people  here  Jobs,  but  It  would  be  ‘boom  and  bust*  and  once  the 

O  work  was  done  we  would  be  left  with  all  kinds  of  problems,  no  money,  and  probably 

new  people  here  who  would  need  Jobs,  when  we  already  don't  have  enough  work  for 
the  people  who  are  here. 

I  4)  One  of  our  best  and  fastest  growing  economic  developments  In  Montana  Is  our  tourist 
3  trade  and  having  more  military  growth  Is  not  appealing  to  tourists.  What  the  tourists 

|  enjoy  In  Montana  Is  our  untouched  space  and  the  pristine  beauty  of  our  state. 

41  5)  I  understand  that  the  rail  base  plan  Is  Indeed  the  37th  plan  for  the  missile  modes. 

|  We  have  wasted  enough  money  on  where  to  put  these  missiles.  All  over  our  entire 
I  country  this  money  could  be  used  to  help  the  sick  and  poor  people. 

Thank  you  for  Including  these  cannents  In  the  EIS  statmeent  for  the  MX  Kail  Garrison 
Mode  Plan. 

Sincerely, 

Gretchen  Grayum 
813  9th  Avenue 
Helena,  MT  59601 

cc:  The  Honorable  John  Melcher 
The  Honorable  Max  Baucus 
The  Honorable  Pat  Williams 
The  Honorable  Ron  Narlenee 
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Mot*  Llod«l«y  Paisa,  A1CP 


Planning  9ar«loaa 
210  Waat  27th  Straat 
Char anna,  Vt  *2001 


August  29,  19A0 


Patar  Walah,  Lt .  Col.,  USAF 

Dlractor,  Environaantal  Planning  Division 

AFRCE-BH3/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fores  Bass 

San  Bsrnsrdino,  CA  92409 


Daar  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

Encloasd  plaasa  find  quaatlona  ragarding  tha  lapaeta 
aasociatad  with  tha  Chsysnns-bassd  Rail  Garrison  Paacahsspsr 
proposal,  praparad  in  rasponsa  to  tha  Air  Forca'a  Draft 
Environaantal  Iapact  Stataaant.  As  I  axplainad  to  you  in 
pravloua  corraapondanca,  thaaa  quaatlona  ara  tha  raault  of 
tha  work  of  a  group  of  paopla  in  Chayanna  who  support  tha 
Paacakaapar  prograa  and,  at  tha  aaaa  tlaa,  want  to  aaaura 
that  local  quality  of  Ufa  doaa  not  auffar  naadlassly  dua  to 
caralaas  planning,  arrora  in  siting  or  inaufflciant 
attantlon  to  iapact  aitigation. 

1  would  Ilka  to  nota  that  thaaa  concarna  Includa 
savarsl  which  wars  raisad  during  tha  scoping  haaringa  and 
tha  aubsaquant  eosaant  parlod.  I  undarstand  that  tha  Air 
Forea  has  chosan  to  addrasa  only  thoaa  iaausa  with  a  “larga 
anough”  iapact;  1  would  aubait  that  aany  of  tha  lasuas  hara 
--  ignorad  in  tha  DEIS  --  ara  “larga  anough"  to  ganarata 
algnif leant  coaaunlty  concarn  ragardlaaa  of  how  thay 
taehnically  ara  viawad  by  tha  Air  Forca. 
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For  this  r««*on,  bac«u««  *ort  eurrtnt  data  could  have 
b*«n  u**d  in  aavaral  analyses,  and  bacauaa  lapacta  which 
will  ha  significant  to  tha  coaaunity  wars  dafinad  by  tha 
DEIS  as  not  significant  Ca.g..  Randall  Avanua  traffic 
lapacta) ,  tha  DEIS  la  Inadaquata  to  aaat  tha  purpoaa  for 
which  it  la  intandad.  In  ordar  to  uaa  tha  E1S  for  inforaad 
daciaion- asking  about  a  aajor  --  and  vary  axpanslva  -- 
Oaf ansa  project,  facta  auat  ba  currant  and  accurata.  Many 
local  conditions  wars  not  investigated  --  conditions  which 
ara  pivotal  to  saaaaaing  tha  nagnltuda  of  tha  lapacta  of  tha 
Rail  Garrison  project. 

Thank  you  for  tha  opportunity  to  coaaant  on  tha 
Paacakaapar  Rail  Garrison  proposal.  1  baliava  that  thara 
ara  a  nuabar  of  vary  significant  local  coaaunity  concarns 
which  auat  still  ba  addrasaad  and  Z  appraciata  your 
attantion  to  thaa. 


Sincerely, 

- — 

Do  Paisa 


COMMENTS : 

DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL.  IMPACT  STATEMENT 
PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


Cheyenna,  Wyoming 
August  30 ,  1 966 


SECURITY 


Tha  DEIS  doas  not  addraaa  increased  aacunty  provisions 
which  will  ba  aada  to  accoaodata  tha  Rail  Garrison:  will 
thasa  ba  apparant  to  or  disrupt  tha  llvaa  of  local 
residents,  particularly  thoss  who  liva  naar  tha  Basa? 

Will  mcraaaad  aacurlty  raduca  parcaivad  Sanaa  of 
nalghborhood  among  thaaa  raaidanta?  Sines  two  aitarnata 
aitaa  ara  undar  conaldaration ,  tha  aacurlty 
requlreeenta/iapacta  should  ba  idantiflad  for  aach  and  a 
comparison  should  ba  aada. 


TRANSPORTATION 


Wastarn  Hilla/accaaa  routaa: 


2| 

3 


Discussion  of  transportation  lapacta  doaa  not  addraaa  any 
project -related  incraaaa  in  traffic  at  tha  north  gata 
(naar  tha  Wyoming  Highway  Dapartaant  offices),  which  la 
usad  for  commuting  and  stags  transporters .  (Sac. 

A .2.3.3)  Will  thara  ba  an  incraaaa  in  coaautar  traffic 
at  this  gata?  Will  thara  ba  an  incraaaa  in  secured 
transporting  of  aiaailea,  missile  parts,  military  goods, 
•tc.  ? 


Conaldaration  naaoa  to  ba  given  to  tha  potantlal  for 

4  traffic  conflicts  at  this  location,  particularly  bacauaa 
of  tha  lialtad  accaaa  to  Waatarn  Kills  from  tha  raat  of 
tha  City. 


At-grade  crossings: 

Interruptions  to  vahicular  flow  along  public  roads 
bacauaa  of  railroad  cross inga  arm  considered  for  tha 
south  site.  (Sac.  4. 2. 3. 3)  Would  thaaa  be  reduced  if 
the  Missile  Aaeeably  Building  and/or  other  Rail  Garrison 
facilities  wars  located  on  tha  south  alts  in  cloaar 
proximity  to  tha  train  shelters?  What  will  the 
et-grede-eroaelng  impacts  ba  if  tha  north  alta  la  chosan? 
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Sits  selection 

As  two  aitarnata  aitaa  ara  undar  consideration,  tha 
transportation  lapacta  should  ba  identified  for  each 
a  comparison  should  ba  aada. 


Future  land  uses 

Tha  DEIS  notes  tha  location  of  lands  north  and  west  of 
the  Beee  owned  by  USDA.  tha  City,  Laramie  County  3chool 
District  Nuabar  One,  t?e  Cheyenne  Water  Dapartaant  and 
the  Girl  Scouts.  Thera  a  also  lend  near  the  north  half 
of  the  Base  which  is  privately  owned  but  not  currently 
occupied  on  a  year  *  round  basis.  Tha  DEIS  does  not 
addraaa  future  plans  for  these  lands.  (For  example,  if 
the  School  District  has  made  plana  to  construct  a  needed 
facility  on  its  land  north  of  tha  Base,  how  will  tha 
propoaad  reatrictlva  easement  affect  theme  plans?) 

Safaty  zones/future  needs 

Mo  explosive  safety  zone  restrictive  eaaeeenta  which 
include  reaidencee  ara  anticipated.  <Sac.  A. 2. A. 3) 
Paacakaaper  safaty  zonae,  however,  wars  expanded  after 
the  Flnel  EZ9  was  completed.  What  la  the  likelihood  this 
will  happen  with  Rell  Garrison?  How  auch  ''extra" 
diatance,  for  aach  of  the  two  sites  undar  consideration, 
la  available  should  tha  zones  have  to  be  expanded? 

Missile  Aaeeably  Bu i ldi ng/Viaual  lapacta: 

Thara  la  axtanaiva  discussion  of  tha  visual  impact  of 
Train  Alert  Shelters  (TASa)  and  of  tha  Training  Train 
Shelter  (TT3),  but  no  mention  la  aada  of  the  visual 
impact  of  tha  Hiseile  Aaeeably  Building  (NAB).  (Sac. 

4. 2. A. 3)  In  previous  coaaanta,  numerous  concerns  have 
been  raised  about  the  NAB.  including  its  height,  its 
visual  character,  tha  distance  from  which  it  will  be 
vieible.  and  anticipated  lighting  patterns  for  tha 
building. 

If  tha  Hiaaila  Aaaeably  Building  will  be  considerably 
taller  than  other  Base  buildings,  and  if  it  will  fa# 
visible  froa  area  raaidencea,  mitigation  aaaauraa  should 
ba  addrasaad  in  the  EIS.  Paint  colors  alone  ara  an 
insufficient  altigetion  leisure.  Lighting  and  visual 
lapacta  during  dark  hours  should  also  be  addreaeed. 

Alternative  eite(a>  should  be  considered  for  the  HAB  as 
wall  aa  the  train  shelters.  Locating  tha  KAB  on  tha 
south  sits  in  association  with  tha  train  shelters  should 
ba  considered  and  advantagee/diendvantagee  assessed . 
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WATER  RESOURCES 

Runoff  In  tha  event  of  a  major  ators  should  be  addressed. 
The  potential  for  flooding  la  mentioned,  but  tha  DEIS 
only  addresses  annual  increase  in  baseline  wastewater 
discharge.  (Sec.  4. 2. 7.3)  There  are  aeverel  locations 
in  tha  northern  portion  of  the  City  that  are  prone  to 
flooding  during  heavy  stormwater  runoff  situations.  How 
will  thasa  ba  affected  by  the  project?  The  etoreweter 
runoff  lapacta  for  aach  of  the  two  alternate  sites  should 
be  identified  and  a  comparison  should  ba  made. 


AIR  QUALITY 

Tha  discussion  of  fugitive  dust  assumes  a  fifty  percent 
reduction  due  to  weterlng  of  the  construction  sites. 
(Sac.  4. 2. 9.3)  Experience  has  shown  that  construction 
alta  watering  is  often  not  performed  as  proposed.  What 
provisions  will  ba  aada  to  aaaura  watering? 

Thara  la  no  discussion  of  tha  affect  of  prevailing  winds 
upon  fugitive  dust  distribution.  Will  tha  area's 
customary  northwest  winds  focus  tha  dust  in  aoae  areas 
and  raduca  it  in  others? 

Fugitivs  dust  lapacta  for  both  alternative  aitaa  should 
ba  idantiflad  and  a  Caspar  1  son  should  ba  aada. 
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Tha  nolaaa  associated  with  tha  operation  of  a  railroad 
yard  ara  not  addressed.  (Sec.  4.2.10.3)  One  of  the  most 
noticeable  noises  associated  with  the  operation  of 
railroads  la  not  noise  froe  trains  travelling  along 
tracka,  but  tha  rearrangement  of  care  and  other  io«»*nti 
aada  in  tha  yard.  How  frequent  will  auch  noises  occur? 
Where  and  at  what  level  will  these  noises  be  heard  if  tha 
north  site  is  selected?  If  tha  south  alta  la  selected? 


CURULATIVE  IMPACTS 

The  Air  Force  needs  to  addraaa  how  tha  daployaant  of 
Saall  ICBMs  might  affect  the  advantages  of  one  Cheyenne 
site  over  the  othar .  Will  tha  Air  Force  know  whether 
Saall  ICBMa  ara  to  be  deployed  at  Warren  AFB  before  tha 
aits  selection  for  the  Rail  Garrison  la  aada? 
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SAFETY 


SOLID  WASTE /LANDFILL  CAPACITY 
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Thm  r*p«rcut*ion«  of  po««ibim  at  tha  project 

•  l  *-•(•>  <  Sac .  3.0)  ahould  ba  addraaaad  in  the  contact  of 
both  altarnativa  altaa  undar  con* ldarat ion .  Tha  DEIS 
ahould  consider  how  location  effect#  tha  nuabar  and 
•ever lty  of  injuries,  ahould  any  of  tha  aita  specific 
aceidant  acanarloa  occur.  Tha  atatiatical  conaaquancat 
of  solid  propallant  axplodona  --  fros  fatalitiaa  within 
280  faat  to  tha  apraad  of  lathal  gss  for  a  aiatanca  of 
1.6  ailaa  --  night  ba  diffarant  for  tha  two  aitaa.  Would 
ona  aita  ba  prafarabla  to  tha  othar  whan  tha  poaaibility 
of  accidantai  ralaaaa  of  radioactiva  aatanala  aattling 
ovar  an  araa  aa  larga  of  night  aquara  ailaa  ia 
conaidarad?  Whila  pravailing  wind  pattarna  ara 
■antionad,  thara  la  littla  avidanca  that  local 
aataorological  pattarna  warn  analyxad  for  tha  purpoaa  of 
aita  aalaction.  For  axaapia,  thara  la  no  avidanca  that 
conaidaration  waa  givan  to  locating  tha  Kiaailo  Aaaaably 
Building  at  a  aita  diatant  froa  inhabitad  araaa  and  not 
in  tha  path  of  pravailing  winda  which  night  carry 
hazardoua  aatanala  raaulting  froa  an  unexpected 
aceidant . 
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Tha  poaaibility  of  intantional  or  accidantai  daaaga  to 
railroad  tracka  ahould  ba  addraaaad.  Whan  altarnata 
aitaa  ara  raviawad,  conaidaration  ahould  ba  givan  to 
routing  aiaailaa  (for  aaintananca,  training  or  In  tiaaa 
of  national  naad)  ovar  tracka  locatad  aa  far  aa  poaaiblo 
froa  inhabitad  araaa. 


24 


Tha  DEIS  notaa  that  baaalina  raqulraaanta  will  raault  in 
tha  naad  for  a  now  landfill  by  1992,  and  than  concludaa 
that  aolid  waata  ganaration  will  not  ba  a  aigmf leant 
problaa  bacauaa  tha  City  will  hava  to  find  a  naw  landfill 
by  than  anyway.  (Sac.  9. 2. 2.3)  It  la  tha  raaponaibi 1 lty 
of  tha  project  to  aaaura  that  tha  lapacta  froa  tha 
project  ara  handlad.  Whila  tha  pro ject-re leted  lncraaaa 
in  daaand  for  aolid  waata  diapoaal  aay  ba  aaall,  tha  Air 
Force  haa  a  raaponaibi 1 lty  to  aaaura  that  adaquata  aolid 
waata  facilitiaa  ara  availabla  to  aanaga  projact  lapacta. 
Tha  City 'a  ability  to  locata,  paralt  and  davalop  a  naw 
landfill  by  tha  1992  daadlina  ahould  alao  ba  aaaaaaad . 


NON I TOR IMG 

What  ayataa(a)  ara  propoaad  to  aonitor  lapacta, 
coordinata  litigation  with  local  govornaantal  bodiaa, 
addraaa  unforaaan  problaaa,  and  aaaura  that  axpactad 
lapacta  ara  not  aigmf icantly  graatar  than  anticipatad? 
Tha  Air  Forca  ahould  alraady  ba  coordinating  ita  planning 
with  local  govarnaantal  ontitiaa  (City,  County,  School 
Diatrict  and  Stata);  in  that  way,  concarna  can  ba 
addraaaad  with  tha  aoat  currant  data  availabla  and  in  a 
aannar  that  la  aoat  coharant  with  local  planning  afforta. 


PUBLIC  FUNDING 
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Tha  DEIS  citaa  larga  raaarva  funding  lavala  in  tha  City, 
tha  County  and  School  Diatrict  Nuabar  Ona.  Thara  ia  no 
daaonatration  that  thaaa  raaarvaa  ara  actually  available, 
and,  if  thay  ara,  that  thay  ara  praaant  for  tha  purpoaa 
of  aanagmg  lapacta  froa  Rail  Garnaon.  Rail  Garruon 
lapacta  ahould  ba  aitigated  by  tha  An  frotce.  not  through 
local  govwrnaa...  b.ugata. 


HOUSING 
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Tha  DEIS  doaa  not  addraaa  tha  likalihood  that  incraaaed 
daaand  for  houaing  during  paak  yaara  will  raault  in 
ovarbuilding  of  houaing  unita,  ao  that  projactad  vacancy 
rataa  during  tha  operating  phaaa  will  ba  undaraat i aatad . 
(Sac.  4.2,1.3>  Mow  doaa  tha  Air  Forca  propoae  to  avoid 
ovarbunlding  ao  that  vacancy  rataa  do  not  aoar  onca 
conatruct ion  ia  coaplatad?  Daaan...  i  for  rantal  unita  ara 
not  coaplataly  aaaaaaad.  Daaand  ahould  ba  tiad  to 
location  and  af fordabi 1 i ty  --  ara  units  availabla  in 
locations  and  at  costa  coaaanaurata  with  daaand? 
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Sit  Harney 
Laramie,  WY  82070 
<307)  742-0189 


Lt.  Co).  Walsh 
August  79.  1988 
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Lt.  Co  ter  Walsh 

AFRCE-&  ,/utV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Dear  Col .  Walsh: 


I  attended  and  spoke  at  the  August  10  heartng  in  Cheyenne,  Wyoming, 
regarding  the  draft  environmental  Impact  statement  for  the  proposed  MX  rail 
garrison.  Following  is  a  written  summary  of  the  comments  I  made  as  well  as 
additional  concerns  I  have  regarding  the  environmental  Impacts  and  the  E1S 
process . 


5.  The  dElS  has  looked  at  the  possibility  of  accidents  when  the  trains  ere 
sent  onto  the  tracks  in  times  of  ‘national  need*.  If  considering  a 
wartime  scenario  Is  germane  in  this  context,  then  the  environmental 
effects  of  wartime  use  of  the  system  should  also  be  addressed. 

6.  ‘National  need*  should  be  more  clearly  defined.  The  MI  rail  garrison 
program  Involves  deadly  nuclear  warheads  that  could  end  life  as  we  know 
it.  The  public  has  a  right  to  know  under  what  circumstances  the  govern¬ 
ment  would  mobilise  such  a  program.  The  presentation  at  the  EIS  hearing 
mentioned  the  Cuban  Missile  Crisis  and  the  Mid-East  Oil  Crisis  as  exam¬ 
ples  of  times  of  ‘national  need".  We  survived  Just  fine  without  send 
out  or  off  nuclear  weapons  then,  and  I  doubt  most  people  would  view 
waiting  in  line  for  gas  as  Justification  for  starting  a  nuclear  war. 
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1.  The  presentation  at  the  hearing  mentioned  a  3,760-foot  explosive  safety 
zone  at  the  garrisons.  If  such  a  zone  is  needed  at  the  siting  facili¬ 
ties,  wouldn’t  similar  areas  be  required  on  each  side  of  all  railroad 
tracks  proposed  for  the  system? 


1 


I  feel  the  general  public  was  given  insufficient  time  to  prepare  for  the 
dEJS  hearings.  The  dEIS  was  not  received  by  private  citizens  until 
approximate  1  y  three  weeks  before  the  scheduled  hearings,  although 
government  agencies  reportedly  had  the  document  weeks  ahead  of  that 
time. 


2| 


2. 


A  0E 1 5  hearing  should  be  held  in  Laramie,  Wyoming.  It  is  unfair  to 
expect  people  in  Laramie  to  drive  45  miles  to  attend  a  hearing.  We 
would  be  directly  impacted  by  the  movement  of  trains  on  the  rails  of 
Wyoming  as  well  as  by  any  accidents  associated  with  the  MX  program,  and 
our  community  deserves  to  have  a  hearing  scheduled  to  allow  concerned 
residents  to  ask  questions  and  voice  their  concerns. 


3.  The  No  Action  alternative  needs  to  be  more  thoroughly  addressed  in  the 
EIS.  Specifically,  the  impacts  of  using  MX  rail  garrison  funds  else¬ 
where  in  our  society  should  be  considered.  The  U.$.  Is  a  debtor  nation, 
and  the  EIS  should  look  at  whether  our  national  security  environment 
would  be  better  enhanced  by  using  these  funds  to  reduce  the  national 
debt  --  or  to  feed  the  hungry,  house  the  homeless,  eradicate  illiteracy, 
and  provide  health  care  to  our  people. 


8.  1  dispute  the  dEIS  contention  that  socioeconomic  Impacts  would  be  low 
and  not  significant.  Spending  $10-15  million  on  nuclear  warheads  when 
people  in  every  region  of  the  U.S.  go  hungry  and  without  shelter  every 
night  is  a  serious  social  and  economic  concern. 

9.  It  seems  inappropriate  to  me  that  the  Air  Force  plans  to  work  with  local 
agencies  for  the  "next  few  months"  to  determine  mitigation  measures. 
Such  measures  and  options  should  have  been  determined  prior  to  Issuing 
the  dEIS  and  addressed  therein  for  public  comment. 
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10.  The  Air  Force  always  states  that  MX  hearings  are  not  a  forum  for  persons 
to  state  their  views  on  arms  control.  However,  the  Air  Force  never  says 
that  the  hearings  are  not  a  forum  for  people  to  praise  the  military. 
The  entire  EIS  process  needs  to  be  more  sensitive  to  the  views  of  all 
and  not  a  rubber-stamp  process  for  the  escalation  of  the  nuclear  arms 
race. 


I  would  like  to  see  the  accident  issue  considered  In  greater  depth, 
using  real  rail  accidents  as  possible  scenarios  and  determining  whether 
or  not  such  disasters  could  be  avoided  in  the  MX  program  --  and  what 
would  happen  if  they  were  not.  The  recent  heat  buckling  of  rails  is  one 
type  of  incident  that  comes  to  mind.  How  can  the  Air  Force  assure  that 
maintenance  of  hundreds  of  thousands  of  miles  or  track  and  be  adequate? 
What  about  the  human  error  factor  that  could  result  in  an  accidental 
launch:  how  can  the  public  be  sure  that  personnel  are  trained  to  elimi¬ 
nate  such  risks,  when  we  have  too  many  tragic  accidents  demonstrating 
otherwise? 


Sharon  Breltwetser 


i 
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Name  Street  Address 

City  Bute 

Mama  Sir  set  Address 

City  Bute 

Please  hand  tUs  form  la  or  maU  to* 

Lt  Col  Peter  WaMb 

Please  hand  this  form  is  or  mail  to* 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM/DEV 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Morton  Air  Fores  Baas 

Norton  Air  Fores  Base 

•an  Bernanfino,  California  92400 

San  Bernardino,  California  12409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thaak  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hoatlng  thla  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  hava  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proc«e<M,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  tbs  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feal  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


.C  r  ;  Kt.u'jt _ >  ’ ' 


-*7>  /  -1 

ds. C-  S  ULUU 

A  d  <i± _ A  :  ah _ Le 


nr \&i{  Jn  l 

Ns  are  ^  '  Strv*\  Address 

Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  to* 


Lt  Col  Patar  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Bees 

San  8*m*rdlno,  California  >2409 
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coaiwrT  nttT 

ox  Aim  romci  mcuum  kail  oakkisom  program 

•  for  attaatag  thk  hearing.  Oar  porpooa  for  tat  In*  this  hearing  W  to 

•  for  jm  ta  aarinmmeatal  muyum  wa  bar*  datermkod  may  oeew  if  ta 
par  l«12  QwHw  program  proceed*  aad  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  brio*  to 
Uaa  matters  me  nay  bora  taadvarteatly  overlooked.  Or  goal  la  ■  thormgta 
total  smatysk  tat  will  b«  available  to  public  offklak  oad  eltisam  bafora  • 
rioa  oa  ta  program  k  etd^  Plata  aaa  thk  sheet  to  brio*  to  our  attention 
Mtal  kma  tat  you  foal  have  not  boon  adequately  analyzed  in  ta  Draft 
■atal  Impost  Statement. 


^cf--g.  TV-v 


•  fora  la  or  nail  to* 


Lt  Col  Potor  Wakh 

APRCB-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  force  Baaa 

San  Bernardino,  California  11401 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRBOH  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  thk  hearing  U  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garriaon  program  proceed!,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  mattera  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Oar  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tos 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  ta 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  tat  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  ta  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  laeues  tat  you  fee!  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


cii-^cuA/jr 


i-J.  Vu.  //Lt 


■  /*.&*'  i-d'or 

ill _ 

i 1 

'Ll  /  a£  PZ  Cl  /iff 


JliM  U»/»Q/W 


.'4/4/  Z/aI 


Pleas#  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Baas 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  boating  tHs  hearing  ts  to 
sun  m  arize  for  you  the  environ  mental  consequences  no  have  deter  mined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  sad  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  la  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Beet 

Ban  Bernardino,  California  92419 


Please  hand  this  fora  in  or  mail  tor 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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JAMES  H.  PRENTISS 

21S6  Union  Avenue 


Jacksonville  Chamber  of  Commerce 


August  12,  1988 


Please  read  the  attached  nemo  f  ran  the  Jacksonville 
(Arkansas)  dumber  of  Comerce.  this  is  in  regards 
to  the  possible  deployment  of  the  feaoekeeper  Missile 
Project  at  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  vhich  is 
located  near  Jacksonville. 

the  Chamber  has  gone  an  record  in  support  of  this 
deployment  and  is  actively  soliciting  chsiber  ambers 
support  because  of  the  positive  economic  inpact  \duch 
the  project  will  have  in  this  area. 

Please  consider  filling  out  the  farm  enclosed  and 
sending  it  to  Lt.  Col.  Peter  MbJLsh  at  the  address  given, 
the  deadline  for  sending  your  form  (or  a  personal 
letter  if  you  prefer)  to  the  Air  Ffacue  for  consideration 
19  August  31st. 

thank  you  for  your  prenpt  attention  to  this  matter. 


Dear  Chamber  of  Coemerce  Member: 

Please  read  this  letter  at  once.  It  is  important  that  you  respond  to  this 
letter  imnediately.  On  August  1.  1988,  the  second  Environmental  Inject  hearing 
concerning  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  at  the  IFAFB  was  held  at 
North  Pulaski  High  School. 

The  purpose  of  these  meetings  was  tvo-fold.  One  was  to  explain  the  environ¬ 
mental  intact  on  our  ccewunity  of  this  possible  deployment.  The  other  purpose 
vas  to  allow  the  public  ccement  on  the  draft  of  the  Bnrirormmntal  Ia*mct  study. 

At  both  meetings,  people  were  given  the  opportunity  to  voice  their  opinion  or 
sutmit  a  written  comment  to  the  united  State  Air  Force. 

These  Statements  and  letters  will  have  an  iagmet  concerning  the  faseee  chosen 
for  this  mission.  Your  Chamber  of  Oiaawirue  Bo.  -d  of  Directors  imnt  on  record  at 
both  meetings  supporting  the  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  at  the  UtAFB. 
Me  need  all  Chamber  members  to  fill  out  the  enclosed  ton  end  return  lt  before 
August  31,  1988,  to  the  address  on  the  bottom  of  the  form.  This  win  reaffirm 
our  Chamber's  support  of  tha  Peacekeeper  mission  at  the  UtAFB. 

Since  we  seldom  get  the  opportunity  to  write  the  United  States  Air  Force 
concerning  our  support  of  the  UtAFB,  you  should  not  let  this  opportunity  pass 
you  by.  Be  as  positive  and  supportive  of  this  mission  and  the  UtAFB  as  you  can 
poeslbly  be.  If  you  need  additional  copies  of  this  coamant  sheet  for  your  friends 
and  neighbors,  or  have  any  questions,  contact  ytxir  Chamber  office  at  982-151 1 . 

Good  intentions  are  not  snough!  Each  Chafer  sraber  needs  to  sutmit  a  com¬ 
ment  sheet  in  support  of  this  mission  at  the  UtAFB.  Your  lnvolwent  in  this 
project  la  important  and  appreciated. 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  your  Chamber  of  Ooemerce  thanks  you  for  your 
prosit  attention  to  this  setter. 


Ear** 

Military  Affairs  Oomnittee 


1400  Mam  Street.  Jacksonville  Arkansas  72076  501  /982  1511 


DOCUMENT  465 


DOCUMENT  46*1 


Abilene,  naxaa 
Augur t  30,  1988 


Subject:  tellelMlw  »t  ifware  AfB,  Abilene,  Taxer 

Secret err  ef  uefenee,  Frank  Carleccl 
RepreeentlT#  L*r  Aepln 

wear  Sires 

I  an  sending  each  ef  re n  a  cape  «f  this  letter. 

I  weuld  like  te  eee  an  InTeetigatlen  Inte  the  meetlxg 
that  was  held  far  the  prepeeed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Gen-ire*  at 
the  Abilene,  Texas  Civic  Center,  en  Jul*  25,  1988. 

I  get  there  30  alnutee  early  before  the  meeting  started. 

1  filled  eut  a  card  te  speak  end  gnwe  It  te  the  Air  Perce  Officer 
behind  the  desk.  I  checked  the  bex  that  I  wa.-’ted  te  sneak.  I 
nerer  did  get  te  sneak. 

The  Abilene  Renerter  News  estimated  the  next  d*«  that  250 
nee pi e  attended  the  meeting.  Ref:  enclaeed  clipping.  Teu  weuld 
think  that  In  a  three  heur  meeting,  that  the'-e  wanting  te  speak 
weuld  have  tha  chance. 

The  Air  Farce  Cel.  eald  the  public  weuld  be  allied  3  minutes 
te  speak.  Three  -*lmitee  each  thrt  Is. 

Abeut  the  firet  50  er  ee  whe  were  called  were  mavorJ.f  clrlc 
leaders,  c  i  tr»  end  ceuntx  ce-maier  lenerr ,  stc..  Menv  ef  them 
read  letters  fr«*n  state  Seoresentlves,  Gevernsr,  LT  Gevemar, 
state  end  natlenal  renresen tires ,  etc.. 

I  de  net  think  it  was  fair  far  me  llrlnx  in  Abilene,  Texe* 
far  ewer  50  rears  net  te  be  able  te  rpeak  end  wet  letters  were 
reed  frem  peeple  whe  llwe  hundreds  ef  miles  ewaw.  a  big  percent 
ef  this  first  30  er  se  had  thalr  spaeches  an  -aner  ae  I  knew  thev 
expected  te  get  te  talk.  I  bellewe  name  went  ewer  their  3  minutes. 
The  Cal.  newer  seemed  te  cut  them  eff  but  when  anwane  against  the 
Rail  Missiles  epeke  he  let  them  *wew  when  5  minuses  were  up. 

After  these  first  30  er  sa  spek«  the  Cel.  said  the  rest  ef 
cards  were  shuffled.  1  beliewe  the  deck  was  stacked  se  te  »peev. 

I  didn't  hear  anw  ef  these  renew  hungrw  backers  ~<entlen  the 
passible  daggers  ef  an  accldantal  nuclear  axplaslen.  I  think 
that  weuld  hawa  e  reel  inpact  an  the  enwirenment. 

Lets  net  plaw  cat  end  meuee  with  nuclear  weapens  an  eur 
rellreeds.  ee  den't  hewe  werw  manw  rellreeds  In  this  pert  ef  the 
ceuntr*  *nd  deretlmente  tie  things  up  far  e  while. 

Next  page  Please. 


In  the  clippings  frem  the  Abilene  Reperter  news j  dated 
Jul.  24,  1988:  the  edlteral  page  has  a  etatement  that  the 

Irajer  reteen  the  Abilene  ce-munitw  ruppertr  the  Rail  Missiles 
Is  because  ef  the  Jabs  It  wpuld  bring.  Jabs  mean  manaw,  se 
*“•  fc****^  ll*w  1*  nenew.  The  edlterlal  desen' t  mentlsn  eafetw, 
aufferlng,  etc.,  ae  alreedw  have  ene  big  mistake  here  at  Dress; 
the  *-1  Bember.  Let'S  nat  get  anether. 

Pleasa  dant  be  nlslead  by  aur  represent l ve  fro-  here  that 
all  tha  peeple  areund  here  are  far  the  tier  Her.  He  eeeme  te 
think  that  we  elreadw  hewe  guclear  Veapene  at  Dwesa  ee  mere 
wtnt  matter.  If  I  am  farced  te  ~la»  hu*-  -  len  Rculette,  I  ?/ruld 
rather  hpwe  ~ne  shell  In  the  Tin  i'"  t«*  -  n,.c> 


t-v'c’*  S.  Herndon  ^‘""V 
«73  Bellinger 
rthilene,  Texas,  7Q605 

Tel:  915-6733207 


P.S.  The  first  30  -r  'r  civic  leade***,  etc.  who  spake, 
were  fer  the  “ilrslleF. 

4,-ven  theugh  anyone  wha  didn't  get  to  ®pefk  had  th 
chance  te  rend  a  letter  te  Lt.  Cel.  Wflsh  w<th 
their  Cements,  hewever,  a  letter  wouldn't  *ave 
the  Impact  that  speaking  up  at  the  neitir.g  weuld 
have . 


M  A  b  / ./  <f .AS*'  Jf 


?ro*7 as 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  conaequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeda,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  ia  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


c  tTiX  ■  2-s  o  pe£ 


/  e'/vu.  flam  mfO'T'  u/{/J 
7/“  i  *-C~  *4.  r  sTtf  y 

i T#cJ\  s  WcAn/dot/ •  & 73  {3ft! / \ 

Nam*  Street  Address  City  8tate 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  93409 


976  or 


_  /At-  ,^Thi  s  »n  BmwjM.  Cillltalii  M«09 

/a-  hr  it.  rv  r>»-,  t?i.  w?:  ?  ^ 

l*U,e  <c»frx  *  M 

Note:  See  Document  349  for  further  responses. 
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Missile  hearing 
set  for  Monday 


tf  Uw  Pankoptr  micelle  rail  nmm 
ware  deploysd  at  Dysm  Air  Fore* 

Bw  >c  would  create  up  to  028  arm  job* 

daring  construction,  from  1990  to  IMS  _ 

I(  alee  would  bring  soother  |M  million  in  (dr  Om  Intercontinental  Ballistic  "mimU*. 
portonal  Iikmm  into  Oh  Abilene  economy  formwly  knows  a»  tba  MX  oOMIo 
eofcro  Ma  blitting  at  HO  $  million  a  roar  in  Although  Oh  draft  HalamaiU  mekae  no 
rmcommmUtbm*  about  which  of  Oh  beam 
Thoaa  an  tuo  estimates  contained  in  tba  should  ba  pick  ad.  Djem  and  throe  oUnr 
800-pan  draft  enrironmenUI  impact  Mate  baaaa  seem  to  aland  above  thd'othar  aaveu  in 
moot  the  Air  Fore*  fllad  recently  with  tha  the  environmental  iaijarl  lal^iaiaa 
Bartroumantal  Protection  Agency  "Tha  prtnoeed  action  and  lha  alternative 

A  public  bearing  hi  UM  Matainant  will  action  at  Dyem  AFB  would  mu  mult  iD 
taka  plan  from  710  p  m  Monday  at  tba  aigoUWant  Impacu  on 'any  raaourta."  tha 
AWImh  Ci*k  Center  autement  eoududad  altar  tba  study  rf 

P*‘blK  •ft'atra  officer  ft*  Drra  Tba  study  included  an  Abril  8  public 
tba  Mth  Bomb  Wing  at  Oysm.  mid  tba  Air  baaring  attended  by  morn  Iban  178  persons. 
^<ire^  <»i^»«l»*arnaHnt  aaanor  nmamp  only  a  handful  of  whom  apeha  agnlnai 
eitSaar  locating  a  rail  garrison  har* 

to  partial pala  in  tha  bating  to  identify  any  Tha  draft  automat*  makw  Idmllrul  can. 
aartrouBHOtal  taaom  net  afraady  addramti  elusKme  about  Oraad  /wii  AFB Mirth 
In  tba  draft  Hatameut  Dakota,  LltUa  Rack  A*1Un 

A*y  comments  will  be  combined  with  Minot  AFB  to  Narth  Dakota 
tbmaltaudia  tba  draftteoampMa  tba  final  But  tba  document  Bata  ttrwtl  -Hgnlfl 


A  panel  compooad  of  Air  Form  and  con 
tractor  paraonnal  who  worked  on  the  draft 
atatomant  Mil  h»  prmant  to  raapood  u> 
questions  about  tba  program,  aha  said 
Dyem  is  one  of  1 1  military  installations 
being  eonsidmed  aa  a  eiU  far  a  rail  garriaon 
(in  tba  Intercontinental  Ballistic  Mtaatle. 


thorn  llgled  in  the  draft  to  aomptate  tba  final 
HilamiutSe  be  raleaeed  in  laU  1908,  aha 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

DJ.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  atteading  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
•un Marts*  for  you  lbs  environmental  consequence*  w*  ha**  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed^  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  lo  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  w#  may  ha**  ln*d**rt«ntly  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  b*  svailabl*  to  public  officials  and  cltieana  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  us*  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  hav*  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


Please  hand  this  form  in  or  mall  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U.3.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  Is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  w*  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  w*  may  havs  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


_  tAi  JnlrirtT  j*n  n-C 


i  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


Please  hand  this  form  In  or  mall  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BNS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  92499 
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LOCATION  Miagt:  |  M  _ 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  All  TORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Then*  you  for  •  (trading  (Air  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  hotting  (hit  hearing  it  to 
suaaariza  f or  you  tha  environmental  consequences  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  natters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goei  la  e  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  pul  ’  official!  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  made.  Pleeae  uae  ti**  >heet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issue!  that  you  feel  have  not  been  a  quately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


X  QrWV  adiUASV  #  Ci-Jj  (j< 

_ UC&.jvili  ktra-1^  M  iJtL 

*VlA^  4^4mA _ >Hn  qA  tjvrt.  ui^a-  ^ — Aiwa  ff 

A<r  Aw.A  ,  44a _ A  rfine  4t  a! 


UiTi/i _ 

..en^CrV — uet.  tfviS 


UiiAt _ SfcEd 

L^d^L.  -htfcAw 


1/j  VuAt*"-  4X««  Nl 


Ml .  4  rn  :  -TV1A  n  _ _sr=a — A wruf-u-  TUMA 

m  S?w*tr  x  Cm A«f- 


.fe*fru..y<L 


'ls~A*Y _ dr^4r~M.<k  e*«-  ’-S' S4r* —■ - 

(j oru-dl  CrC  fdn  r»*-fr  V.'  fflM 

1  X-  i.  A  La  »_  /v^a  (ypvjk  at 


L&*  WO  ^^lA.y?r4,  LAC-<l<A^r^.  ^  p,^5  - - g- 

I^A.  -  A  h.Mt-r  O  j 

ft^AsL^sA  ^a<l- JAi^,V  kiCi _ 5S3A1 _ 

Name  Street  Address  City  /  State 


mac  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  tot 

iuit Hu-tl^rdLj  t 


City 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walih 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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My  name  is  Anne  lien  I  have  Jived  in  Minot  for  over  15  years  and  wort  as 
an  occupational  therapist  with  handicapped  children 

i  join  many  others  in  this  room  wanting  peace  In  the  world  end  prosperity 
for  this  community  ( share  an  appreciation  for  tne  Air  Force  and 
specifically  for  the  positive  impact  the  Minot  Air  Force  Base  has  hod  on 
the  Minot  area  However,  this  idea,  quickly  embraced  by  City  leaders  with 
dollar  signs  In  their  eyes,  frightens  me  The  endless  testimonials 
orchestrated  by  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  describing  citizen  solidarity 
and  support  for  the  plan  is  disturbing  because  I  know  that  this  System  is 
not  favored  by  all.  Many  do  not  speak  out  due  to  reel  or  imagined 
intimidation  and  fear  loss  of  business  or  votes  should  they  oppose  the  plan 
publicly  Let  us  in  this  room  express  ourselves  honestly  without 
f eor  of  repnsol  and  wort  together  for  the  greatest  good  As  Walter 
lippmon  has  said,  'When  we  all  think  alike,  no  one  thinks  very  much.*  it  is 
my  hope  that  in  the  future  we  will  spend  as  much  time,  effort,  and  money 
on  solving  the  problems  of  peace  creatively  es  we  have  on  accumulating 
thirty  thousand  pounds  of  destructive  force  for  every  human  being  in  the 
world 

Specific  Questions  and  concerns  ere  os  follows  (please  answer  in  writing 
as  pert  of  the  final  document) 

1)  Why  are  such  issues  as  the  'national  security  policy,*  'psychological 
impact/  and  "morality*  considered  'beyond  the  scope*  of  these 
hearings? 

2)  Why  hasn't  the  'no  action  alternative*  been  considered  in  terms  of  the 
Nationwide  Economic  Impact?  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  over 
$10  billion  was  spent  instead  on  education  or  medical  science,  for 
example  Or  how  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  the  money  was  left 

m  the  ci vi lien  economy  instead  of  toward  taxes  for  military  expenses? 

3)  Why  were  only  61  lines  of  text  (8  of  them  original  text)  devoted  to  the 
'no  action  alternative*  rather  than  being  seriously  considered  and 
detailed  in  the  E  IS? 

4)  Why  wasn't  there  a  'no  MX  alternative*  considered  in  tl»e  E  LS  ? 

5)  Will  the  50  MX  missiles  described  in  the  ’proposed  action*  be  some 
that  are  currently  deployed  or  new  missiles?  If  naw  missiles,  why 
aren't  these  costs  included  in  the  expenditures  table? 

6)  Why  does  the  Air  Force  believe  that  we  do  not  already  havt  “sufficient 

military  strengtn?* 
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7)  What  It  the  dangar  of  'appropriately  armed*  security  personnel  to 
civilians  living  or  traveling  near  the  tracks  who  might  be  mis- 
tdentlfted  os  a  threat?  Who  will  be  considered  a  threat? 

8)  Is  the  purchase  price  of  the  'supplement ol  rail  cars'  included  in  the 
cost  estimates? 

9)  Because  this  system  is  supposed  to  complicate  the  enemy  s  targeting 
task,  does  this  mean  that  more  towns  and  communities  along  the 
route  could  expect  to  be  targets  of  an  attack  in  a  nuclear  war? 

10)  If  civilian  dispatchers  will  know  the  precise  location  of  trams,  what 
would  kaep  the  Soviets  or  others  from  gaming  this  information?  And. 
whet  would  compel  these  civilian  dispt.:chers  end  other  employees  to 
stay  on  the  job  during  e  crisis?  Would  the  civil  dispatchers  also  be 
subjected  to  the  random  drug  testing,  security,  medical  and 
psychological  checks  discussed  in  the  D  E  l  S  ? 

It)  Although  the  trams  are  said  to  'move  randomly  throughout  the  US/ 
won  t  they  actually  be  given  special  consideration  and  nght  of  way 
privileges  thereby  possibly  increasing  collisions  and  other 
accidents? 

12)  The  employment  projections  amount  to  o  claim  of  over  52,000  jobs 
per  billion  dollars  spent  This  amount  is  too  nigh  according  to 
similar,  reputable  studies  what  indicators  and  assumptions  were 
used  to  generate  these  employment  figures? 

13)  Job  type  fluctuations  are  indicated  from  year  to  year  according  to 
program  needs  (research  and  development  -  operations  >  Thus 
spending  would  not  generate  similar  jobs  per  billion  ratio  What 
indicators  and  assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these  employmeni 
figures? 


COMMENT  SHEET 

U.8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRI80N  PROGRAM 


Thank  you  for  attending  this  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequences  tre  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  end  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Our  goal  is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  la  mads.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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It  sasms  to  me  that  the  EIS  hit  largely  glossed  over 
trie  impact  much  e  reil-beeed  eyetem  Mould  have  Tn  the  ceee 

af  cel  1 _ colli  el  on  arm  other  sr.r.irtsnf  I  riid  nnf  eee  a 

worst-possible  cite  icenererlo  preeented  For  the  tree 
surrounoing  wit  item  Bn  jw-h.  moreover ,  el  nee  theee  aiseles  ere 
aoblla.  and,  are  capable  nf  arm.Lno  r.n  highly  populated  areas 

along  the  UP  tracks  to  St.  Louie  and  Ktnstt  City,  it  aeeee 

raiaamma  ct  as  twit  arwiranaenen  mpisc  ca  mii  rtn — 

also  needs  to  ha  meenunfd  For-  In  thla  r.nnrt.  aa  aell  am. 

Implication*  of  possible  rsll  accidents  in  thsss  trits , 

- Moreover.  in  no  plies  THino  i  ring  reviewed  ene  me — 

involved  in  movlno  the  tercet,  namely  the  eleele.  to _ 

multiple  sitae.  That  is,  a  mobile  miaele  eyetem,  only 
sApsiids  tha  tarpat  eras  rnn  -wt  1 1  oa  hit  In  tha  event  of - 

either  e  f irst-etr Ike .  or  e  retaliation. — Altogether.  1  find 

this  system  to  be  more  dee tab 1 1 i z lng ,  then  the  systems  se 

HI  sssialy  iiavs. - 1  sew  It  as  svtreurttlne'  11  y  uoetly, — sml - 

probsblv  an  insffsetivs  system  In  our  nations!  dsfsnse _ 


_ CJuusthX^uJH.'U 

Miry  Christina  Huber  306  Hitt  St.,  Apt  5H ,  Columbia,  MO 


14) 


A  boom/bust  pattern  is  predict*!  in  the  OE  I  S  with  job  numbers 
fluctuating  from  40.000  to  148,000  to  13,000  and  to  under  12,000  in 
1994  and  beyond  Will  these  short  term  jobs  really  have  a  positive 
effect  on  this  community  and  in  the  nation  as  a  whole?  It  has  been 
found  that  a  community  in  Michigan  diversified  it  s  economic  base 
(after  losing  Air  Force  base  Jobs)  and  achieved  a  stronger  &  more  uj 
secure  Job  market  and  economic  stability  than  experienced  during  *3 
it  s  depandance  on  military  spending  Let  us  not  be  swayed  by  the 
promise  of  Jobs  end  money  flowing  into  the  community  before  we 
HMft  Mflooity  «t  dtSZ-J 


Nina  Street  Address 

Please  hand  this  fora  In  or  nail  tot 


City  8tet« 

Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCB-9MVDEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Beet 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  91409 
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MX  DC  IS  TESTIMONY 
Z AMINA  JACKSON 
2600  STM.  AVE.  S. 

GREAT  FALLS.  HT.  3940® 

AUG.  4,  1988 


Good  tvwiinj.  I  would  liko  to  begin  by  paying  My  raspecta  to  the  60- 
70.000  peopla  in  Nagasaki  who  »er«  killed  Instantly  on  thia  data  In 
1943.  -man  a  nuclaar  bomb  mii  dropped  over  their  city. 

My  name  is  Zarina  Jackson.  I  live  in  Graat  Falla,  and  have  a  faaily  of 
four  young  childran.  I  aa  fiald  organ  liar  for  the  Committee  of  the 
90 ' a,  Nfuch  ia  a  aaabar  of  tha  National  Coalition  to  Stop  tha  MX. 

As  part  of  ay  job,  1  hava  baan  in  contact  with  paopla  In  Conrad, 

Chester,  Lewistown,  and  Grass  Ranga.  Thasa  paopla,  many  of  whoa  ara 
harvesting  at  this  tiaa,  ara  un*ttlm  to  attand  this  hearing  tonlgnt.  It 
la  on  thair  behalf  that  I  protest  s+  ongly  tonight  to  tha  holding  of 
only  one  hearing  for  tha  entire  atata  of  Montana,  in  Great  Falls.  Many 
people  in  communities  throughout  northcentral  Montana,  where  the  rail* 
travel .  have  vary  strong  opposition  to  tha  development  and  deployment  of 
anymore  nuclaar  weapons,  specifically  and  particularly  tha  MX. 


I  proteat  even  more  strongly  to  tha  time  constraints  placed  on  us  by  the 
Air  Force.  Tha  DEIS  was  reeaivad  July  lGth.,  leaving  a  aere  22  days  to 
consult  with  experts  and  read  through  a  lengthy,  weighty,  and  technical 
document,  regarding  a  system  many  of  us  have  grave  concerns  about.  Thia 
document  took  the  <  r  Force  considerably  longsr  to  prepara.  at  a  coat  of 
We^eillion  to  the  American  taxpayer.  The  public  should  be  given 
sufficient  time  to  study  it.  Moreover,  this  NEPA  procsss  belongs  to  the 
public-paid  for  with  public  funds,  designed  to  serve  the  interests  of 
the  public,  not  the  Air  Force. 


3 
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Since  jobs  are  what  supporters  of  the  MX  nuclear  weapon  eystea  talk 
about,  ratner  than  whether  or  not  a  strategic  rationale  exists  for 
deploying  80-120  more  counterforce  warheads,  I  would  like  to  discuss 
employment  associated  with  this  system.  Of  the  413  billion  projected 
cost  to  the  taxpayers  of  developing  and  deploying  SO  MX  missiles,  492 
Million  would  ba  spent  in  Great  Falls  on  construction.  The  Air  Force 
projects  the  creation  of  i 

83  construction  jobs  in  1990 

a  peak  of  231  “  in  1991 

89  -in  1992 

and  £»  "in  1993  6  for  life  of  the  project. 

I  submit  the  No  Action  Alternative  to  be  inadequately  studied  in  the 
DEIS.  What  would  be  the  economic  impact  on  the  Region  of  Influence 
(R0I > — i.e.  Great  Fal It /Cascade  County — of  injecting  492  Billion  into 
the  economy  for  community  development"*  In  a  larger  context,  what  would 
be  the  impact  of  taking  *15  billion  and  dividing  that  among  the  11  host 
communities  for  the  MX’  Bearing  in  mind  that  el litany  projects  create 
less  jobs  than  in  civilian  sectors,  and  less  productivity  for  the 
economy  <after  all,  cki»  can  t  inject  bombs  back  into  the  economy)  \  just 
thin!  how  much  stable  economic  development  Could  be  created  with  1.36 
billion  dol 1 ara. 


Eitenhoweri  "Every  gun  that  is  made,  every  warship  launched,  every 
rocket  fired  signifies,  in  the  final  sense,  a  theft  from  those  who 
hunger  and  are  not  fed,  those  who  are  cold  and  are  not  clothed.  This 
wor-ld  in  arms  is  not  spending  money  alone.  It  is  spending  the  sweat  of 
it*  laborers,  the  genlu*  of  its  scientists,  th»  hopes  of  its  children... 
This  is  not  a  way  of  life  at  *11  in  any  true  senie.  Under  the  cloud  of 
threatening  war,  it  is  humanity  hanging  froa  a  cross  of  iron." 

I  submit  this  country  can  no  longar  afford,  m  my  sense  of  tne  word,  to 
deploy  the  MX  missile. 


To  close  I  would  like  to  repeat  the  often-quoted  words  of  President 
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August  26',  198 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
AFRCE-BHS/DEV 

Norton  AFB.  CA  92409-6448 

Dear  Sir. 

I  would  like  to  take  this  opportunity  to  submit  the 
following  questions  regarding  the  Air  Force's  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS).  The  numbers  in  brackets  refer  to 
relevant  sections  in  the  DEIS  document. 

1.  Will  90  NEW  MX  Missiles  be  built?  Congress  has  currently 
capped  KX  deployment  at  50  missiles  deployed  in  silos  at  Warren 
Air  Force  Base.  The  PROPOSED  ACTION  in  the  DEIS  is  to  deploy  50 
MX  missiles  on  25  trains.  The  Air  Force  fails  to  specify  whether 
these  50  MX  missiles  would  be  the  same  ones  currently  deployed  in 
silOB  or  50  new  missiles. 

2.  If  new  missiles  are  Involved,  why  aren't  the  coats  of  building 
them  included  in  the  DEIS?  14.1-2]  Or,  if  missiles  are  to  be 
taken  fran  silos,  why  iBn’t  the  impact  of  this  action  on  warren 
AFB  discussed  (including  lost  “jobs")?  (Both  new  MX  costs  and  MX 
relocation/silo  shutdown  costs  are  missing  fran  the  ALTERNATIVE 
ACTION  proposal  to  deploy  100  MX  on  50  trains...) 

3.  Won’t  the  KX  trains  make  nuclear  targets  of  every  torn  along 
their  route?  The  DEIS  say  MX  trains  are  needed  for  -complicating 
the  enemy's  targeting  task."  [1.3.6]  A  spokesman  for  the  Air 
Force's  Ballistic  Missile  Office  stated,  ‘Enemies  would  have  to 
use  up  more  weapons  to  try  to  destroy  [MX  trains].-  (Capt.  Joy. 
March  16,  1988)  Isn’t  this  just  another  way  of  saying  that  teams 
and  cities  along  MX  train  routes  could  expect  to  become  targets 
in  a  nuclear  war? 

4.  Isn't  it  possible  that  at  sane  future  date.  MX  trains  will  be 
dispersed  on  public  rail  lines  all  the  time?  According  to 
Senator  Cohen  (R-Maine) .  ‘Department  of  Defense  briefings  on  rail 
garrison  indicate  that  a  shift  to  rail  mobile  [continuously 
moving  MX  trains  about]  is  a  serious  possibility...  such  a  shift 
Mould  involve  large  cost  increases  and  serious  public  interface 
problems.”  (Dec.  11,  1987)  Why  isn't  this  rail -mobile  option 
even  mentioned  in  the  DEIS?  Is  the  Air  Force  willing  to  state 
categorically  that  this  is  no  longer  being  considered? 

5.  Won’t  MX  trains  be  vulnerable  to  sabotage?  According  to 
Senator  Albert  Gore  (D-TN),  "About  5  pounds  of  conventional 
explosives  carried  in  a  back  pack  or  a  briefcase  would  be  enough 
to  render  a  railroad  line  unusable.'  (December  11,  1987)  why 
isn’t  the  issue  of  sabotage  addressed  in  the  DEIS?  Will  all 
people  carrying  back  packs  or  briefcases  be  detained  and  searched 
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by  MX  security  crews? 

6.  will  train  security  personnel  pose  dangers  to  the  public?  MX 
trains  will  ha\e  "appropriately  armed"  security  personnel. 

[1.3.2J  will  the  security  personnel  on  training  trains  be 
authorized  to  use  force  if  protestors  are  encountered?  (Will 
trains  be  authorized  to  run  over  protestors?)  Could  innocent 
people  be  hurt  if  they  were  misidentif led  as  a  threat  by  armed 
security  personnel? 

7.  How  can  the  trains  follow  normal  railroad  procedures  and  keep 
their  location  hidden  from  the  Soviet  Union?  The  Air  Force 
claims  that  al 1  train  movements  "whether  training,  maintenance, 
or  operational,  would  be  coordinated  with  appropriate  rail 
company  personnel  to  ensure  sa'  .  and  efficient  movement"  [1.3.6] 
and  that  MX  and  training  trains  "would  operate  in  the  same  manner 
as  the  existing  commercial  traffic."  [3.1.2]  However,  the  DEIS 
also  claims  that  the  trains  would  "randomly  move  throughout  the 
United  States.  “  {5.2.1.11  If  civilian  dispatchers  knew  the 
precise  location  of  MX  trains,  couldn’t  Soviet  intelligence  also 
find  out?  Senator  Gore  (D-TN)  has  asked,  “Can  these  trains 
disappear  into  an  active  railroad  network  that  relies  heavily  on 
nonaecure  microwave  communtcat 1 . ns?"  (December  11.  1987)  On  the 
other  hand,  if  dispatchers  didn’t  always  know  where  MX  trains 
were  located,  wouldn't  this  greatly  increase  the  possibility  of  a 
coll ision? 

0.  Who  will  control  the  movements  of  the  MX  trains?  How  many 
Civilian  railroad  employees  will  knew  that  an  MX  train  is 
operating  within  their  area  of  trackage?  Will  civilian 
dispatchers  have  total  authority  over  the  MX  train  or  will  the 
train  commander  have  special  right-of-way  privileges  or  other 
extraordinary  powers?  How  much  disruption  would  such  powers 
cause  to  other  rail  traffic  and  road  traffic  which  must  cross 
rail  line*? 

9.  Will  railroad  dispatch  crews  In  proposed  operating  areas  be 
given  security  clearance  [and]  background  checks?"  According  to 
the  DEIS,  "civilian  pt  nel  who  are  assigned  to  nuclear  weapons 
duties..."  must  meet  certain  “requirements"  which  include 
■security  cleararce.  randan  druq  testing,  and  medical  and 
psychological  sc  enlng."  [5.1.2J  Just  hw  widespread  will  the 
imposition  of  m .  measures  be?  How  much  will  it  cost?  Are 
these  measures  c  atitutional? 

10.  How  thoroughly  would  MX  trains  be  tested  before  deployment? 
The  DEIS  says  that  MX  trainB  will  be  "completely  tested...  Prior 
to  deployment."  [1.3.6]  According  to  the  House  Armed  Services 
Committee  the  initiation  production  of  MX  trains  would  take  place 
more  than  a  year  before  any  live  missile  flight  tents  would 
occur.  It  seems  that  while  the  MX  trains  might  be  “completely 
tested"  before  they  are  deployed,  the  miasl lea  they  carry  will 
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11.  How  many  jobs  would  the  MX  program  real ly  generate  on  a 
nationwide  scale?  The  DEIS  statistics  on  the  national  impact  on 
employment  (direct,  indirect,  and  induced)  of  rail  garrison 
expenditures  [4.1-2]  is  highly  suspect.  The  projected  employment 
rate  is  over  52.000  jobs  (man-years)  per  billion  dollars  spent,  a 
rate  completely  outside  the  range  of  all  reputable  studies  on 
military  spending  (lt  is  too  high  by  somewhere  between  50-100%  — 
see,  for  example,  the  study  ‘The  Bnpty  Porkbarrel “ I .  What 
indicators  and  assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these  employment 
figures?  What  is  included  under  the  category  "induced"? 

12.  Another  Indication  of  sloppy  employment  analysis  in  the  DEIS 
is  the  lack  of  fluctuation  in  the  number  of  jobs  generated  per 
dollar  spent.  Even  though  nearly  all  the  Fiscal  Year  (FY)  1989 
money  from  the  program  would  go  towards  research  and  development, 
and  nearly  all  the  FY  1992  funds  would  go  towards  operations  -- 
employing  very  different  types  of  workers  --  the  ratio  of  jobs 
generated  remains  about  the  same.  A  refined  analysis  would  not 
produce  such  figures.  What  indicators  and  assumptions  were  used 
by  the  Air  Force  to  generate  these  employment  figures?  Please  be 
as  detailed  as  possible. 

13.  what  about  the  jobs  that  would  be  generated  if  the  money  was 
invested  productively  instead  of  squandered  on  weapons  we  don’t 
need?  The  DEIS  fails  to  consider  the  job  creation  potential  of 
spending  the  510-15  billion  it  projects  for  MX  rail  garrison  on 
something  else  instead  —  education  or  low- income  housing,  for 
example.  Instead  of  presenting  real  alternatives,  the  illusion 
is  manufactured  that  the  money  for  MX  trains  would  appear  out  of 
thin  air.  Money  which  simply  remains  in  the  civilian  economy 
(instead  of  being  taxed  for  the  military)  also  creates  jobs,  and 
some  rough  figures  should  be  provided  for  comparison  before  MX 
trains  are  accepted  as  same  kind  of  -<oh« 

14.  More  attention  should  be  given  to  the  trauma  for  local 
economies  from  the  "boom-bust"  job  cycle  that  would  accompany  the 
rail  garrison  program.  The  DEIS  forecasts  that  jobs  crested  by 
the  program  would  go  "from  nearly  40.000  in  FY  1989  to  nearly 
148,000  in  FY  1991,  and  then  declln-  sharply  to  13.000  by  FY  1993 
and  just  under  12,000  in  FY  1994  an  beyond  (nationally).*  [4.1- 
1]  will  the  benefits  of  mostly  short  term  jobs  have  a  net 
positive  effect  or  will  the  dislocation  and  transition 
difficulties  they  create  tend  to  offaet  the  positive  benefits? 

15.  Don't  we  already  have  enough  nuclear  weapons  for 
"deterrence"?  The  DEIS  implies  that  MX  trains  are  needed  for 
"deterrence",  which  is  defined  ass  "having  sufficient  military 
strength  and  the  perceived  willingness  to  use  that  strength  after 
an  enemy  attack  to  Inflict  unacceptable  damage  on  the  enemy,  thus 
inhibiting  them  from  striking  in  the  first  place."  [1.11 
However,  according  to  the  Congressional  Budget  Office  l November 
1987),  approximate! y  3,700  U.S.  nuclear  weapons  would  endure  even 
the  most  unexpected  Soviet  surprise  attack,  while  roughly  8.200 
U.S.  nuclear  weapons  would  remain  If  there  was  enough  warning 
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time  to  aieAt  our  strategic  forces.  Doesn't  this  constitute 
■sufficient  military  strength"? 

17.  Why  have  a  number  of  issues  been  declared  "beyond  the  scope" 
of  the  hearings,  including:  “national  security  policy"  (Including 
"arms  control  impact"  and  “wartime  effects"),  "morality,"  and 
•psychological  Impact"  of  rail-garrison  deployment.  (1.10.2] 

It  is  my  considered  opinion  that  the  NO  ACTION  ALTERNATIVE  would 
be  found  superior  to  all  MX  deployment  options  in  terms  of  these 
Criteria,  if  such  an  analysis  were  included. 

18.  Why  are  so  few  basing  alternatives  considered  in  the  DEIS? 

The  Reagan  administration  was  known  to  have  had  at  least  four  MX 
basing  modes  under  active  consideration  prior  to  selecting  the 
rail  garrison  option  in  December  1986.  These  included  "Carry 
Hard,"  Superhard  Silos,  Shallow  Tunnel,  and  Deep  Basing.  Why 
aren't  any  of  those  alternatives  included  in  the  DEIS? 

19.  There  has  been  some  indication  that  the  MX  trains  will  have 
"supplemental"  train  cars  attached,  apparently  to  make  it  more 
difficult  to  distinguish  the  trains  from  regular  rail  traffic. 
About  60  supplemental  train  cars  would  have  to  be  added  to 
each  MX  train  to  approximate  the  length  of  average  conmercial 
trains.  This  would  require  roughly  240  supplemental  cars  at  each 
4-MX  train  installation.  Has  adequate  storage  space  been  set 
aside  for  these  extra  cars?  Has  the  cost  of  supplemental  cars 
been  calculate  and  included  in  the  total  program  costs? 

20.  Major  problems  continue  to  plague  the  guidance  systems  (IMU) 
of  the  silo-baaed  MX  missiles  already  deployed.  Reports  Indicate 
that  as  many  as  one-third  of  the  missiles  are  not  operational 
because  they  lack  working  guidance  systems.  Shouldn’t  these 
problems  be  rectified  before  production  of  additional  MX  missiles 
is  even  considered?  Will  train-based  MX  missiles  use  the  same 
guidance  system  or  will  they  require  an  even  more  complicated  and 
untested  design? 

21.  Has  the  Air  Force  conducted  any  studies  as  to  potential 
public  reaction  to  the  MX  trains?  For  instance,  cruise  missile 
deployments  in  Europe  in  the  mid-is80s  were  accompanied  by  large 
public  protests.  In  the  U.S.,  disarmament  activists  have  tracked 
the  movements  of  Department  of  Energy  vehicles  transporting 
nuclear  warheads,  and  there  have  been  demonstrations  to  block  the 
movement  of  these  vehicles  (including  the  "white  train") . 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  these  important  issues.  I 
trust  they  will  be  thoroughly  covered  in  your  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement. 


Sincerely, 

£JJ 

Randal  J,  Divinski 

Graduate  Student 

Department  of  Political  Science 

Syracuse  University 

Syracuse,  NY  13244 
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22.  Who  will  pay  the  legal  fees  if  there  are  protests  of  MX  train 
movements?  In  the  early  1980s.  Kitsap  County.  WA,  expended  over 
5100,000  for  law  enforcement  at  protests  of  trains  carrying 
nuelear  missile  parts  to  a  nearby  submarine  base  (at  $15,000  per 
incident).  The  U.S.  government  offered  no  assistance  of  any  kind. 
(Everyone  brought  to  trial  was  acquitted).  Isn’t  this  a 
potential  hidden  cost  for  local  communities? 
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August  29,  1988 


It.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  A7B ,  CA  92409-M48 

Dear  It.  Col.  Walsh, 


31  .nerefore,  1  believe  that  every  opportunity  that  is  available  to  edu- 
I  cate  the  public  about  the  use  of  nuclear  weapons  must  be  used.  It  is 
1  important  that  the  ultimate  environmental  impact  of  the  use  of  the  Kx 

11  Micelle  be  included  in  the  final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the 
|  Rail  Garrison  Mode  basing  of  the  KX  Missile. 


Thlt  letter  reiterates  my  testimony  at  Wurtsmlth  A7B,  Oscoda,  MI 
July  28,  1988,  concerning  the  environmental  impact  of  the  Rail  Garrison 
Mode  basing  of  the  MX  Missile. 

I  speak  as  a  citizen  of  Michigan  and  as  a  representative  of  the  Michigan 
Conference,  United  Church  of  Christ,  Peace  With.  Justice  Ccmmlttce.  The 
United  Church  of  Christ  at  national  General  Synod  meetings  has  voted  many 
resolutions  concerning  weapons  of  mas6  destruction  (see  enclosed). 


Leona  Riebllng 
441GO  Galway  Dr. 
Ncrthville,  MI  48167 


Micnigan  Conference 

Peace  With  Justice  Committee 

United  Church  of  Christ 

P.0.  Box  1006 

East  Lansing,  MI  48823 


I  believe  that  the  ultimate  environmental  impact  of  the  use  of  the  MX 
Missile  muet  be  addressed  in  th'  final  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

Since  1979  the  Pentagon  has  argued  tn„t  the  United  States  needs  100  MX 
Missiles,  each  with,  1C  MIRV'd  300  kiloton  warheads  (1000  warheads,  each 
J  24  times  more  powerful  than  the  Hiroshima  bomb).  In  1985,  after  many 
^  months  of  discussion,  mucn  public  input  and  many  votes  in  Congress,  Con¬ 
gress  voted  deployment  of  30  K>.  Missiles  based  In  Minute  Man  III  silos. 
Deployment  of  additional  MX  Missiles  was  not  stipulated  at  that  time,  but 
somehow, now,  we  must  respond  to  a  proposal  for  50  additional  miecilee. 


3 


Tne  ultimate  impact  of  the  uee  of  one  MX  Missile  can  be  understood  by 
considering  tne  following:  if  one  MX  Missile  with  its  ten  30C  kiloton 
warheads  were  aimed  at  Great  Britain  (and  I  know  that  they  are  not  aimed 
at  Great  Britain)  and  the  warheads  directed  at  9  or  10  citiee;  London, 
Liverpool,  Manchester,  Cardiff,  Dublin,  Glasgow,  Inverness,  Edinburgh, 
Belfast,  Gre-t  Britain  would  disappear  froBI  the  earth  forever!  The  re¬ 
sulting  ash,  smoke,  and  radiation  would  drift  worldwide,  even  over  Michi¬ 
gan.  This  would  b-j  the  result  of  the  use  of  one  MX  Missile.  There  would 
be  49  (or  99)  yet  to  be  used. 


When  1  gave  the  above  testimony  at  the  Hearing  on  July  28th,  one  panel 
member  raid  that  it  was  not  necessary  to  include  this  information  in  the 
final  Environmental  Impact  Statement  because  the  use  of  nuclear  weapone 
has  been  researched  and  results  published.  I  agree  this  is  true,  hut 
tne  average  person  knows  very  little  about  the  KX  Missile  or  nuclear 
weapons  in  general.  I  only  know  that  when  I  mention  «KX  Missile"  nine 
out  of  ten  people  have  only  the  vaguest  Idea  what  it  is  or  what  it  Is 
about.  Perhaps  the  government  prefers  it  this  way. 
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Weapons  of  Mass  Destruction 


WHEREAS,  out  Christian  faith  leads 
us  fo  behave  that  the  Biblical  visjon  of 
s/i«ibm.  M  which  a*  paop's  enjoy 
peace.  security.  and  w afibamg.  * 
God's  wdt  tor  the  world.  and 

WHEREAS,  Jesus  has  caked  us  to 
be  paaca  makers  and aganrs  ot  rpcon- 
c  nation,  and 

WHEREAS,  (ha  development  of  nu- 
Claar  waapons  it  putting  human  ailst- 
anca  at  tha  cross  roads,  threatening 
God's  craatad  ordat.  with  ft ma  running 
out  to  develop  now  atnjctura*  and 
poasibtfibas  tor  paaca,  and 

WHEREAS.  I ha  arms  raca  usat  w 
crossing  amounts  of  rasourcas  white 
basic  human  naads  such  as  hood, 
housmg,  health  cata  and  education 
ara  unmat,  and 

WHEREAS,  tha  United  States  and 
tha  Soviet  Union  are  in  the  midst  ot  a 
dangerous  escalation  of  tha  anna 
raca,  moving  Into  produce tg  nuclear 
weapons  nor  designed  to  deter,  but 
designed  as  first  strike  weapons, 
tempting  nations  to  consider  pre-emp¬ 
tive  attacks  and  forcing  nations  to  de¬ 
velop  quick  response  launch  on  w  arn¬ 
ing  computer  capebAfites  that  mafia 
accidental  war  more  probable  and 
plans  to  begin  this  escalation  with  tha 
deployment  ot  Pershing  it  mtssJas  vt 
West  Germany  in  December  1963,  end 

WHEREAS.  Via  President  Of  the 
Unaad  States  has  asked  Congress  to 
fund  production  of  other  waapons  of 
mass  destruction,  namely  lethal  chem¬ 
ical  weapons,  and  to  extend  tha  anna 
raca  10  space. 

Whereas,  around  the  work!  the 
church  has  bean  taking  &adersh,p  m 
tha  can  tor  world  peace; 

THEREFORE,  be  it  resolved  that  the 
Fourteenth  General  Synod 
1  C*»s  upon  aR  nations  to  set  as  pol¬ 
icy  that  they  wi*  not  use  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  ^  a  p<a-empirve  first  strike  against 
any  other  nation,  and  that  they  will  not 
develop  the  capacity  lor  such  a  first 
atnke. 

2.  Cans  upon  aR  nations  to  set  as  pot- 
ey  that  they  will  not  be  the  first  nation  to 
use  nuclear  weeons  m  any  convention- 
si  war. 

3  Ca»3  upon  al  nations  to  set  as  pot¬ 
to y  that  they  *i  not  use  nuclear  weap¬ 
ons  against  pnmanty  cmhan  I  a/ pets, 

4  CaH  upon  *H  nations  to  rated  sny 


policy  or  weapons  propram  which  rest* 
on  the  assumption  that  a  nuclear  war 
can  be  controlled  or  "tanned,"  and  the 
assumption  that  *  oouW  be  'protongetT 
beyond  an  «t»aJ  and  decisive  ex¬ 
change  and  iifrm*.ety  be  "'eon": 

5.  Cats  upon  al  nabona,  and  particu¬ 
larly  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet 
Union,  to  adopt  knmetfiaieiy  a  mutual 
and  verifiable  freeze  on  the  ie*img. 
production,  end  deployment  ot  nuclear 
weapons  and  defeery  sysiama; 

6  Cafis  upon  afinabons  to  take  unJat- 
ar  al  wtiativea  in  stopping  an  testing, 
production,  and  deployment  of  nuclear 
weapons; 

7.  Ca*s  upon  Congress  to  slop  al 
funding  lor  first  strike  nuclear  weapon# 
vKkxkng  the  MX.  the  PersKng  It,  a/to 
the  Tndent  II  (DS), 

a.  Cats  upon  the  United  States  gov¬ 
ernment  not  to  deploy  the  Cam#  and 
Pershing  It  rrvsaVes  n  Western  Europe. 
9  Ca«s  upon  the  Unaed  States  ad- 
mwsvation  to  negoeate  with  the  Soviet 
Union  redurton  ot  nuclear  wameada 
and  the  ekrtunabon  ot  MlRVd  weapons; 
ID.  Ca»s  upon  the  United  States  ad- 


a 

I 

i 

i 


funding  production  o<  detanswe  or  of¬ 
fensive  space  weapons; 

It  Cans  upon  Congress  to  reject  as 
funds  tor  ehemcal  end  bntoqKfit 
weapons  production,  research  and  de¬ 
velopment; 

12.  Celts  upon  members  and  churches 
of  the  United  Church  0 *  Chnst  to  work 
lot  these  pofcciea  and  especially  en¬ 
dorse  an  immediate  oomprehenswe 
mutua1.  verifiable  freeze  on  Bio  testing, 
production  and  deployment  ot  nuclear 
weapons; 

13.  Requests  the  President  ot  the  Unit¬ 
ed  Church  of  Chnst  to  communicate 
this  resolution  to  the  President  ot  the 
United  Stales  and  members  ot  Con¬ 
gress 
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August  .10.  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh.  USAF 

Director,  Environmental  Planning  Division 

AFRCE  BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino.  CA  92409 

RE:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  Program 

Dear  Lt.  Col.  Walsh: 

Last  March  I  was  one  of  the  individuals  who  gave  public  testimony 
at  the  scoping  hearing  prior  to  the  preparation  of  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program.  My  testimony  did  not  question  the  “morality"  of  the 
Peacekeeper  program.  My  testimony  was  in  support  of  the  location 
Rail  Garrison  program  in  the  Cheyenne  area  with  all  action  taken  by 
the  United  States  to  avoid  adverse  impacts  to  the  environmental  and 
socio-economic  structure  of  the  Cheyenne  area  and  to  fully  mitigate 
any  adverse  impacts  which  could  nut  be  avoided  through  alternative 
action. 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  issued  by  the  United 
States  Air  Force  in  June.  1988  is  incomplete  and  totally  inadequate 
for  purposes  of  encouraging  and  facilitating  public  involvement  in 
decisions  which  affect  the  quality  of  the  human  environment  as 
required  by  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  the  rules  and 
regulations  of  the  Council  on  Environmental  Quality  and  the 
Department  of  Defense. 

The  Department  of  Defense  in  12  CFR  Part  214  states  its  policy  to  "act 
with  care  to  ensure  to  (he  maximum  extent  possible  that,  in  carrying 
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out  its  mission  of  providing  for  the  national  defense,  ii  docs  so  in  a 
manner  consistent  with  National  Environmental  policies.  .  .  (and)  .  .  . 
to  ensure  .  .  .  practical  means  and  measures  arc  used  to  protect, 
restore  and  enhance  the  quality  of  the  environment,  to  avoid  or 
minimize  adverse  environmental  consequences.  ... 


1 


The  Air  Force  in  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  has 
failed  to  consider  reasonable  alternatives  to  recommended  actions 
that  would  involve  unresolved  conflicts  concerning  alternative  uses 
of  the  available  resources.  Regulations  in  40  CFR  Parts  1500-1508. 
are  to  ensure  that  the  environmental  information  is  available  to 
public  officials  and  citizens  before  decisions  arc  made  and  before 
actions  are  taken.  The  failure  of  the  United  States  Airforce  to 
develop  a  Draft  EJS  which  fully  addresses  the  expressed  concerns  of 
citizens  of  the  Cheyenne  area  and  which  ignores  specific  comments 
made  in  the  scoping  process  makes  public  participation  impossible. 


I  refer  your  attention  to  the  enclosed  article  from  the  Wyoming  State 
Tribune  dated  August  II.  19888  in  which  you  arc  quoted  as  slating 
that  the  Air  Force  disregarded  some  questions  from  the  public 
because  the  Air  Force  chose  questions  with  a  "large  enough  impact" 
and  those  that  would  help  leaders  to  decide  on  the  rail  garrison. 

While  ihe  expressed  concerns  may  not  be  of  "a  large  enough  impact" 
to  the  United  States  Air  Force  they  are  primary  to  the  citizen  who 
will  live  and  work  in  the  same  area  as  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 
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Ll,  Col.  Pcier  Walsh,  USAF 
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Page  3 

if  the  missile  assembly  building  were  relocated  makes  it  impossible 
for  the  public  to  participate  in  the  process  as  intended  by  the 
National  Environmental  Protection  Act. 

1  ask  that  the  United  Slates  Airforce  revise  it's  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  to  fully  analyze  and  provide  information  to  the 
public  with  regard  to  each  alternative  addressing  all  of  the  expressed 
factors  of  concern  relating  to  the  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  in  the  Cheyenne  area. 


Sincerely  yours. 


William  J.  Thomson 
WJT:ak! 


By  way  of  example  I  note  that  while  the  missile  assembly  building 
was  the  subject  of  much  comment  and  concern  over  its  visual 
impact*.,  its  safety  and  the  economic  impact  it  would  have  on 
investments  in  adjacent  areas  of  ihe  city  and  while  specific  requests 
were  made  to  consider  the  relocation  of  this  building,  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  provided  no  alternative 
information  in  this  regard  and  very  little  information  on  the  building 
itself  Enclosed  is  a  copy  of  an  article  which  appeared  in  the 
Wyoming  State  Tribune  on  August  II.  1988.  You  are  quoted  as 
slating  that  "the  building  s  profile  would  fall  within  a  mountain  range 
and  the  building  could  be  painted  pale  blue  to  blend  in  with  ihe 
skyline  "  A  blue  spot  within  a  mountain  range  would  look  -orange  at 
best  and  impacts  on  developed  areas  to  the  north  and  west  ju  more 
adversely  rather  than  less  adversely  impacted  by  this  decision. 

These  confusing  comments  plus  the  failure  to  analyze  an  alternative 
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COMMENT  8HEET 

U.S.  AIR  rORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 


Thank  you  for  attending  thU  hear  Inf.  Our  purpoee  for  hoatlnf  thla  hearing  is  to 
summarize  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  are  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ow  goal  Is  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 


1)  T1.*!-*  Is  no  real  la  k  tic  inclusion  of  t^e  haean  factor  as  part/*  reel  of 
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Ploaae  hand  this  form  In  or  mtll  tot 


Lt  Col  Peter  Welsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  9)409 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

OA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

TtiMk  you  for  attemdinf  tide  hearing.  Our  purpose  for  hotting  this  hearing  is  to 
■utaaarlte  for  you  the  environmental  eon—  quancu  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
iMMkNptr  Rail  Oorrloon  program  proceeds  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
Mr  attention  natters  we  may  have  Inadvertantly  overlooked.  Our  goal  te  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  he  available  to  public  officials  and  citiaent  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  Is  made.  Plea—  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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Plea—  hand  this  form  in  or  mail  to: 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

APRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

Sen  Bernardino,  California  92409 
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State  Historical  Society 

d  nor th  dalcota  (state  historical  board) 

NORTH  DAKOTA  HCRITAOE  CCMTCR.  StSMAftCK.  NO.  —MS 


IN  RESPONSE  Ft CASE  REFERENCE  <8-211 


Lt.  Col  Peter  Maish 
AFRCE-8HS/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  California  92409-6448 
RE:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program: 

Dear  Lt,  Col  Walsh: 

Re  have  completed  review  of  the  environmental  Impact  statement  for  the  above 
referenced  project  and  offer  the  following  comaents: 


4.7-24  4 . 7 ,5. 3  -  Until  the  survey  report  has  been  reviewed  and  accepted 

by  the  North  Dakota  State  Historic  Preservation  Officer  (SHPO)  and 
the  agency  and  SHPO  have  evaluated  Identified  resources.  It  Is 
premature  to  assess  the  effects  of  this  federal  undertaking  upon 
historic  properties.  At  this  point  we  cannot  agree  that  "no 
historic  resources  have  been  Identified  adjacent  to  the  base". 

4.10-21  4.10.5.3  -  As  explained  above,  until  the  Identification  of 

resources  is  completed,  we  cannot  agree  that  "ft  Is  not  likely 
that  any  Important  sites  would  be  affected  by  the  proposed 
program' . 

thank  you  for  providing  us  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  this  undertaking.  If 
you  have  any  questions  regarding  these  co-nts,  please  feel  free  to  contact 
Ns.  J.  Sign*  Snortland  of  our  staff  at  (701)224-2672,  or  In  writing. 


■State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 
(North  Dakota) 


cc:  Judy  foster  -  North  Central  North  Dakota  Peace  Network 
Jim  Luptak  •  Energy  Impact  Office 


i+4/t.-A  /C-£t\ut 
if,  HUg 

Cl  ,  Gr»I/#br 

71_<nX~%  CL+  &*-*-*-■ 

-  *  *  -f  ■  -  -  j  9^-v.of 

J? 

“Av  i .  Am-I'M—  /«<  f  *f  MX >■'  t 


CL^  &++•  ——  Ci  JL  <L.  ■.  . 

^  ^  /,./  ~Cr-  L  C.X- 


DOCUMENT  481 


August  30,  1988 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Valrh 
APRCE-8HS/DEV 
Norton  APB.  CA  92A09 


I  respectfully  request  that  this  letter  be  pieced  In  the  record  of  the  final 
E.I.S.  for  the  rail  garrison  Peacekeeper.  I  shall  greatly  appreciate  your 
time  and  consideration  of  the  point#  and  questions  that  follow.  Por  those 
issues  that  I  raise  that  involve  sensitive  national  security  Information,  I 
would  request  that  those  anavers  be  placed  In  the  classified  E.I.S.  I  ask 
this  so  that  even  though  I  may  not  know,  ay  representatives  In  Washington, 
for  whom  I  have  a  great  deal  of  respect,  will  be  able  to  give  my  concern#  due 
consideration. 

I  would  Ilka  to  begin  by  noting  vhet  I  believe  to  be  e  misleading  statement 
on  your  part  with  regard  to  the  current  Hlnuteman  force.  At  the  public 
heerlng  of  August  1  in  Jacksonville,  Arkansas,  you  remarked  that  a  good  deal 
of  the  technology  embodied  In  the  Hlnuteman  missile  force  was  twenty  to 
twenty  five  years  old.  This,  as  you  wall  know  la  only  partially  true.  The 
Hlnuteman  III  has  bean  constantly  upgraded.  According  to  a  Congressional 
Research  Service  report  entitled  "NX,  Hidgetman,  and  Hlnutaaan  Programs* ,  as 
prepared  by  Jonathan  E.  Hedalla,  there  have  been  several  Important 
Improvements  In  the  nisslle's  guidance  system  and  payload.  In  1990,  the  Air 
Porce  began  replacing  the  Kk  12  RV  which  has  the  V62  warhead  on  300  Hlnuteman 
III  missiles  with  the  Hk  12A  RV  containing  the  Increased  yield  V7S  warhead, 
greatly  enhancing  the  lethality  of  our  ICBH  force.  In  addition,  the  guidance 
system  on  these  missiles  was  replaced  starting  In  1978  with  the  improved  INS- 
20  unit,  increasing  RV  accuracy  and  thus  lethality.  Once  again  In  FT  year 

1  1982,  funds  vara  appropriated  for  further  soft-ware  refinements  in  the 
guidance  unit. 

The  result  of  your  coement  Is  that  by  omission,  you  failed  to  relay  to  the 
uninformed  public  that  our  Hlnuteman  missiles  are  an  effective  system  that 
have  been  recently  upgraded  with  technology,  not  twenty  to  twenty  five  years 
old,  but,  of  the  last  decade.  As  a  testament  to  thia  system's  effectiveness, 
in  the  FT  1989  Arms  Control  Impact  Statements,  the  Arms  Control  and 
Disarmament  Agency  reports  that  vtl»e  Hlnuteman  is  projected  to  maintain  Its 
role  as  a  prime  nuclear  deterrent  force  for  the  U.S.  wall  into  the  next 
century."  I  would,  with  all  respect  intended,  request  of  you  that  in  the 
future,  when  discussing  the  Hlnuteman  alsslla  system  with  the  general  public, 
that  you  try  not  to  leave  the  lapreaalon  that  we  have  done  nothing  to 
modernise  our  ICBH  force  for  two  decades  or  more.  In  my  opinion,  such  an 
Inadequate  discussion  of  facts  puts  unfounded  pressure  to  deploy  the 
Peacekeeper . 

At  this  point,  I  would  like  to  address  some  other  issues  with  regard  to  the 
draft  8. I. S.  First,  are  there  any  plans  or  studies  conducted  or  underway 

2  Involving  a  move  to  "harden*  the  Advanced  Train  Control  System  against 
electro  magnetic  pulse  effects?  It  is  conceivable,  to  insure  thet  the  rail 
garrison  NX  (hereafter  RQtX)  will  b*  able  to  travel  in  a  safe  and  random 
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manner,  or  to  avoid  tracks  that  have  bean  damaged  following  an  attack,  that 
tha  ATCS  Bight  be  a  candidate  for  auch  an  EMP  hardening  proceaa.  This  would 
be  consistent  with  our  national  security  strategy  of  strengthening  our 
coeaand.  control,  and  communication*  infrastructure  so  as  to  deter  the 
Soviets  fro*  thinking  that  a  "decapitating*  attack  would  be  posclble  to 
successfully  wage.  If  the  ATCS  is  a  candidate  for  hardening,  I  would  ask  that 
this  be  noted  in  the  final  E.I.S.,  and  that  the  possible  economic  and  other 
lapacta  of  such  a  program  be  estimated. 

Security  for  the  deployed  RCMX  trains  is  an  Important  and  sensitive  issue.  I 
appreciate  your  concern  about  releasing  any  Information  on  the  RCHX's 
security  system  that  night  give  aid  and  comfort  to  the  enemy.  However,  some 
questions  must  be  posed  end  answered  if  the  public  Is  to  give  this  proposal 
fair  and  Informed  consideration.  To  what  axtant  will  tha  rail  cars  be 
armored?  Will  they  be  only  lightly  armored,  able  to  withstand  small  arms  flra 
but  unprotected  in  the  face  of  anti-tank  weapons  such  as  the  Soviet  RPG-7V 
and  KPG-16?  Or,  will  they  be  more  heavily  arnorad?  Vhat  la  meant  by  tha 
RCMX 'a  ability  to  detect  "direct  threats"  on  pags  1-13T  Ara  there  any 
indirect  threats  that  thla  system  might  not  detect?  Is  this  system,  for 
example,  vulnerable  to  derailment  by  explosives  buried  near  the  trsck  and 
detonated  by  saboteurs  with  remote  control?  A  1941  Office  of  Technology 
Assessment  report  on  MX  basing  modes  states  that  rail-basing  would  lend 
itself  to  sebotage.  This  is  especially  troubling  with  respect  to  the 
increased  Soviet  presence  In  the  Veatern  Hemisphere,  our  permeable  borders, 
and  the  ability  of  the  Soviets  to  conduct  such  operations.  Hr.  Arthur  A. 
Zuehlke,  Jr.,  a  Defense  Intelligence  Agency  officer  In  the  Sovlet/Varssw  pact 
Division,  warns  in  a  NDtJ  Press  book  entitled  Special  Operations  in  U.S. 
Strategy i  "...why  rule  out  the  vulnerability  of  the  United  States  to  attack 
by  SpetVnax  forces?  There  are  many  very  good  targets  in  North  America  and 
they  are  generally  quite  vulnerable  to  assault  by  these  capable  spacial 
purpose  forces."  Vhat  is  your  analysis  of  the  threat  posed  to  this  system 
from  sabotage  and  what  is  tha  potential  for  thla  threat  to  increase  during 
the  projected  operational  life  of  this  system?  Do  you  foresee  any  additional 
security  measures  that  this  system  eight  require  in  response  to  an  increased 
threat  in  tha  future  and  how  night  this  affect  the  life  cycle  cost  of  this 
system? 

Are  Department  of  Energy  costs  for  producing  the  V87  warhead  Included  In  the 
procurement  costs  for  the  RCMX  program?  MX)  warheads  might  well  be  very 
expensive,  and  as  such,  this  cost  deserves  the  tex-payers'  attention  in  order 
to  fully  assess  the  economic  impact  of  deploying  this  system.  For  national 
security  reasons,  it  may  not  be  possible  for  you  to  divulge  thla  information, 
however  I  would  appreciate  a  bell  park  figure. 

Bow  auch  blast  overpressure  In  psl  will  the  RCMX  train  cars  be  able  to 
withstand?  "Aviation  Veek  and  Space  Technology’  has  reported  that  the  Defense 
Nuclear  Agency  has  conducted  "hardness"  tests.  I  an  interested  in  the  results 
of  those  tests  as  they  will  better  enable  the  public  to  determine  the  rail 
cars’  vulnerability  to  certain  natural  phenomena  and  to  determine  Its 
vulnerability  to  Soviet  nuclear  barrage  attacks. 

Vi th  rtgsrd  to  the  Soviets’  ability  to  wage  barrage  attacka,  vhat  is  the 
estimated  Intelligence  cycle  tine  for  the  Soviet  intelligence  gathering 
apparatus?  Soviet  national  technical  means  are  now  generally  considered 
Inferior  to  our  own,  is  there  a  reasonable  chance  that  they  might  improve 
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addition,  I  would  raquest  that  you  assess  the  problems  of  "public  intarface" 
that  might  arise  by  dispersal  of  the  RCMX  trains. 

Obviously,  some  of  the  issues  In  this  letter  explore  aspects  of  this  program 
that  are  either  polltlcel/strategic  In  nature  or  of  sensitive  classification, 
however,  since  this  E.l.S.  process  is  designed  for  you  to  be  able  to  hear 
public  concerns,  I  feel  free  to  discuss  with  you  openly  vhat  Is  on  my  mind. 

As  a  student  of  history  and  a  Smell  I CBM  supporter,  I  appreciate  the  need  for 
a  strong,  viable  defense.  To  this  end,  the  answers  you  provide  to  my 
questions  contribute  to  the  public  understanding  of  these  complex  Issues,  and 
thus  enable  us  to  make  the  intelligent  choices  that  will  keep  our  country 
strong. 


Thank  you  for  your  consideration  of  this  letter. 


■iUk  Rlchvood  Road 
Little  Rock,  Alt  72207 


cci  Honorable  Dale  Bumpers,  Unite**  States  Senate 


enough  lr  the  next  fifteen  years  to  increase  the  threat  to  the  RCMX  by 
enabling  their  nuclear  forces  to  receive  near  "real  time”  information  and 
then  to  r epldly  retarget?  "Jane’s  Defence  Weekly"  has  rsperred  that  the 
United  States  has  underway  a  Relocatable  Target  Capability  Program  (RTCP) 
designed  to  counter  mobile  Soviet  SS-2A  and  S5-25  ICBMs.  How  far  bahlnd  are 
the  Soviets  in  this  respect?  In  addition,  the  B-2  bomber  was  designed  to 
sttsck  mobile  targets--shouldn’ t  we  expect  that  the  Soviet  Blackjack  bomber 
to  do  the  same?  Vhat  threat  does  the  Blackjack  bomber  pose  to  the  RCMX  and 
are  there  any  atudles  that  advocate  RCMX  program- related  defenses  against 
this  bomber?  If  so,  could  you  estimate  the  possible  lapacta  of  such  systems 
under  consideration? 

I  would  now  like  to  discuss  in  somewhat  abbreviated  terms  the  Issues  that  1 
raised  with  you  and  your  panel  at  the  public  hearing  in  Jacksonville  on 
August  1.  I  shall  not  fully  develop  the  argument  that  I  made  before  you  as  I 
presume  it  will  appear  in  the  record.  Essentially,  1  asserted  that  the  RCMX 
would  be  vulnerable  to  a  surprise  "bolt  out  of  the  blue”  attack  and  would 
require  strategic  warning  in  order  to  attain  survivability.  You  agreed,  but 
added  that  our  NTH  vould  be  able  to  detect  Soviet  nuclear  force  generation 
and  that  this  vould  provide  the  needed  strategic  warning  for  tha  RCMX  to 
safely  disperse-  As  e  part  of  this  argument,  you  strongly  discountsd  the 
possibility  of  a  pre-emptive  strike  occurring  in  m*relaxed  world  political 
situation  or  from  an  ungenerated  force  posture.  Assuming  that  I  have  not 
misrepresented  your  comments,  I  shall  say  that  those  assertions  seem  to  me 
accurate  and  logical.  However,  they  don’t  explain  how  RCMX  will  participate 
actively  in  a  crisis  situation  and  they  take  certain  things  for  granted.  For 
example,  vhat  will  constitute  strategic  werning?  As  you  well  know  our  TRIAD 
readiness  is  very  high  while  the  Soviet's  virtual  DIAD  of  ICBMs  and  SLBHS  is 
on  the  low  side.  How  will  we  know  that  Soviet  force  generation  is  not  merely 
en  attempt  to  match  our  own?  Former  Secretary  of  Defense  Caspar  Valnbarget 
noted  in  his  2983  Annual  Report  to  Congress  that  we  cannot  assume  that  an 
enemy  "will  necessarily  do  us  the  favor  of  furnishing  warning  that  is 
unambiguous"  Considering  the  RGMX's  vulnerability  to  pre-emption,  there  will 
be  strong  pressure  to  "flush"  them.  Vho  will  have  the  authority  to  do  so? 

Vill  C-ln-C  SAC  be  able  to  "flush"  them  like  he  is  able  to  do  with  bombers 
under  a  "positive  control"  arrangement?  Bov  will  the  Soviets  react?  100 
Peacekeepers  could  take  e  huge  chunk  out  of  the  Soviet’s  nuclear  forces.  The 
Soviets  night  feel  pressured  to  take  advantage  of  the  "vlndov  of  opportunity" 
that  RGHX  would  present  during  the  early  hours  of  dispersal  befora  the 
"window"  closes.  Indeed,  the  1988  Soviet  Military  Power  says  that  "pre¬ 
emption"  is  the  Soviet's  "prefecred^option."  To  take  this  from  another 
perspective,  if  we  believe  that  the  Soviets  are  going  to  pre-empt  our 
Peacekeepers,  we  might  choose  the  pre-emption  options  of  our  own  contained  In 
our  S10P,  as  confirmed  by  former  Secretary  of  Defensa  Harold  Brown.  The 
bottom  line  ia  that  this  system  will  not  promote  crisis  stability — it  will 
produce  fear,  and  people  act  less  rationally  when  they  are  frightened.  Former 
Secretary  of  Defense  Robert  S.  McNaara,  vho  participated  in  the  Cuban  Missile 
Crisis  first-hand  has  cautioned,  "U.S.  and  USSR  reciprocal  faara  of  first- 
strike  vulnerability  persist.  They  are  real.  And,  in  s  crisis,  it  matters 
what  the  other  aide  bellevea--not  vhat  ia  objectively  true."  Vhat  la  your 
assessment  of  rail  garrison  Peacekeeper's  Impact  on  crisis  stability  in  tha 
future.  In  particular,  vill  "flushing”  tha  RCMX  missiles  during  a  crisis 
carry  any  significant  political  importance  and  is  It  possible  that  the 
Soviets  might  misinterpret  this  as  an  offensive  preparation  on  our  part?  In 
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IKTFXDKWtKTAL  BALLISTIC  AISSILL  HOOmiWlOH 

by  the  Ptincipal  Deputy  r*ai  ^«cu(uv  to  the  Pttscdtnt 

^UceSex  H,  /9S6  * 


7 ho.  Peesident  decided  today  to  ptoceed  with  full-scale  development  of  the 
small  intescontinsntal  ballistic  missile  and  to  bay  in  development  of  a  mob  Lit, 
tO.il  yastison  basiny  modt  fot  Peaceheeoes.  These  two  ptoysams  ase  an  inteysated 
par  hay*  to  modesnife  ICBA's.  Tht  dtc.it  ion  authosijes  teseasch  and  development 

only. 

lit  tesponse  to  conytessional  detection  to  conoidto  altesnate  basiny  modt*  and 
deployment  aseas  foe  Peacehespes,  tht  Pttsidtnt  ha*  decided  that  a  basiny  modt  6t 
developed  to  place  missiles  on  tailtoad  cat*  dutiny  peacetime  at  military  install¬ 
ations  asound  the  count  Ay.  Dutiny  time*  of  national  emexyency,  the  Peaceheepex 
missiles  could  be  moved  to  cla**  if  Led  location*. 

Tht  main  openatiny  boat  fo t  PeacthteptA  tail  yastison  would  be  at  F.C.  Hatton 
AFB ,  Hy,  whtet  theet  is  al  toady  a  tij table  investment  in  PeacthteptA  suppott 
facilities.  Qa  a  a  Lions  mould  be  located  at  F.L.  VaxAtn  AFB  and  at  othe*  Defense 
instllations  theouyhout  the  continental  United  States.  Aftes  considetiny  the 
altexnatives  fo*  satisfyiny  the  mil  itasy- sedated  tequittments,  the  P*tsident  has 
decided  that  the  candidate  installations  fo a  those  yattisons  should  include  10 
additional  Bis  Fotct  bases.  Infotmation  on  these  candidates  mill  be  ptovided 
in  the  neat  futute. 

The  Peesident  has  also  decided  to  develop  the  small  inteecontinental  ball¬ 
istic  missiles,  meiyhiny  apptaximatelp  }7,000  pounds  and  castyiny  a  sinyle  a tent  Ay 
vehicle,  in  hand  mobile  launch t as  in  two  basiny  modes.  These  modes  one  called 
hoed  mobile  launches  at  Ainuteman  facilities  and  hatd  mobile  launches  in  * andom 
movement. 

Tht  initial  opexatiny  capability  fot  the  small  IC3A  mould  be  achieved  in  /%? 
with  the  fitst  system*  positioned  at  Ainuteman  facilities  act  Aalsttom  AFB,  lit. 
Aftes  activation  of  the  missiles  in  Montana,  foil  me- on  systems  could  be  deployed 
at  othes  Ainuteman  facilities  at  F.6.  Hasten  AFB,  Hy  (with  locations  extend iny 
into  Aebtasha  and  Colotado),  and  (llswotth  AFB,  5  D.  Latex  missiles  could  be 
deployed  in  tandom  movement  on  Iosya  t tacts  of  yovesnment  land  located  in  the 
southmmstesn  pottion  of  the  count  ty.  This  could  involve  deployments  at  a  Texas- 
Hew  Aexico  complex  cansistiny  of  the  Luhe  Ala  Fotce  Panye  and  fuma  Ptoviny  <}tound. 
Holloman  AFB  and  the  luma  Ptoviny  Gtound  mould  tesve  as  main  o peso  tiny  bases  fot 
the  tespective  complexes. 

The  total  quantity  of  systems  to  be  ptoduced  and  the  extent  to  which  the 
missiles  ase  to  be  deployed  mill  be  dependent  upon  the  tife  of  the  Soviet  thteat 
and  ptoysess  teached  on  asm*  conttol  ayseements. 
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1  ini  tar  ion  of  MX  •ImUm  to  "pMMtl*  oparatlona."  Nor  don  the  196ft- 1989  QAA 
contain  lonyogw  Halting  deployment  and  oparatlon  of  M  aiaallas  to  "peacetime 
opwratlona."  In  1986-1989  QAA ,  the  Sanaa  of  Conyaoa  la  that  ovon  thouy  Pmda 
hav*  tit-  authorized  for  raaaareh  and  davalopaant,  both  of  tha  Mldgataan  and  tha  MX 
alaallaa,  thara  la  no  Cm  yoga  Iona  1  otmmltaant,  or  axproma  intan t  to  provlda  finds 
to  procxra  and  dap  Joy  althar. 


T>a  Praaldant,  In  hla  wrauicaait  ala-intarpratad  Conyaaalonai  Infant  ragard- 
lng  tXm  paaoatlaa  1 lai tatlona.  Aa  claarly  atatad  In  P.L.  96-94,  |  110  b] 1 ) ,  tha 
yopomod  daployaant  and  paaoatlaa  operation*  of  MX  alaallaa  raforrad  to  thoaa  to 
ba  deploy  ad  In  Mlrxitowmn  alloa  at  Warren  AFB,  MY.  Thara  la  no  alallar  aifceaqjant. 
Conyeaalonal  llal  tat  Ion  on  altamatlva  deployment. 

Tfm  Presidential  alalntarpratatlon  apavnad  anothar  ona,  whan  tha  Air  Fwoa 
iaauad  ita  Notice  of  Intent,  fatXTjary  26,  1966.  Part  of  that  Notice  read:  '•regard¬ 
ing  tha  propooad  daployaant  and  paacetloe  oparatlon"  of  tha  MX  In  tha  rail  gerrleon 
aoda.  The  Air  Faroe  authorization  for  ouch  a  atot  ament  can  only  ba  aacrlbad  to  the 


Aa  a  canaaquanoa  of  thoaa  two  Inaccurate  atataaanta,  caotiaany  at  the  acoplng 
w\d  OEIS  hoar  Inga  m  llaltad  to  tha  "poeeatlaa  oparatlona"  of  MX  daployaant.  Teat- 
loony  aapraaaad  ra^rdlng  potential  wartlaa  coo  waa  ailiaai#  antly  oxp.j-.gad  by  tha 
Air  Faroe  review  board.  Thua,  tha  yaotaat  anvlruraantel  conaaquanca  Imaginable, 
tha  potential  dootruction  of  the  planet  and  Ita  irhebltarta  waa  not,  mxi  will  not  ba 
conoidm-ad,  If  thia  alaconoaptlon  of  Conyaoalcnml  pxJ-poao  la  allowed  to  etand. 

Bofore  loouanee  of  an  FEIS,  tha  entire  'papar  trail*  ahowlng  the  atotutory, 
regulatory  or  judicial  foundation  far  Halting  dlaauaalon  of  MX  daployaant  In  tha 
rail  baaing  ac da,  la  a  nooeoalty.  IFilooe  the  authority  la  clearly  oatobl iahad,  with¬ 
out  a  'clouded  title’  tha  wrrtlra  proowaa  la  auapact.  If  tha  Air  Faroe  chooaaa  not 
to  aatabHah  tha  logel  authority  For  lapoalng  e  "paaoattaa  operation"  only  dlocxma- 
lon,  a-  chooaaa  to  Ignore  thla  line  of  Inquiry,  tha  entire  procaaa  la  object  to 


INTEQMATCD  PAfXAQC.  According  to  the  Praaldantlal  mono-ant. ,  full  ocela  develop 
aent  of  tha  aaall  I0»*  and  MX  daployaant  In  tha  rail  galloon  aoda  are  an  "integrated 
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PRESIDENTIAL  WHUCDCNT 

On  Oaco aber  tg ,  1906 ,  Praaldant  flaogon  wvuxncmd  that  ha  had  decided  to  prooaad 
with  full-ocala  davalopaant  of  tha  Mldgataan  aloe! la,  and  to  begin  davalopaant  of  a 
oobila,  rail  garrlaon  baaing  aoda  far  tha  MX  aloalla.  Tha  atwoaaint  oteted" 
"Theoe  two  | n  J  —a  are  an  integrated  package  to  aocfcmize  ICBMo.  The  daciaion 
author izoa  roaaarrh  and  davalopaant  only.'' 

Tha  amcn/ceant  contlnuoa  that  In  rawponaa  to  cangraaalonal  direction  to  con- 
aidar  eltemat#  baaing  oodaa  tha  Praaldant  haa  decided  on  e  rail  baaing  aoda  "<*j-lng 
paacetloe"  at  ailltory  1  natal  let  Iona  orotnd  tha  country . 

The  teat  paroyoph  of  tha  arnurcaafit  aoya:  "The  total  quantity  of  ayataaa  to 
ba  yoducad  and  tha  extant  to  which  tha  alaallaa  ora  to  ba  deployed  will  ba  depend¬ 
ent  upon  tha  alza  of  tha  Soviet  throat  and  proyM*  noochod  on  area  control 


Tha  QAA  for  1964,  J  110  b)i)  atatad  that  tha  Secretary  of  tha  Air  Force  waa  to 
proper*  "a  full  draft  and  anvironagntai  1  op act  ate  to —nt.  In  accordance  with  all 
taraa,  canditlona,  and  roqulronanta  of  tha  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  Of  1969 
(42  U.5.C.  4321  at  aaq. )  on  tha  propooad  daployaant  ox!  paaoatlaa  oparatlona  of  MX 
alaallaa  in  tha  M  inert  eg  w  alloa  raforrad  to  In  a^aactlon  a}." 

It  ahould  ba  noted  that  tha  aondata  of  thla  aoctlan  rafera  to  the  propooad 
daployaant  and  paaatiaa  operation  of  MX  alaallaa  In  wlrvrLaaari  alloa,  not  to  any  other 
baaing  aoda.  In  the  QAA  for  FY  1966,  Con^eoa  axprooaly  atatad  "Tha  lubor  pf  MX 
alaallaa  deployed  at  any  tioa  In  aviating  Mlnutaaan  alloa  aay  not  exceed  SO.”  (P.L. 
99-145  S  141,  b)1). 

In  the  aama  QAA ,  Congraaa  ferthar  1 laltod  daployaant  and  baaing  of  MX  alaallaa 
to  prooe-onent  of  alaallaa  nooaooary  for  tha  teat  pr-oy aa  and  aloalla  ralloplllty 
taatlng  pr-oyon,  unlaaa  a  baaing  node  other  than  aviating  Mlryttaaan  alloa  waa 
apacifieally  author lz ad  by  auboaquont  lagialatlan.  Tha  QAA  for  FY  1966  did  not 
reatrict  other  node*  of  daployaant  to  "paacatiao  oparatlona. " 

In  tha  QAA  for  FY  1967,  J  232,  I  CBM  MOQEIW12ATION ,  thara  la  no  daployaant 
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package  to  oodernlza  IC»4e."  If  tha  two  I  CBM  ayateao  ms  Indeed  an  Intoyatad  peck- 
tga,  thara  la  a  praaemptlan  that  davalopaant  of  both  goaa  forward  togathm-,  and  that 
tha  davalopaant  of  one  haa  an  lapect  on  the  other. 

Coaaaonly  accepted  daflnitlana  of  '  In  toy  ate'  are: 

1)  to  make  whole  or  coop  late  by  adding  or  bringing  togathm*  porta; 

2)  to  put  or  bring  (portal  togathar  Into  a  m»la,  to  mlfy. 

Sinoa  no  other  definition  of  lntoyetad  waa  ueod  In  tfm  Praaldantlal  amocnoa- 
amnt  it  auat  be  gg quoad  that  tha  coamonly  ecoaptad  definition  waa  Intended. 

Lhfortermtaly ,  tha  DEIS  doom  not  dlaruaa  tha  lntay*atad  lapacta  of  both  ICB< 
davalopamita.  IP  tha  two  proyama  derive  their  legitimacy  froa  the  Praaldantlal 
amomemnant  then  OLZ-ely  all  aopocte  of  that  anm.ncia— nt  auat  be  ac^amod  to,  Tha 
fact  that  thoaa  two  oyataaw  are  an  lntoyatod  padcage  la  fiz-thar  borne  out  by  S  1231 
of  the  QAA  for  1964  whore 'n  Congraaa  reatrlctad  deploy  want  of  MX  alaallaa  ytil  tha 
Sooratory  of  Oofanoa  had  fulfilled  omtaln  raquiraamnta  ragmtilng  davalopaant  of  tha 


Again  In  tha  QAA  for  1967  the  lntoyetad  netiz-o  of  tha  two  ayeta 
confirmed  In  f  232  aharoin  tha  Secretory  of  QaPonae  woe  rotvlred  to  a 
wont  to  Conyoea  regarding  tha  oamll  I  CBM  and  tha  oa  looted  opt  1  ona  f< 
baaing  oodaa  for  tha  MX  aloalla. 


A  reading  of  both  the  Praaldantlal  mnorcaant  and  appraprlatlona  loglelotlsn 
laavoa  little  doubt  that  both  tha  Executive  and  Lagialatl vo  broncho*  regarded  both 
ayataaa  aa  having  a  relotlonmilp  to  each  other.  Nor  dome  thla  relatlonmilp  axlat  In 
a  vacua .  There  la  a  autual  lapect  of  tha  ayataaa,  one  ipon  the  other,  there  le  an 
an  hi  irgg  it  al  lap  act  produced  by  each  ayetae,  and  thm*a  le  a  coatoined  any  If  n  aortal 
1 mpoct  produced  by  both  ayateee. 

To  dl«*ogard  entirely  the  anvlronoental  Impact  of  the  aeell  I  CBN  in  thla  DEIS, 
la  to  dlaregard  both  the  Praaldantlal  and  Corgraaaloral  findinga  rageroing  the  two 
ayataaa.  If  they  are  truly  regarded  ae  lntoyetad  ayataaa,  avary  aapact  of  thoaa 
ayataaa  oust  ba  analyzed.  Including  their  joint  otv  1  r oromnta  1  lipocta.  A  QEI9  that 
atopa  abort  of  providing  auch>  lnforaatlon  haa  olao  Pollan  abort  of  Ita  prlom*y 
goal;  l.a.  to  infora. 
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Tbs  Presidential  gMtfW—it  also  vested  thet  total  Quantity  of  systems  to 
ba  proAmed  and  employed  Muld  ba  ^mndwrt  on  the  size  of  thm  Sovlat  throat  and 
uruLTaaa  raarfiarl  on  araa  control  atraaaanta.  In  racant  months  an  If^  treaty  haa  baan 
ratiflad  vith  tha  Sovlat  Union,  Praalcfent  Haagan  haa  daclwad  hiaaalf  a  paraonal 
frland  of  tha  Sovlat  Oanaral  Bacratay,  alth  a  ocnaaqt ant,  dimnltion  of  tha  "Sovlat 
thraat,"  nona  of  *iioh  haa  baan  raflactad  In  tha  OEIB. 

Tha  quantity  to  ba  pradr ad  and  daployad  haa  not  bscn  nadUBad  by  ona  aioalla,  aa 
aaply  llluatratad  by  tha  Altmrwtiva  fropoaal ,  ahloh  aaoalataa  tha  ruOar  of  W. 
aiaallao  to  ba  daployad  In  tha  rail  garrlaon  aocte,  by  100*.  If  tha  Air  Foroa  la 
using  tha  PresiMritlal  amn rceeant  of  Oaoaafr^-  IS,  1986  aa  lta  authority  for 
advancing  tha  rail  garrlaon  aoda,  It  auat  oonaldar  tha  <hola  amoLrc— rit ,  not  aa  In 
a  Mil,  picking  and  ohooalng  only  tha  ltaoa  tdiioh  appaol  to  it. 

In  ataaaary  far  thla  part:  Tha  Air  Fares  ragdrawnt  that  taatlaony  on  tha  MX 
EIS  ba  raatrlctad  to  lta  paacatlaa  daployaant  ad  operation  haa  no  lagal  authority. 


Hhila  tha  OAA  for  FT  1964  did  contain  auch  la 


,  a  haary  ant.  OAAa  dalatad  acch 


la^jaga .  Tha  Praa  1  dart  1  a  1  tmwtaant  to  davalop  tha  aaall  ICSM  and  MX  rail 
garrlaon  baaing  declared  tha  tao  an  intagratad  package,  yat  tha  CC1S  falla  or 
nagalacta  to  aantlon  potarttial  lapacta  raaultlng  from  auch  an  Intayatad  prog~aa. 

Tha  Presidential  amounoaaant  alao  atataa  that  tha  total  quantity  of  systems  to 
ba  prodjcad  mmm  dapandant  ^pori  tha  size  of  tha  Sovlat  thraat  and  process  raachad  on 
araa  controls  ay aaaanta .  Tha  DEIS  lgnoraa  tha  iaprovad  ralatlona  alth  tha  Sovlat 
Union,  ratification  of  tha  Iff  traaty  and  tha  dialnlahad  thraat. 

In  lta  Not  lea  of  Intant,  p^fcllahad  In  tha  Federal  Hagiatar  February  SB,  1968, 
tha  Air  Forca  citaa  tha  Praaidantlal  araomc—nt.  aa  lta  authority  to  prnoaad  alth 
acoplng  hoar  Inga  and  prapara  an  EIS  for  tha  rail  garrlaon  daployaant  aoda.  In 
pceeuence  of  lta  objactivsa  undar  tha  Praaidantlal  ami  ncaaa  it ,  tha  Air  Forca  la 
abllgatad  Co  obssrvs  mil  eot^ormntm  contained  tharain. 


By  raatrioting  taatlaony  to  anvlronaantal  lapacta  of  paaoatiaa  daployaant  and 
operations,  tha  fEPA  procaaa  and  daaocracy  hava  baan  111-aar-vad.  Oaaocratic  procaas 
doaa  not  raly  on  partial  inforaatlon  to  fulfill  lta  vital  functions.  Full  dlacloaura 
of  facta,  favorabla  or  datriaantal,  la  fundamental  to  tha  procaaa.  Any  thing  laaa  is 
a  ahn ,  daaignad  to  aarva  rmrrov  asctarlan  lntarasta  only. 
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The  two  statements  above,  while  not  diametrically  opposed,  are  In  conflict.  If 
the  health  effects  of  low  doses  of  radiation  cannot  be  aeasured  accurately,  how  can 
it  be  assumed  that  there  is  is  a  very  ana  11  possibility  of  an  exposed  person  develop¬ 
ing  cancer?  What  is  the  scientific  basis  for  the  latter  statement  -  What  epidem¬ 
iological  studies,  if  any  have  led  to  the  latter  conclusion? 

pp  S-46,  5-2:  "If  radioactive  materials  vere  dispersed,  the  public  would  be  Kept  at 
a  safe  distance  and  all  contaminated  areas  would  be  treated  to  comply  with  EPA  clean¬ 
up  standards." 

First,  what  is  a  safe  distance?  How  determined,  what  criteria  are  used,  and  by 
whom?  Itfiat  of  dispersal  of  radioactive  materials  in  an  area  not  readily  accesible 
to  DOD  and  EPA  ’contingency  teams •? 

Second,  the  statement  assumes  at  least  two  conditions  which  may  not  exist: 
a)  the  dispersal  of  radioactive  materials  either  in  garrison,  or  in  an  area  readily 
accessible:  b)  that  the  dispersal  would  be  confined  to  soil  contamination,  hence  not 
mobile.  The  statement  seems  to  preclude  water  or  air  borne  dispersal.  Within  the 
last  two  years,  a  truck  carrying  nuclear  fuel  rods  bound  for  Hanford,  went  over  the 
side  of  a  bridge  into  the  Snake  River.  Fortunately  the  rods  were  not  irradiated. 


The  optimism  described  In  the  DEIS  is  not  substantiated  by  data  or  documents. 
Rather  it  seems  to  be  a  pollyanna  view  of  technological  infallibility,  but  people 
living  over  150  miles  from  Hanford  are  today  living  with  diseases  induced  by  disper¬ 
sal  of  airborne  rad Inactive  releases  from  Hanford  reactors  in  the  1940s  and  1950s. 
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SAFETY  CONSIDERATIONS 

p.5.0.  There  la  a  statement  In  1  2  that  the  mater iaia  in  the  KX  missile  would 
ispoee  a  ssall  health  risk  to  thoee  axpoeed  on  a  daily  basis,  or  to  the  public.  As 
to  the  public,  the  statement  Is  probably  accurate.  Aa  to  the  missile  crew,  accurate 
or  Inaccurate,  since  a  definitive  answer  haa  not  yet  been  foind. 

The  Mall  risk  predicted  in  tha  DEIS  haa  no  scientific  basis,  and  may  be 
compared  to  advice  given  American  aervlcisn  entering  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki  for 
cleanup  duty,  that  there  was  no  risk.  Many  of  thoee  'atomic  veterans'  have  or  are 
suffering  fra  leukmnla,  myeloma,  cancers  and  other  diseases,  as  a  direct  result  of 
of  exposure  to  radiation.  Induced  by  official  mlsstatmmnts  of  fact. 


Tha  veterans  of  attmlc  testa  in  the  Pacific,  the  natives  of  Bikini  and  Rongalsp 
vere  alao  told,  by  U.s.  military  officers,  the  risk  was  either  negligible  or  slight. 
They  too  now  suffer  fr<m  thyroid  diseases,  multiple  myelcBs,  cancer,  leukemia  — 
all  caused  by  radiation  from  United  States  nuclear  weapons  testing. 

It  is  the  business  of  salespeople  to  emphasize  beneficial  aspects  of  the  product 
they  are  attempting  to  sell,  and  to  downplay  the  adverse  prospects.  The  DEIS  has 
fulfilled  the  salesperson's  role  consistently  by  semolngly  presenting  a  wealth  of 
information,  which  in  reality,  does  not  fully  Inform. 

p.5-21 ,  S  5. 3. 1.5  CONSEQUENCES  states:  'Estimates  of  the  consequences  of  radiation 
exposure  are  less  precise  than  for  the  consequences  of  fire  and  explosion  for 
exaiyile,  because  the  health  effects  of  low  doses  of  radiation  cannot  be  measured 
accurately . " 

"Cne  himan  health  effect  of  low  doses  of  ionizing  radiation  la  the  very  small 
possibility  that  an  exposed  person  may  develop  cancer." 
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9  5.1.2  and  9  5.1.6  address  the  question  of  sabotage  slightly,  leaving  more  questions 
unanswered  than  otherwise:  e.g.  in  9  5.1.2  the  DEIS  la  careful  to  narrate  the 
requirements  of  security  clearance,  drug  testing,  medical  and  psychological  screen in* 
but  neglect  to  list  the  nimber  of  personnel  treated  for  drug  or  almhol  related 
causes  over  a  given  period  of  time.  Request  is  hereby  made  that  these  figures  be 
sent  to  each  testifier  or  camentator,  prior  to  publication  of  the  FEIS. 


9  5.1.6  lists  scam  of  the  measures  that  will  be  taker  to  deny  unauthorized 
access  to  the  MX  missile  system  and  train.  Most  of  these  measures  iem  to  be  ideal 
for  in  garrlaon  use,  but  may  not  be  effective  en  route.  Che  can  iMglne  many 
scenarios,  including  the  use  of  kamikaze  forces  that  could  pierce  all  the  security 
systems  listed  in  the  DEIS. 

The  last  sentence  on  p.  5-6  says  In  part:  "Even  in  the  event  of  a  successful 
attack  on  the  system,  no  iapacts  worse  than  thoee  described  in  Section  5.4  ...  are 
expected."  Turning  to  9  5.4,  here  are  seme  of  the  iifmcts  that  can  be  expected 
from  a  variety  of  fuels,  both  solid  and  liquid,  missile  propellants  or  train  fuel, 
chemicals,  vapors  and  other  sources: 

severe  injuries  loss  of  life 

flying  debris  secondary  fires 

possible  groundwater  contamination 

total  collapse  of  light  structures 

major  damage  to  heavy  structures 

flying  glas6  causing  possible  human  Injury 

diziness,  nausea,  vomiting,  fevers 

irritation  of  eyes,  nose,  throat  and  (p.5-29) 

possibility  of  fire  igniting  the  missile  stages 

lung  hMorrhages  third  degree  bums 

ejection  of  Intact  RVs  (aka  debris) 

a  alight  possibility  of  rupturing  the  RVs 

at  6  miles  -  no  Ilfs  threatening  effects  (not  clear  if  this  also  applies 
to  the  very  young,  the  elderly,  those  afflicted  with  respiratory  diseases 
and  those  chronically  ill) 

vegetative  spotting  acidification  of  surface  water  supplies 
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possible  production  of  acid  rain  local  dasmge  (imdeflned  in  text) 

irritation  of  ay**,  throat  A  skin  groundwater  contamination  by  fuala 

groundwater  contamination  by  firefighting  ctumicals  (what  chMlcals?) 

possible  contamination  of  acquirers 

Ucmcts  on  natural  vmgetatlon  plant  mortality 

burning  sensation  In  eyes,  throat,  l  akin  of  animals 

deposits  of  hydrochloric  fc  nitrous  acid*  on  acquatlc  biota 

hmin  mein  irritation  M«  aqueous  solutions  tcoclc  to  biota 

chmalcai  rsactians  with  aqueous  solutions 

percolation  of  MW  into  the  soil  possible  removal  of  top  soil 
kill  or  seriously  damage  vegetation 

resulting  fires  would  kill  grasses,  herbs,  shrubs,  mail  trees,  bum  large 
tree  trunks  and  the  lower  branches  of  large  trees 

animals  -  burning  of  eyes,  skin  &  respiratory  tract,  possible  systemic  effects 
Hirnmn  Health  Effects  -  possible  eye  damage 

respiratory  tract  irtf lama t ion  MW  absorption  through  skin  or  inhaled 

may  cause  syatmaic  effects  whether  ingested  or  inhaled 

systemic  effects  involve  the  central  nervous  system 

can  cause  tremors  or  convulsions 

sever*  local  bums  dermatitis 

liver  and  kidney  damage  at  close  range  or  pulmonary  edema  with  a  potential 
mortality  rate  as  high  as  50* 

Consequences  of  an  MW  explosion 

the  vapor  can  detonate,  which  would  inmdiately  detonate  solid  propellants 
possibly  cause  the  nitrogen  tetroxlde  tank  to  break  which  would  result  in  a 
fire  of  the  solid  stages 

The  list  of  consequences,  potential  and  actual,  goes  on,  but  as  can  be  readily 
seen  does  not  involve  anything  more  serious  than  human  and  animal  mortality,  injury, 
environmental  contamination  to  the  air;  to  the  land  and  water  and  biota  of  both. 
Whenever  and  wherever  damage,  of  whatever  kind,  by  whatever  name  would  occur,  there, 
at  that  spot  and  in  that  1 Mediate  vicinity,  an  environmental  i apact  detrimental  to 
to  the  earth,  the  air,  the  water,  to  animals  and  vegetation,  and  to  humans  would 
occur.  The  consequences  of  such  damage  would  vary  according  to  a  number  of  factors, 
but  there  can  be  no  question  that  harm  would  occur. 


In  these  two  sections  the  Air  Pores  is  quite  careful  not  to  mention  potential 
radiation  release*.  Elsewhere  (pp  5-8  and  5-9)  the  DEIS  uses  Identical  language 
In  two  consecutive  paragraphs  to  state  that  there  is  a  very  rMote  possibility  of 
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Ons  exa^>ls  should  sufrics  to  make  the  point.  Ch  p.  5-11  is  this  statement! 

“In  the  highly  1 probable  instance  of  a  side  collision,  it  is  possible  that 
sufficient  forces  might  be  present  to  crests  a  potential  for  ignition,  explosion  or 
detonation.  The  very  small  probability  of  such  an  event  is  taken  into  account  in  the 
analysis  of  potential  hazardous  material  releases." 


a  mishap  causing  s  release  of  hazardous  materials  during  rail  operation*.  Nowhere 
in  the  DEIS  is  s  statement  that  hazardous)  i.e.  radiometiv*  materials  could  not  be 
released  as  s  result  of  sabotage  or  terrorist  activity. 


Sabotage  or  terrorist  attack  in  the  vicinity  of  s  railroad  crossly,  (see  Kail- 
road  Incidents  p.  5-7)  could  Involve  involve  a  side  collision  involving  s  vehicle 
loaded  with  explosives  (recall  Lebanon  and  the  Marine  barracks),  having  sufficient 
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Despite  bland  assurances  to  the  contrary,  no  system  is  fool  proof,  and  human 
beings  are  not  infallible.  What  one  can  devise,  another  can  defeat.  There  is  no 
assurance  whatsoever  that  the  Air  Force,  separately,  or  in  conjunction  with  the  other 
armed  services  can  insure  the  integrity  of  the  100,000  miles  of  track*  necessary  to 
operate  this  system.  There  is  no  assurance  that  the  Armed  Forces  of  the  United 
States  is  capable  of  maintaining  the  integrity  of  every  bridge,  culvert,  treetle  or 
other  structure  over  which  these  trains  must  pass. 


explosive  force  to  rupture  both  the  RVs  and  the  missile.  Given  the  amount  of  weapons 
grade  nuclear  material  unaccounted  for  at  Hanford  and  other  production  facilities  it 
is  not  inconceivable  these  trains  could  be  attacked  by  a  nuclear  weapon,  fired  or 
launched  outside  the  area  of  electronic  surveillance. 
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The  point  of  greatest  vulnerability  for  the  trains  and  for  the  whole  system 
would  seem  to  be  at  the  Junction  where  trains  exit  their  garrisons  onto  the  main 
rail  lines.  Should  sabotage  or  a  terrorist  attack  occur  at  that  point  could  the 
system  be  used?  A  few  sticks  of  dynamite  there,  or  anyplace  along  the  tracks  would 
defeat  the  purpose  of  the  mobile  system.  Track  repair  would  not  be  Instantaneous, 
and  in  the  event  of  multiple  coordinated  breaks  could  render  the  tracks  unusable  for 
both  military  and  coemerciai  trains.  The  gains  are  not  cosmensurate  with  the  risks. 
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REFERBICED  DOCUMOfTS 
FROM  THE  MX  DEIS  OF  1988 

■The  DOE  la  responsible  for  manufacturing,  transporting,  and  deocemissionlng 
weapons  ctm^jonents  using  radioactive  materials  when  they  are  outside  of  00D  control. 
Therefore,  potential  impacts  from  these  activities  are  not  discussed  further  in  this 
doctmwnt.  Seme  documents  that  cover  the  environmental  lspacts  of  these  activities 
include! 

Final  Qivlrow»ntal  I^mct  Statement,  Pantex  Plant  Site,  Amarillo,  Tx.,  DOE,  1983 
which  covers  nuclear  weapons  assembly ,  stockpile  monitoring,  maintenance, 
modification,  retirement  (dlsaaaafcly) ,  and  final  disposition  of  components! 

PE’S,  Rocky  Plant  Site,  Golden,  Co.,  NRC,  1980,  which  assesses  the  imparts  of  mishaps 

associated  with  nuclear  weapons  production  and  stockpiling,  radioactive  effluent 

released  into  the  environment,  and  actions  aesociated  with  plutcniimi-ccrtamlnated 

sol l  cleanup;  j 

FE1S  on  the  transportation  of  Radioactive  Material  by  Air  and  Other  Modes,  NRC,  1977. 

Draft  Ehvirormental  Analysis  on  the  Transportation  of  Radionuclides  in  Urban 
Environs,  NRC,  I960; 

Shipping  Container  Response  to  Severe  Hiqhway  and  Railway  Accidents,  NRC,  1967. 

The  final  three  documents  address  the  risks  associated  with  transportation  of  radio¬ 
active  materials  and  associated  concerns."  p.  5-2. 

Military  Standard  1574  A,  System  Safety  Program  for  specs  and  Missile  System*,  p.5-2. 

Integrated  System  Safety  Program  for  tn*  MX  Weapon  System  (Space  and  Missile  Systems 
Organization  STD- 79-1;  p.5-2. 

Air  Explosive  Safety  Standards;  Air  Force  Regulation  127-100;  p.  5-3. 
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Air  Force  Regulation  122-3,  Air  Force  Nuclear  Sarety  Certification  Program;  p.  5-3. 

DOD  Directive  3150.2,  Safety  Studies  and  Reviews  of  Nuclear  Weapon  Systems; 

Air  Force  Regulations  122-3  and  122-9,  Nuclear  Surety  Design  Certification  Program 
for  Nuclear  Weapon  System  Software  and  Firmware;  p.  5-3 

Air  Force  Regulations  122-9  and  122-10,  Safety  Design  and  Evaluation  Criteria  for 

Nuclear  Weapons  Systems;  p.  5-3.  | 

Air  Force  Explosives  Safety  Standards  (Air  Force  Regulation  127-100);  p.  5-3 

Since  all  of  the  above  captioned  docqpwnts  are  referenced  only  in  the  DEIS,  I 

request  is  hereby  officially  made  that  the  Air  Force  supply  each  and  every  doewnt 
to  all  persons  who  have  testified,  to  those  who  have  requested  a  copy  of  either  the  I 

DEIS  or  the  FEIS,  to  all  organizations  similarly  situated,  and  that  the  current 
NEPA  process  be  suspended  until  the  documents  have  been  distributed,  and  each  person 
concerned  have  had  a  mlnimwi  of  at  least  60  days  to  peruee,  digest  and  cxmmmnt  on 
these  docxmwnts  insofar  as  they  relate  to  the  DEIS,  and  the  entire  NEPA  process. 

Request  is  also  mads  that  because  this  material  was  not  available  at  the  start 
of  this  process,  that  the  whole  process  be  reinitiated,  from  the  Notice  of  Intent  on. 

It  should  be  noted  that  non*  of  these  documents  were  available  through  the  Repository 
library  aystem.  Request  is  also  made  for  all  other  doctmmnta,  rules  and  regulations 
referred  to  In  Chapter  5  of  th#  DEIS  "Safety  Considerations.”  Without  access  to  all 
of  the  doctmmnts  in  this  chapter ,  the  DEIS  is  vague,  confusing  and  incomplete. 

13*  statement  on  p.  5-2  that  the  DOE  is  responsible  for  associated  aspects  of 
nuclear  materials,  prior  to  legal  acquisition  by  DOD  or  the  Air  Force,  does  not 
relieve  either  entity  of  its  responsibility  to  Inform  th*  public  In  an  EIS,  nor  of 
the  responsibility  to  discuss  those  aspects  with  a  potentially  adverse  l^pect. 

References  to  documents  unobtainable  locally  and  within  the  short  time  frame 
allovea  loss  not  relieve  the  Air  Force  of  its  responsibility  to  either  provide  these 
documents,  or  to  make  a  bena  fide  effort  to  make  them  available  to  the  public. 

No  such  attempt  was  mad*  to  provide  the  public  with  thase  documents  essential  to 
understanding.  The  Air  Force  has  not  made  a  good  faith  effort  to  discharge  its 
obligation. 
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SOCIOBCONCKIC  OTACTS  Fairchild  AFB 

Tabic  4.6-1,  p.4.6-3.  Annual  Direct  &*>loymart  for  KX  Rail  Carriaor  Program 
by  calendar  year  —  full  tine  equivalent  jot* 

COM9fT>  The  table  is  arranged  no  that  figures  in  the  roliai  can  be  added,  vith  the 
total  shewn  below.  The  table  does  not  state  whether  the  mater  of  direct  jot*  is  for 
the  MI. 

Table  4.6. 1-1.  'Selected  Socloeconcmic  Indicators'  shows  the  ROI  &*>Ioyment  (Jobe) 
for  the  proposed  action,  but  not  for  the  alternative.  In  this  table  only  the  annual 
■Direct  Jobe"  figures  are  related  to  table  4.6-1  (p.4.6-3),  but  since  they  are 
exactly  the  same  as  the  totals  shown  for  that  table,  they  oust  be  for  the  ROI. 

While  the  text  (pp.  4.6-8,  4.6-10)  and  table  4. 6. 1-1  show  a  Multitude  of  figures 
relating  to  jobs,  there  is  no  data  or  docuaentatlon  to  substantiate  those  figures. 

Nor  is  there  any  indication  that  these  are  new  jot*  created  by  the  proposed  action, 
rather  than  existing  jobs  and  employees  presently  working  at  other  locations. 

In  table  4. 6. 1-1  the  total  of  the  column  figures  is  at  the  top,  but  all  figures 
listed  in  the  column  are  not  to  be  added  into  the  total,  unlike  table  4.5.1.  Why  the 
change  In  Methodology  in  two  consecutive  tables? 

In  Table  4. 6. 1-1,  using  the  1990  figures,  it  appears  there  will  be  a  total  of 
228  program  related  jobs,  only  73  of  which  are  direct  Jobe,  67  of  those  civilian 
jobs,  6  Military.  The  table  shows  155  secondary  jobs,  offering  no  explanation  as  to 
what  type  of  jobs,  union  jobs,  minimum  wage  jobs,  part  time  jobs.  Only  the  job 
lumbers  and  total  program  related  spending  is  shown.  Without  clarifying  information 
these  figurss  ars  meaningless  and  uninformative  to  the  public  trying  to  analyze  the 
DEIS. 

Again  using  figures  from  Table  4. 6. 1-1,  the  year  1991  shows  a  total  of  954 
program  related  jobs  only  370  of  which  are  direct  jobs,  the  remaining  584  being 
secondary  ones.  The  text  shows  the  proposed  action  would  generate  personal  income  of 
$23,000,000,  but  does  not  state  whether  this  would  be  a  direct  result  of  the  proposed 
action,  or  the  ’rollover’  effect  on  the  econcmy. 
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Part  of  the  difficulty  of  analyzing  these  figures  Is  a  lack  of  figures  showing 
estimated  construction  and  labor  costs  during  the  construction  period,  with  a  break¬ 
down  of  military  and  civilian  labor  costs.  Without  these  figures  the  socioeconomic 
ia*»cts  are  difficult  to  predict. 

In  1990  and  1991  the  secondary  Jobs  are  disproportionate  to  the  direct  jobs, 
shrinking  however  in  1992  and  1993.  Had  the  same  proportions  held  constant,  second¬ 
ary  jobs  in  1992  would  have  been  1076^,  and  089.65  in  1993  and  beyond.  No 
explanation  is  offered  as  to  the  proportional  and  actual  decreases  in  secondary  jot* 
in  199 2  and  1993. 

Of  interest  is  that  as  military  jobs  increase,  the  average  per  capita  income 
decreases  falling  almost  $6,000  per  annum  from  1990  to  1993.  This  impact  receives 
no  mention  in  the  DEIS: 

1990  $  5,743,000  divided  by  228  total  jobs  =  $25,188.59  average  per  annum  income 

1991  23,000,000  "  -  954  "  "  *  «  24,109.01  "  «  *  * 

1992  17,764,000  '  "  851  "  -  -  *  20,874.26  ' 

1993  12,020,000  '  •  619  ■  ■  •  «  19,418.41  ■ 

Little  mention  is  given  to  unemployment,  and  no  mention  of  mitigation  measures. 
As  shown  in  Table  4. 6. 1-1,  civilian  jot*  would  rise  from  67  in  1990  to  259  in  1991 
then  decrease  by  110  jot*  in  1992  with  a  further  decrease  of  86  in  1993,  a  total 
increase  in  unemployment  of  196.  240  secondary  jobs  would  be  eliminated,  according 

to  the  Table,  in  1992,  plus  another  144  jobs  in  1993  for  a  total  or  384  secondary 
jobs  eliminated.  While  the  number  of  persons  unaoployed  by  layoffs  (580)  would  be  a 
small  percentage  of  the  ROI  woik  force,  they  would  constitute  over  60*  of  the  peak 
time  jobs. 

The  DEIS  neglects  to  address  itself  to  what  measures  the  A  F  would  undertake 
to  assure  all  laid  off  workers  of  unemployment  benefits,  for  what  period  of  time 
benefits  would  apply,  what  rights  unemployed  workers  would  have,  and  appeal  process, 
if  any.  Construction  of  the  MX  rail  garrison  at  Fairchild  AFB  would  create  a  small 
’bocm  and  bust’  cycle,  with  no  assurance  whatsoever  that  those  in  the  lowest  economic 
strata  would  have  their  ongoing  needs  met  when  the  cycle  ended. 
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MJCLEAN  ACCIDENTS 


major  Incidents  Involving  nuclear  warheads  where  there  le  a  elyilf icm-it  damage 
to  the  eertmed  or  actual  detonation  of  the  hl^>  explosive  trigger  are  celled  broken 
arrow  by  the  U  S  Qepm-tment  of  Oaf ansa. 

Public  Information  about  eueh  Incident  ia  ...  lnocaplete,  the  Oaf  arms  Department 
normally  eitholde  Inf  creation  uni  see  It  ie  foroed  to  raleeee  it  by  public  irmari  or 
*1 an  ie  bacomee  obvious  that  not  releamjng  Jnfermetion  le  more  damaging  to  tha  govern 
writ  than  making  it  public. 

"Since  the  location  of  a  rxmlear  weapon  le  clewlfled  information,  it  la  a 
Department  of  Oafenme  policy  normally  neither  to  conform  nor  deny  the  prwenoe  of 
nuclear  eaapone  at  any  pert  leu'  r  place."  (Narrative  Sterner  iw  of  Accident  a  involv¬ 
ing  UB  Nuclear  Weapons,  iWO-1900:  ODD  new  releaw,  1961) 

Tltm>  It  el  eel  lee  era  Intercontinental  ball  let  1c  aiwilw  that  formed  the  entire 

U  S  lend  bwed  strategic  alwlle  force  in  the  elxtlw .  Each  mlwile  ie 

equipped  eith  e  nine  mage  ton  thermenuc ) ear  ft  mad. 


'  19,  1960  a  violent  explosion  rant  tha  Titan  II  mlwile 
m.  There  ew  a  tremendous  elnd  blwt  and  fireball.  Large 
i  f  ea  into  the  aky  w  the  force  blew  off  the  740  ton  silo  cover.  The 
eilo  and  mlwile  ears  destroyed  --  tha  nine  wgaton  nuclear  aarhemd  fall  to  the 
(Tothd  mow  200  yarcta  from  the  el !o."  (It  did  not  detonate) 

Othmr  event*  Involving  emrhaarta  accidentally  d-opped  from  airplanes  or  involved 
In  creahw  support  the  position  that  the  safety  dev  low  and  Interlocks  that  prevent 
effective. 
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According  to  000  early  nuclei  weapons  Included  "e  capsule  of  rxjclem-  meter! 
which  wee  kept  separate  from  the  ewpon  Itself,  for  wfety  purposes,  "during  sow' 
operations, "  presumably  whan  wwwponw  ware  being  transported  or  stored.  Bo  long  i 
the  capsule  le  eeparete  from  the  ewpon  there  le  no  poewlbl 1 ity  of  detonating  e 
nuclear  explosion,  although  the  hlch  explosive  charge  required  to  trigger  1 
oan  be,  and  Indeed  hme  bean,  detonated  accidental ly . 

I  There  ia  a  serious  powlbi  1  ity  of  hazardous  plutonium  contamination  if  the 

nuelew  materiel  sere  Involved  In  an  exploeion  or  fire. 


In  letar  weapons  designs  the  Defense  Oepvtmenl  dow  not  include  the 
capsule  of  nucleer  eater  1  elm,  w  It  le  believed  that  sufficiently  iaproved 
wfety  devlow  have  ba 


To  datonete  a  full  ylald  nuclear  axploelon,  a  ewyett  of  aventa  wumt  occur 
precise  timing.  It  ie  extremely  unlikely  that  the  exact  combination  of  events 
required  would  -eeul t  from  an  airplane  crash,  axploelon,  or  fire,  althoueF'  a 
person  camot  rule  out  the  powlbllltv. 

Tha  more  worrisome  prospect  ie  that  some  portion  of  tha  safety  fwturw  woul 
bypassed  throufi human  errjr,  ale  judgement ,  ert>otege,  or  terrorism  --  making  an 
accidental  nuclear  axploelon  dangerously  [ 


Yet,  since  the  weapons  eat  explode  In  actual  oonflict,  it  la  oar 
oenoelvable  that  the  aequanre  of  evant  required  to  set  off  mn  explosion  c 
eelctoitmliy. 


After  the  Titan  II  exploeion,  Harm  Mark,  Air  Force  Secret ary  called  the  poai 
11 Ity  of  an  accidental  exploeion  ’ extreme 1 y  email’  but,  ahmn  asked  whether  It  wet 
possible  for  ’random  explosions’  to  art 


The  Oefanaa  Department  provided  a  new  releaw  describing  27  broken  arrow 
including  five  Incidents  not  previoimly  announced .  A  broken  arrow  Jarxmry  24, 
near  Qo 1  debar o ,  N.C. ,  described  by  000: 

tXr lng  a  B  52  airborne  wlm-t  alwlt  i  structural  fellu-e  of 
tha  ri^it  wing  resulted  In  two  weepers  asperating  from  tha 
aircraft  during  aircraft  breakup  at  2,000 — 10,000  fwt  alt* 

Itude.  Q-m  baab  parecfvrte  deployed  and  the  wapon  reoelved 
little  lapact  damage.  The  other  howto  fell  free  and  brofcw 
apart  u*xm  lapact.  tto  exploeion  occurred.  Five  of  the 
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miffit  era-  ■■dun  survived.  A  portion  of  arm  Map on,  cont¬ 
aining  LT-eni^m,  could  not  bo  recovered  despite  excavation  In 
waterlogged  feralmid  to  ■  depth  of  fifty  feat.  Tte  Air  Force 

■  A— quant  ly  p^-itesed  . .  requiring  peraiaeion  For 

enyorm  to  dig  than*.  Thara  la  no  detectable  radiation  and  no 
tezm-d  In  tha  m-*e.  (OGD  naaa  ralaaaa,  1981) 


5  5.2.2.3  p.  5-3).  REO/m  SYSTD1  HAZARDS 

“Peacekeeper  warheads  containing  radioactive  materials  continuously  «t  a  very 
low  level  of  ionizing  radlaticr..' 

■me  radiation  level  at  3.1*  from  the  reentry  By  stem  is  0.009  r«s  per  hr. 
“Missile  handlers,  train  crev  Matters,  and  to  a  such  lesser  extent  otter  persons 
near  the  train  would  be  exposed  to  a  very  low,  but  measurable  radiation  dose.* 

The  effect  on  workers  would  be  negligible.’ 

“Radiation  monitoring  of  personnel  will  continue  for  the  duration  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program* 


5  5. 3.1.5  p.  5-21.  CONSEGUOJCES. 


Estimates  of  the  consequerces  of  radiation  exposure  are  less  precise  than  for 
the  consequences  of  fire  and  explosion.  Tor  exas*:le,  because  the  health  effects  of 
low  doses  of  radiation  cannot  be  Measured  accurately- 


ave  htetan  health  effect  of  low  doses  of  ionizing  radiation  is  the  yen 


>ility  that  an  exposed  person  “/  develop  cancer. 


occurrence  Of  cancer  will  typically  develop  years  ''as  Mny  as  30  or  moc*l  after 
exposure. 


the 


Another  hiaean  health  effect  resulting  fra*  low  dose  radiation  exposure  is 
genetic  effects,  including  congenital  defects  and  spontaneous  abortions- 

Genetic  effect  (sic;  are  estimated  to  occur  as  frequently  as  latent  cancer 
fatalities  for  a  giver,  level  of  exposure. 

CCH-ENT:  science  has  not  been  able  to  establish  a  level  of  ionizing  radiation 
which  is  safe.  Any  level  of  radiation  is  inherently  dangerous. 

Illicit  in  the  atat Merit  that  persons  near  the  train  would  be  exposed  to  a 
lesser  extent,  is  the  fact  that  ionizing  radiation  travels  and  would  penetrate  the 
sides  of  the  missile  launch  cars.  Persons  in  the  vicinity  would  be  placed  at  risk. 
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the  stat«nt  that  the  effect  on  workers  would  be  negligible  has  no  scientific 

basis. 

The  nt  interesting  statement  is  that  radiation  men  i  to  ring  of  personnel  will 
continue  for  the  duration  of  the  rail  garrison  program.  <*»  p.  5-36  indicates  the 
program  would  continue  for  20  years.  Should  monitoring  end  after  20  years,  what 

20  protection  w»u<l  r.  ,rfor«  alMlM  landlm.  «*'"  ■■*»„  “»  «"»«  >*1 

been  exposed,  tor  the  10  year  period  between  the  termination  of  the  rail  garrison 
program  and  the  end  of  the  cancer  latency  period? 

In  tte  went  of  cancer  • incidents'  because  of  exposure  to  ionizing  radiation, 
what  assuram  Is  there  that  exposed  Air  Force  personnel  contracting  radiation 

21  related  diseases  will  receive  government  support  for  medical  needs  and  for  living 
requirMmrts?  The  history  of  the  United  States  in  relation  to  Atomic  Veta  of  world 
war  II  and  beyond,  is  not  reassuring. 


la.6.7.2.  HAJCP  HATE*  UBER5.  T>»  ®IS  rat**:  ■‘Ccr-rant  data  or,  total  watW 
*-e  not  available,"  but  does  not  offer  additional  Inf  creation  aa  to  "Try  tte  data 
i r-a  not  avallabla.  A  DEIS  baaad  on  outdated  data  and  Information  cannot  b*  aaid  to 
to  fulfill  lta  obligation  to  Infer*.  Tte  burden  Is  on  tte  Air  Force  to  Sitter  te 
ttet  tte  ii  year  old  data  le  atill  palavent,  or  ttet  aore  raoant  dsta  ia  lapoaalble 
to  obtain.  Bar*  ratamant*  *1*  favor  tte  tx-opoasd  action,  teleported  by  date  or 
documentation,  teve  no  plec*  In  a  Jaci.mant  ■teas  prtaary  fix-ict  ton  la  to  infora. 

9UPFACE  mATEM  KTUnOLXBY  QUALITY.  "Tte  doalnant  aurf ace  -atm-  f  estate  in  tte 
region  la  tte  9p<*mm  River,  abler  d~*lna  tte  entlra  RDI  axoapt  tte  Silver  L*t 
<*-airmga  (p.4.6-31 ) .  "Tte  R01  fr  Fairchild  AFB  Inclite*  tte  ^>ck ana  Valley.  frtm 
■cat  of  tte  Seahlr^ton-Idm^o  atata  border  doenatraaa  to  Oaap  &^ek.”  (Fl»te  4. 6.7-1) 

Tte  OEIS,  while  delineating  tte  R0I,  does  not,  in  mry  amanlngful  asy.  *We»i 
tte  ai^iif lcvt  aubjact  of  tte  l^jufcw  acqulfer,  tte  extent  of  tte  ao^jlfar,  watte 
it  estates  l tear  Fairchild  AFB  or  tte  rclavanoa  of  imtamur  off liwrt  dlachm-ge  to 
«  m*s<lfm-  item  effecting  citizen*  of  tte  region,  ttet  aould  ba  tte  anvirormantal 
lm>*ct  on  tte  citizen*  of  tte  region*  should  tte  ec^jlfer  becoaa  contMitetad  her, a, a* 
of  tte  additional  aastaaater  ganaratad  by  tte  rail  gm-rlaon  baaing  aob? 

Tte  XIS  atata*  ttet  approx laataly  33,900  acre  ft/yr  of  aaataaatar  la  diectergad 
from  9pokste  into  tte  Spokane  River.  Tte  figte  33,900  we  ft/yr  le  attetad  with  a 
30  Billion  gallon  par  day  dleetergei  l.o.  10,960,000,000  billion*  of  gallon*  per  yr, 
teaaver,  ualng  328,900  gall  ana  as  tte  amount  oontalned  lr,  i  acre  foot,  mvJ 
Multiplying  It  by  33,900  -  11,136,190.000  gel  lor*  of  aaataast *r  anally,  ft"  a 
dlffmwo*  of  186,180,000  gallons  not  otterelM  acccxntad  fir-  Ualng  tte  lowm- 
figte  of  10,960.000,000  gal  lore,  divided  by  175,000  9pokarm  ■astawatm-  dlectegw, 
Wwn  tte  evaraQa  anal  dlacterg*  par  capita  to  bo  62,571  gallon*  or  171  gal  low  doily. 

Th*  oirent  dlacterga  rsta  for  Fairchild  Xrt,  aa  <w  p. 4.6-31,  ia 

326,500,000  gallon*  (900,000  gallwm  *  365).  Olvlded  by  5,400.  tte  meter  of  pm-aorm 
amployad  at  tte  baas, (but  not  taking  ailttm-y  dapandm-t  aaataaatar  dlottergaa  into 
*6ooir>t),  tte  average  par  oMita  dlacterga  is  60,933  gallcna  par  ans,  allpnly 
lass  than  ttet  of  Spoke na,  or  a  1GB. 6  gallon  dally  dlsthwge  rets. 
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Th*  projected  dlooharga  rwt*  Far  t M  rail  gm-rison  ooaplax  la  aetiaatad  at  30 
ova  ft/yr  (p.4.6-32).  Again  Lairg  328,500  gal  Iona  aa  equivalent  to  an  aora  foot  X 
30  aora  ft/yr-  «  9,805,000  gallona  total  anal  aaataaatar  dlooharga,  dividad  by  419 
par  aora  (diract  joba)  yialda  23,520  gailona  par  ama  of  aaataaatar  diacrar-ga  par 
capita  or  a  dally  rata  of  84.44  gallOTa  par  day  dlacharga  rata,  laaa  that  404  of  tha 
par  capita  iai  at  Fairchild  AFB  or  in  Jakarta. 

By  ahatavar  method  thaaa  aatiaataa  nara  caleulatad,  the  rathar  largo  dlaerapancy 
naada  to  ba  invaatlgatad,  ad  oorraetiona  aada  far*  appraprlata.  Othar  potantlal 
diaorapanolaa  ahoa  «  on  pp  4.6-31  and  4.6-32.  Thw  f jraar  paga  atataa  that  1,000 
aora  ft/yr  (0.9  M3D)  of  troortsd  aaataaatar  affluant  ia  dleefwgod,  ahila  tha  lattar 
paga  atataa  tha  youndwoter  dlecdwgo  ia  1,040  aora  ft/yr.;  i.a  a  dlffaranca  cf 
13,140,000  gallona  of  aaataaatar  —  hardly  an  inooneitMrMla  aaocnt,  knaxplalnad. 

Mil la  tha  CEIS  (p.4.6-32)  atataa  that  an  additional  X  ara  ft/yr  aauld  hava 
a  I  nor  affaota  on  tha  local  g-oindwwtar ,  no  mpportlng  data  or  doouaantatlon  la 
praearvted  to  confirm  tha  atataaant.  If  tha  30  acra  ft.  addition  in  aaataaatar 
diapoaal  la  addad  to  tha  inaxplalnad  40  ft  (p.4.6-32)  that  oonatltutaa  an  additional 
70  acra  faat/yr  from  that  ahoan  on  p. 4. 5-31.  Milch  figu-a  ia  corract?  and  ahara  la 
tha  eLpporting  avldanca? 

Fart  4. 6. 6. 7,  Meter  Baaaraaa,  ahoaa  a  daft  mixing  of  Incoming  ait ar  raaocrcaa 
auoh  aa  aatar  from  aoquifara,  and  aaataaatar  affluant  dlaahargaa,  aithar  Into  tha 
%>okaa  Fiver ,  or  into  cWalnflelda.  that  ia  tha  juatlf  1  cat  ion  for  canaldaring 
aaataaatar  affliaatt  a  'neter  raaorca'?  Flaaaa  addraaa  thla  quaotlon  in  tha  FEIS. 

In  thia  daft  alxlng,  tha  CEIS  haa  not  aiA*  aaaail  aavaral  araaa  of  conoam,  avan 
if  ana  onraadae  tha  aipply  of  aatar  mill  not  ba  diainlahad  aufficlantly  to  ra da 
iomadiata  dapradatlon  to  tha  any  lr  orient.  Tha  problaai  of  Fairchild  AFB  aaataaatar 
ahould  not  ba  aloutfud  off  alth  a  faa  phraaaa  In  an  arcana  aonrar.  Miila  tha  antlra 
baa a  la  not  akPjact  to  aerutiny  In  thla  CEIS,  tha  affact  of  additional  oontaal nation 
cauaari  by  tha  rail  gorrlaon  projact  ia.  Not  add-aaaad,  axoapt  for  a  glib  dlamlaeal , 
ia  tha  potmitlal  oantaalnatlon  of  tha  aarth  adjaeant  to  and  indar  tha  baaa  tW-wlrrf  laid 
tha  paaalbla  oantaalnatlon  of  tha  9po Wane  aoquifar  and  othar  local  aoquifara  rafarrad 
to  on  p.4.6-32.  Ia  thara  alp-etlon  of  waatawatar  affluant?  In  ahat  diractlan?  that 
ia  tha  rata  of  Migration ,  If  knom’’  How  caloulatad?  By  oooputor  simulation? 

Mmt  ara  tha  potantlal  harmful  offacta  of  natmf  aali  rar  I  an  and  contaminat¬ 
ion  which  way  occur  aa  a  rwault  of  1 hm  additional  aaataaatar  generated  by  tha  rail 


DOCUMENT  482 


gmrriaon  projact?  FMve  thaaa  potantlal  af facta  baan  Invaatlgatad?  Flaaaa  raply  in 
datall.  At  Mut  point  doom  additional  aaataaatar  efflwit  txrdan  tha  awlromant,  to 
an  axtant  racovary  la  lapoaalbla  or  oblayad  wo  long  aa  to  ba  isifaaelble?  At  Fat 
point  doom  tha  additional  contaminant  oontomlnata  yo».ndwatar  or  aoquifara, 
to  randar  thaa  cnfit  for  hi^mn  conniption?  ttova  thaaa  prablama,  ralaad  harain,  hiai 
conaidarad  and  invaatlgatad  in  tha  DEI8  prociaaa?  If  ao,  ohy  ahara  thay  not  adthmaaad 
in  a  mDetantial  aamar? 

All  of  tha  pr ob  lama,  quaatiena  and  lnoana  latino  lorn  ralaad  harain  mjet  ba  addraaa 


-  aff  lL»rt  txx-dan  tha  nvlr  lx  merit , 


ad  in  tha  FEIS,  IF  It  la  to  ba  an  aocurata,  inFor 


rtiva  rfcctmanf ,  uawfui  far  dacloion 


amuing.  Throu^iout  I  4.6  7,  nuabara  uaad  In  tha  narratlva  boar  llttla  raaaatolanoa  to 
rxahara  uaad  In  Tablaa  and  Fl^j-we.  Unexplained  in  Fi^ra  4. 6.7-1  la  boa  Fairchild'a 
praam  it  m-rvjal  aatar  uma  of  2940  acra  ft/yr,  ia  to  ramain  conatant  aft ar  1333  ahan  ai 
additional  419  poopla  will  ba  a^loyad  at  tha  -all  gm-r-leon 

Miila  not  a  aatmr  r—oux-,  tha  problam  of  toxica  and  thalr  mffm eta  Mould  ba 
artrt-aaaad  aa  It  ralataa  to  tha  anil,  groMidaatar,  eoqjlfere  and  othar  aatar  rmojrvm 
art  by  Ixmane.  Not  only  toxica  daacrlbad  in  f  5.0  Safaty  Corn idarat Iona,  but  toxica 
art  on  a  daily  baala  auch  aa  fuel ,  lubricanta,  pairrta ,  claanara  and  otlmra  which 
may  ba  atbjact  to  aocldantal  ralaaaa  to  tha  aoll,  watar  and  air. 

Tha  othar  aapact  of  toxica  that  ahould  ba  adMaaaad  arm  thoma  praaar  1 1.  at 
Fairchild  AFB  which  may  mffmet  in  ion  way  tha  umaLrictlon  or  opmrmtion  of  tha  rail 
gmrriaon.  Ara  thara  any  toxic  deep  aitaa,  by  any  nama  cr  daa Ignition,  ahataoavar, 
within  tha  oonflnaa  of  tha  propoaad  gtrrlaon  alta,  or  ipon  which  traefca  may  ba 
arac tad?  If  ao,  ramoval  or  altlgatlon  of  thaaa  toxic  aitaa  ahould  ba  add-aaaad  in 
tha  FEIS  -  in  datall. 

Tha  potantlal  contaalnativi  of  tha  Spofcarm  acqulfar  dua  to  additional  aaataaatar 
discharga,  197,000,000  gallona  of  It  In  20  yaara,  ouat  ba  aocordad  athatantlal  traat- 
aant  in  both  tha  0E1S  and  FEIS.  Tha  livwa  and  hoalth  of  approxlaataly  400,000  araa 
raaidanta  aay  ba  dotrlaantally  af  foetid  Miould  wrong  information  ba  dlaaaainatad  and 
arong  daclaiona  baaad  on  that  Information,  ba  aada .  Tha  abllgatidi  to  dafand  tha 
Uni  tad  Stataa  doaa  not  laply  that  ita  oitlzana  may  ba  lnju-ad  in  tha  procaaa. 
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In  (  1.10.2,  Simms  ry  of  Scopli  iuh,  p.1-20,  la  tha  ststaamnti 
" A  diacuealon  of  morality,  national  sacurlty  policy,  or  psychological  effect  Is 
beyond  the  acope  or  this  EIS."  For  the  moment  at  least  this  ccaawntary  shall 
consider  only  psychological  afreet. 

First  It  should  be  noted  that  this  stafent  in  the  DEIS  Is  not  supported  or 
substantiated  by  explanation  or  docimrnntstlon.  In  $  1502.2  ,  b)  Implementation, 

Is  the  sentence!  "Am  in  a  finding  of  no  significant  i«p*ct,  there  should  be  only 
enough  discussion  to  shew  why  more  study  is  not  warranted. ■ 

The  DEIS  has  not  heeded  this  pert  of  the  MEPA  process,  but  has  not  seer  fit  to 
explain  why  those  subjects  are  beyond  the  scope  of  the  EIS. 

A  nen -exhaustive  review  of  9  1500.1,  40  CFR,  reveals  the  use  of  the  term 
"human  environment •  Is  used  at  least  six  times,  and  is  defined  In  9  1506.14  as: 
"ttmmn  environment*  shall  be  Interpreted  ctsprehsnsively  to  include  the  natural  and 
physical  environment  and  the  relationship  of  people  with  that  anvlraimant.  This 
means  that  economic  or  social  effects  are  not  Intended  by  thMselves  to  require 
preparation  of  an  envi ranasntal  Intact  stttMnt .  Whan  an  environmental  1  apart 
statement  is  prepared  and  economic  or  social  and  natural  or  physical  envlronswotal 
envlronsental  effects  are  Interrelated.  then  the  envirofmental  i^>act  «ut«ant  win 
discuss  all  of  these  effects  on  the  himan  environment." 
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Mon  we  speak  of  the  tnmui  environment,  we  are  indeed  speaking  of  every 
component  of  that  environment,  including  the  human.  What  Is  the  distinguishing 
characteristic,  of  the  human  species?  Occluding  the  ability  to  laugh.  It  has  to  be 
an  ability  to  reason.  And,  what  does  a  human  reason  with?  Mhat  did  humans  use  to 
plan,  ccepile,  correlate  and  produce  this  DEIS0  Obviously  they  used  their  minds, 
contained  In  their  brains.  The  decision  to  exclude  a  discussion  of  maralicy, 
national  security  policy,  or  psychological  effect  from  the  DEIS  was  itself  a  psych¬ 
ological  decision,  moans ting  from  the  human  mind. 

If  one  can  exclude  the  human  mind,  and  Its  potential  reaction  frtm  the  human 
environment,  then  anything  can  be  excluded.  What  Is  more  Intrinsic  to  the  htanan 
environment  than  the  human,  and  the  mind  of  the  hiamn,  the  mind  which  encompasses 
every  thought  and  Motion?  Psychology  is  a  product  of  tha  Inman  mind;  i.e.  of  the 
’human  environment."  To  exclude  It  frem  discussion  In  the  DEIS  is  a  violation  of 
the  letter  and  spirit  of  the  NEPA  process. 
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40  cm  p»-t  isoo 

I  1501  •]-  ce  acre  thmt  f Mn)  igniN  act  ■ooordlng  to  this  latter  and  apirit 
of  to#  tot." 

b}  *S«PA  prooMLTM  Mt  lwn  to#t  wlfgwnMl  information  la  avail  tola 
to  ptolic  official*  and  citixw#  before  deciaiw#  ara  Beta  and  before  action*  to* 
taken." 

'ttoat  ItoorttoTt.  WFA  dooitotot*  auwt  canewtrets  on  to#  laeuB  to#t  ara  truly 
algplflatot  to  to*  action  in  question,  ratoar  toan  aaeBing  naadlaa*  datail." 

I  1900.2  b)-  "InvlrniB'H.1  iaptot  tat— nta  toall  b#  qwcIb,  clato,  and  to  to* 


d)  Traso^-to*  facilitate  ptollc  inwl  at t  in  ctaclaiona  ahieh  aff*ct  to* 
totality  of  to*  huawi  *nv  1  '-rya*->t . " 

o)  "Uaa  to#  *FA  pro ca*a  to  itorrtify  and  a#ea—  toa  reasonable  r 'tar rail v*a 
to  M-'ouo**d  actions  tot  will  avoid  or  ainlaixe  advaraa  affacta  of  to**a  octlona  tpcn 
to*  cqjellty  of  to#  hi* an  anvil  or— nt." 

f  1500. 3-  ”T>#  (tooviaion*  of  toa  tot  tod  of  to*M  repletion#  *u»t  b*  r**d  togatoar 
•a  ■  tool*  in  ardto  to  ooaply  aito  to*  apirit  and  lattar  of  to#  la*." 

|  1501.7-  "T»w*  to«ll  b#  an  aarly  tod  open  process  for  ctatarainlr^  to*  *oco*  of 
l*#u**  to  b*  ac—aed  tod  far  identifying  to*  *lylf loant  iaauaa  ralatad  tc  ’• 
propoaad  action." 

C0MCNT :  ^gording  |  1501.7,  toa  acoping  proo—  ***  not  opto  tr#©fw  a*  toa  Notice 
of  Inttot  M  to#  »#wlng  office*-  raatrictad  discussion  tod  tatiaony  to  to#  pa*c*- 
ti**  daployant  tod  operation  of  W  aiaallas  in  to#  rail  -^wrlaon  *oda,  eltoxx* 
citing  la^l  autoxrity  for  Mato  restriction.  By  auto.  li#lttion,  to#  Air  fore# 

•ad*  ototaln  tot  to#  aavarat  environ— ntai  laoact  of  w'l  —  to#  potential  d#tnct- 
ion  of  all  —aclB  tod  parhop#  to#  planat  --  *aa  affectively  exclude) d  fr-o*  both  to# 
0CIS  or  toa  FEI9. 


By  dlaal  losing  yarl  —  and  tatiaony  ragtoding  to#  anvironaantal  l«to*et*  of 
nuclato  aar,  to#  Air  fort#  diaregarttad  |  1500. 1  6}  to  concentrate  on  to#  iaauaa 
that  ara  truly  alp-iir leant  to  tow  action  in  question.  Tha  Air  Fore*  also  diwagwda 
f  1501.7  to  hold  to  apan  jrnnaaa  for  dataralnlng  to#  eoope  of  iaauaa  to  b*  adtoaaaad 
and  far  Identifying  to#  aijFilfJcwnt  iaauaa  ralatad  to  a  propoaad  action." 

Xf  truly  aiylf leant  anvironaantal  iaauaa  ara  excluded  at  to#  outat,  by 
wilaterel,  arbitrary  fit,  tha  rtcin  awnta  obvleualy  alii  not  contain,  hanp*  canot 
ooncantrata  on  thorn  laaLwa,  aa  tha  agancy  ia  ir#truct*d  to  do,  In  f  1500,1  b) . 
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□trlng  to#  scoping  hearing,  and  to#  hewing  on  to#  (CIS,  both  hawing  offloere 
Lt.  Col.  Pater  Welsh  and  Col.  Michael  Me  9her#,  stated  prior  to  to#  hearings  that 
testiaeny  *jet  be  confined  to  •paaotiaa  opwatlona*  and  d—loyeent  of  to#  m  aiaalta 
in  to#  rail  garrison  aoeta,  but  offarsd  no  dociJBtwy  proof  tht  tatiaony  r#gard- 
ing  tha  lapacts  of  nclew  aw,  A#  to  MX  rail  garrison  hawing,  eas  prohibited. 

Mapjaat  la  hereby  officially  aada  that  to#  Air  Force  fimito  ayaalf,  wid  avwy 
parson  oho  teat  if  lad  at  to#  hawing,  or  aiAwittad  wittan  tatiaony,  a  copy  of  tha 
rtocuaent  or  doexmant*  lazily  prohibiting  and  excluding  tatiaony  on  potential 
anvironaantal  lnpacts  regwdlrg  to#  uaa  of  MX  aiaeilae  dtring  awtiaa  opartiona. 


I  1501.7  a)  1)  "Invite  tha  pwticipation  of  othw  intaraatad  parson#  (including 
those  aho  »ight  not  ba  in  accord  alth  tha  action  on  wvlrunaantal  (yourja) ,  ml  SB 
thwa  ia  a  lialtad  axoeption  mdw  i  1507 .3  c) ."  Note:  ns  aixh  exception  taspl lad 
to  tha  r* *•*!  >r  scoping  or  QEIS  hawing#  held  t  ttadlcal  Lake,  Ma. 


Tha  Air  Force,  torot«h  its  Co#aard  Struetme  t  Fairchild  AFB  <**a  aaara,  or 
Would  have  bean  aaara  for  ovw  4  years  that  individual*  such  aa  ayaalf  (wd  they  do 
have  ay  phone  rudr  on  fils),  aid  organ  1  tat  lor#  auto  aa  to#  Pesos  wd  jLWtlc*  Action 
1  tag  rr  of  Bpoks# ,  aara  u^ineed  to  ruclaw  aaapona  on  aar>y  ground*  including  anvlrsn- 
aantal  ones,  ainoa  *a  had  bash  holding  pw Iodic  vigil#  t  tht  base  far  nw>y  years, 
and  acre  frequent  one#  a  Inc*  March  S,  1964. 
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In  addition,  there  we  local  ohwptara  of  to#  AtxAtaon  Society,  Frlwde  of  to# 
Earth,  and  to#  tlerr#  Club  aho  alsft  rmonatly  ba  expected  to  tetlfy  on  anvlron- 
— ntsl  aapacta  of  to#  prop— 1 .  Nor#  of  those  orgwlxstlor#  or  individuals  aara 
notified  prior  to  to#  acoping  hawing* .  Maq  aat  la  hereby  aacta  to  discover  if  to# 
^Wcas  ft— isr  of  rniMiarni .  or  any  of  Its  officers  ass  notified  othw  than  Bistf’ 

to#  n - Tim —  in  to#  naoapapw-  The  public  notloa  of  a  acoping  hawing  did  not 

-|)ir—  wtil  «  days  prior  to  to#  hawing,  alloaing  to#  italic  an  inedeqmte  wort 
of  ties  to  conaldw  w  prapws  i  — Hi  a.  concerning  tha  «*p*  of  to#  wtajaet  attar 
to  ba  addressed  In  to#  CIS. 


This  irwttwitlon  to  tha  raQjlr— rite  of  tha  NEPA  prDg—  (I  1900.1  a)  "lttw 
wd  apirit"  of  tha  tat;  I  1900.2  b)  stating  to#  8«PA  process  worm  twaful  to  tha 
Public:  I  1500.3  "to  coaply  alth  to#  spirit  and  lattw  of  to#  la*";  and  I  1501.7 


By  raglaetlng  its  duty  to  invito  "aarly  and  open”  participation  in  to#  acoping 
process,  the  Air  Force  to#*,  or  ahould  have  knoan,  that  public  pertlclptlon  wd 
irput  into  to#  rCPA  proooaa  aould  ba  dlalnlto#d,  contrary  to  to#  intwt  aapraaaad  in 
frt  1900,  40  tm.  For  this  raaann  alone,  the  antlr*  »CPA  proo—  aat  be 
reinitiated,  beginning  alth  a  Notice  of  Intent  in  to#  federal  Hagletw.  »xh  notice 
wd  procaaa  aat  ad  era  ecr^ulouely  to  all  8©*A  and  ragjletwy  trocadrw,  afford¬ 
ing  to#  ptbllc  a  truly  "open”  procaaa. 


Ut  to* 


r 


32  CPS  9  989.15 


Thia  aactlor  details  the  procedures  tha  Air  Force  wurt  folic*  before  and  during 
public  hearings  on  draft  environ— ital  inject  state— its. 
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a)  "...  holds  infox— 1  public  hearings - ■  On  the  DCIS. 

Ce— anti  Tha  DEIS  hearing  held  August  4,  1968  at  Medical  Lake,  **.  was  conducted  aa 
a  courts-—  rtlal  eight  be.  The  hearing  officer.  Col.  Me  Shane  Is  a  courts- 
nsrtlal  officer.  No  public  Input  van  allowed  on  tha  ground  rules,  arbit¬ 
rarily  iaposed  by  the  Air  Force,  the  procedure,  or  tha  arrange— its.  rt 
was  not  conducted  either  In  tha  latter  or  spirit  of  the  law,  contrary  to 
CEO  regulations. 


b)  1)  "Announceawnt  of  the  hearing  should  ba  distributed  to  all  inter— ted 
individuals  and  agencies,  including  tha  print  and  electronic  — lis. 

Co— nti  Announc— ant  of  tha  hearing  was  not  distributed  to  <11  intaraatad  individ¬ 
uals.  An  announce— nt  — y  have  been  distributed  to  the  various  Queers 
of  Cos— rce  and  to  the  print  and  electronic  —dla,  but  not  to  other 
interested  parsons  and  agencies . 
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b)  2)  Tha  notice  should  includet 

v)  Any  limitation  on  the  length  of  oral  stat— nts 
Co— art  I  Tha  notice  In  March  for  the  scoping  hearing,  carried  no  such  limitation. 
Tha  July  1986  notice  carried  no  such  limitation.  In  August,  a  few  days 
before  the  DEIS  hearing,  a  3  minute  limitation  appeared  in  a  newspaper 
notice. 


At  M4V4.4N 
»  1111  Dm# 
lM>»a.  «4NM| 

—•J1SI4T1 
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c)  "Copies  of  tha  draft  EIS  ahould  ba  available  for  distribution  to  tha  public 
or  other  suitable  place  In  tl#  area  of  tha  propoaad  action  and  public 
hearings.* 

Ntti  Uhls—  a  person  had  signed  and  checked  a  fora  distributed  at  the  ecoplng 
hearing,  ccpi—  of  the  MIS  were  generally  not  available.  One  copy  —a  a— t 
to  tha  Medical  Leka  library  and  ana  to  tha  Spckar#  library.  I  personally 
called  the  public  affaire  office  at  Fairchild  and  was  told  that  no  ccpi— 
were  available  for  distribution. 
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d)  "The  hearing  should  be  held  at  a  tine  and  place  and  in  an  area  readily 

accessible  to  military  and  civilian  organizations  and  individuals  interest¬ 
ed  in  the  proposed  action.* 

Coommnt:  Both  the  scoping  and  DEIS  hearings  were  held  in  Medical  Lake,  a  small  town 
of  about  3500  population,  which  is  indeed  adjacent  to  Fairchild  AFB,  but 
!5  to  20  miles  removed  from  the  population  of  the  largest  city  in  the 
region.  Spokane,  which  is  denominated  as  the  “host"  city  for  Fairchild  AFP. 

If  the  purpose  of  the  hearing  is  to  “encourage  and  facilitate  public 
involvement  in  decisions  which  affect  the  quality  of  the  huamn  environment," 
(40  CFR  9  1500.2  d)J,  the  decision  to  hold  but  one  hearing,  and  that  at 


Medical  lake  rather  than  in  Spokane  and  other  1 
way  contravened  the  intent  of  the  CEO  regulatic 
federal  agencies,  including  the  Air  Force. 


rations  along  the  right  of 
,  which  is  binding  on  all 


e)',}*In  no  event  should  ...  the  hearing  officer  ...  participate  personally  in 
developing  the  project  Such  was  not  the  rase  at  the  DEIS  hearing, 

but  was  the  case  at  the  scoping  hearing  where  !.t.  Col.  Walsh  was  a  member 
of  the  proponent  conrand,  as  evidenced  in  the  Notice  of  Intent,  Federal 
Register,  2/26/68  and  the  DEIS  6/29/86.  This  part  of  these  regulations 
should  be  amended  to  provide  for  neutral  hearing  officers  rather  than  Air 
Force  personnel,  subject  to  orders  and  discipline  of  their  superiors, 
e)  2J  "The  primary  duty  of  the  hearing  officer  is  to  take  sure  that  the  hearing 
is  orderly,  is  recorded,  and  that  parties  who  have  an  interest  in  the  matter 
have  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  speak." 

Content:  one  of  the  personal  ground  rules  laid  down  by  the  hearing  officer  at  the 
0EIS  hearing  was  that  all  speakers  were  to  address  their  remarks  to  him. 
There  is  no  such  requirement  In  these  regulations,  and  as  long  as  speaker's 
reowrks  are  recorded,  there  is  no  necessity  for  such  a  requirement. 

As  for  a  reasonable  opportunity  to  speak  --  3  minutes  is,  almost  by 
definition,  not  a  reasonable  opportunity.  This  particular  DEIS  addressed 
10  resource  categories  not  including  the  executive  summary,  program  overview 
svmmary  and  comparison  of  program  lirpacts,  environmental  analysis  methods 
and  Safety  considerations.  A  mere  recitations  of  the  breakdowns  under  each 
category  and  resource  alone  would  consune  over  three  minutes. 
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Tine  limits  were  not  reasonably  exercised  In  a  uniform  manner,  same 
speakers  being  cut  off  in  mid  sentence.  A  review  of  the  audio  tape  can 
easily  establish  this  assertion. 

g)6>  "Any  announced  time  limit  may  be  waived  at  the  discretion  of  the  hearing 
officer."  The  hearing  officer  may  also  extend  the  hearing  ..." 

Comnent:  While  this  part  could  possibly  invite  favored  treatment  for  some 

and  restriction  f or  others,  :t  was  not  even  considered  by  the  Air  Force  or 
the  hearing  officer  at  the  DFIS  hearing.  There  were  people  waiting  to  be 
heard,  who  were  not. 

This  part  could  be  used,  if  the  Air  Force  were  to  so  decide,  to  hold 
hearings  in  other  locations  along  the  right  of  way.  Every  person  who  lives 
along  the  right  of  way  would  be  placed  at  risk  should  Congress  be  foolish 
enough  to  adopt  the  plan,  yet  very  few  citizens  had  the  opportunity  to 
make  their  views  known.  Once  again  I  cite  5  1500.2  d)  of  40  CFR  which 
states  that  "Federal  agencies  shall  to  the  fullest  extent  possible 
e)  "Encourage  and  facilitate  public  involvement  in  decisions  which  affect 
the  quality  of  human  life." 

Coanent  Overview:  While  each  of  tliese  violations  of  the  regulations  may  se«n 
insignificant  in  themselves,  the  cumulative  effect  has  been  to  deny  a 
majority  of  the  citizens  in  the  region  a  ‘reasonable  opportunity'  for 
input,  and  to  influence  the  decision  in  a  democratic  manner.  The  purpose 
of  a  military  structure  or  organization  in  a  republic,  theoretically 
governed  according  to  democratic  principles,  is  to  allow  the  greatest 
numoer  access  and  input  into  the  system. 

By  conducting  a  meeting,  or  hearing,  as  was  done  both  in  March  and 
August,  the  practical  effect  is  to  limit  the  number  of  people  to  the  small¬ 
est  possible  nunber,  their  remarks  to  the  shortest  possible  time,  and  to 
control  the  proceedings  so  tightly,  in  a  military  manner,  contrary  to  the 
expressed  intent  of  regulations  which  states  the  hearings  shall  be  informal. 

By  such  a  process,  the  government  lias  strayed  far  afield  from  New 
England  town  meeting  where  citizens  conduct  their  own  business.  If  we  lose 
democratic  process,  and  the  ability  to  express  ourselves  in  public  meetings 
what  have  we  gained?  Substitution  of  one  form  of  government  control  for 
another,  is  no  bargain. 
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August  XU.  1118B 


Kriv  1 1  'umi'iil.n  1  IM*i 
1.1  Col  I'd..  M« 


Its  I  I  i  ::1  i  •  Mi  >isi  . . .  I. 

N*.rt,*o  AM,  t'A  !K>40»  H44H 


■ill'fl  iltl'S*  .  ||  •  rt*  I  ri|*  Ihe  sa-ii|iiri|!  Iwitr  iri|'.::  I  wrote  i,  liwif!  lrll.IT 

•e.fcior!  Mini  n  number  of  runs  he  .nMri'H.wtl  in  the  llrafl 

Environmental  Impm-t  litNlrmnl.  Afl.ei  hnvirid  read  the  DKIb  1  rim  nu 

direct  hiiiikit::  I  n  I  he  guest  i*m::  raised  1  will  otfnin  ask  thnt  you 
h*I<I  »  •••it;  t  f»*-  fi.lliiwiri*'  *|iir!il  iunu  in  Mm-  ►’Kill 

I)  Tl»  Hot  ,'mi*)  Kriv  i  r<ma<-nLii  I  Policy  Act  ( MKI’A )  stater:  clearly 
Mini  l.hr  Kf»v  •  moment. al  Impact  iU.iil.iwnt  (KIT*)  in  l*i  In  ilimr  in  order 
to  ,let  r»r* i n**  »liri.hnr  or  trot  n  pt  npns'wf  project  !ili'«tli|  lie  carried  nut 
Tin-  Kill  is  not.  t.o  lw  ii*..e«l  ii1:  n  wny  !.«•  just  i  Fy  a  dc, -isinn  t  hut.  hm; 
already  linen  and'-  regard  ir»d  n  propos'd  prnjoct.  The  Air  Fnrre  hast  aailr 
HlxirmniM  in  the  pretis  ntttl  In  aw-  |k*i  !»m«  |  ly  Mint  Mils:  Kill  ifi  Iwirgt 

alone  in  *lrt.  ermine  where  t.hn  MX  uhou  lil  he  based  in  mil  ijarriNtm  ns 

opposed  to  if  tl,*-  MX  should  lie  drp I oyid  in  rml  ilarrison  If  that.  is 
truly  »hnt  the  Air  Force  is  duintf  it.  means  thnt.  this  wh*il<-  pr*w;«t»«  is 

in  violnt  owi  of  Mm  I  nw  nrwl  l.hnt  wn  might  ns  well  rmt  continue  with 

Mil::  process  Cuor* resit  has  not  iluLnnineil  if  MX  will  hi-  deployed  in 

i  ni  I  f*nr  r  •  son  »n*l  there  fort*  Mil?  Air  Kuf*'*1  must  urn*  the  Kill  ns  a  wny  t.o 
help  f'K^rwsh  nrwl  t.h«;  Air  For*:**  to  determine  if  they  should  proceed 
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5  A::  m  port  of  thin  •<  I  parts  tun  pleas"  explain  the  procmliir**  you  will 

I  •!*.;*•  to  :;*»f»TT*i*ir*l  nn  :»t  on  in  the  event  Mint  them  is:  n  ilerm  1  oh  Tit.  of  Min 
I  train  <-•>((  yind  t.li*  -  MX  missile 

C  I  -M  I  wonlil  lik>  you  to  mid  reus  in  tin-  KU>  th>*  impacts  of 

”  I  Imi  Id  ini’,  nn  Ant  i  ItilliSl.ic  Missile  Ilyst  cm  t.o  protect.  MX  rn  i  I  jfnrri.son 

4)  II  you  nr*-  not  propiui  ini'  *■"  lull  Id  mi  AHM  system  t.o  protect,  rn  i  I 
tin «  i  ifjon  i  t.  would  In:  snf  e  to  assume  l.liwi  thnt.  you  will  rely  upon 

s«  rntii'ii-  -in  in  nil  ns  opposed  I.**  inet.icil  warning  in  order  In  determirm 

wh*:n  t.o  ieli.-nse  t.he  t mills  onto  th**  t rucks  If  in  fact  you  ar»:  relying 

no  :;l  r  it  I  *1*  r*  warning  in  mder  l.n  re  I  enue  the  limns  1  would  tike  for 
ym»  t.o  n*|*l  r  *;*Hi  in  the  Kill  how  the  Air  Force  plnns  to  deni  with  keeping 
f  the  piddle  friw  panicking  once  Uu:  puli  I  ic  real  ucs  l.hnt  M*e  lira  ins  hnvn 
ln*.*ti  releosud  nrwl  we  in  fact  nn*  in  n  t.ime  nt  high  i  nl  errmt  1  one  I  crisis 

nrwl  wluil  t.he  impiset  of  those  measurer*  will  t>«-  of*  l.he  |mhl  ie. 


I  woo  Id  like  in  reipjest.  I  toil,  th*-  Air  Force  comply  wil.h  I  hr*  NKI'A 

I  nw  nrwt  include  in  the  Kill  nil  of  t.h«*  reasonable  alt.ernnt  iv**  basing 

■odes  for  MX  nrHl  compare  whaL  tin*  tmpm  t  t.o  Ms-  public  nrwl  the 
•nv  i  moment  would  be  hi  deploying  MX  in  nneh  of  those  different  hatting 
mates  Also  in*- lu*le*|  in  1  h**  Kill  I  wo«il«l  like  l.he  "No  Action 
1 1 1  (irtint.  i  vi!  t.o  lw  thorough  I  y  examiner!  in  term*.:  of  the  impnct  on  the 
<•'!■  loym**nt  nr«*n  if  i  hi*  no  ml  n>n  n  1  t.ernnt  i  ve  iti  adopted  This 

analysis  sh*m Id  inr'lmh*  the  financial  i ape. -i  ,in  Iwith  t.hr*  nntiorinl  level 
-ml  *  vi  t  he  local  dep  I  *iym»*»il  area  of  not.  Np«*ndirul  the  mrwiey  on  MX  rail 
tar r  i sort 

7.)  I  wtwild  l>k**  for  yrwi  t.o  rwldter>s  in  >  hr-  Kill  how  yott  will  msitre 
I  he  smut  it  y  of  t.h»*  entire  rmlr'iiyl  system  on  which  t.tie  MX  would 
t-iHiiihly  lw  travel  irut  Iwdh  in  t  im*  nf  non  use  arid  in  times  of  n'-bial 

«**  <twl  dial  the  impact  of  this  action  (security  "f  the  l.rmlis)  will  be 

nt  l.he  public  arid  t.he  i  r  env  i  r<wimr*nl 
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10)  I  >««il«1  Ilk*-  ym*  !«■  wlilrtt^  in  Uh-  Kill  w)i<;t.lu;r  <u  n«»l.  ymi 
will  wn*J  f.<i  I*//  Iwi  in  or»iwr  ti>  L>ui]>)  mMiLimAl  railnuwl  himjts  (for 
MX  rail  iUitri him)  uul-.'iiilr  i»f  K.  Naitrii  m«l  if  :<•*  yiml.  prni'iiluiifS  Mill 
In;  unmI  Lit  Aiviiipl  ish  this  puroheui:  nrwt  utiai.  will  It**  l.ln-  impact  in  the 
nrisrtii  where  n*-w  lw«wl  wuut.  In;  acquired 

PI**«so  hi  NO  Mldress  him  the  current  lawsuit  by  rntichoru  in  th«» 
K  K  Hnrrefi  am«  nHninst  the  Ait  Kor«-*i  redanJiiitf  Inml  l«A!ii;s  will 
impact  further  land  acquis i Lion  for  MX  rail  tfarri-.itxi. 


II  >  I  would  like  y<«»4  to  mrirircou  «k«Umr  <»r  «*•  ■!  y.*u  will  have  to 
■e::cind  oil  arvl  jjaii  oti  Iwtt  that  may  bn  purchased  in  order  to 

ill.  isfy  tin;  sufoly  tsint;  :<u  (  l  •  wltMl  i  n(*  tilt;  rail  1«M(  (-■•:<*>  nl. 
i  I  nrwf  ijaa  lea*:«;s  must  bn  nwcindwi  I 


impnct  l  |.ii 


ill  have 


those 


the  has*:  If 

wwld  like  you  to  address  the 
urrontjy  hulilm*;  l.ln 


w<~i  lil  |  j  ki¬ 
ll*  *i:|i  -.1  by  MX 


l.«l 


>wMr*:t::;  in  the  Kl!»  how  ofte«i  liu-  tracks, 
ail  »!at  r  will  Ik:  i-Iiim  kul  foi  prnblmr'*  and 

ekirat  "f  Mm*  trank;:  will  have  on  ind  i  vidua)::  living 
[  wouhl  also  like  you  to  address  in  the  Eli!  who 
'ks  (military  j*er;;««in**J  m  ini  howl  peisiamd  >  ar«l 
11  have  on  the  rail  mad  ‘S»rj«»rat.  i  ofis 


l'l>  1  would  f  ike  y<n 
I  In:  u::>’l  Slid  how  l 
iel«vl  hy  MX  rail  I'.arri: 

14) 


o  ad«tn 

*ml  CO 
i  dummy 


oft 


•lummy  trains 
rnffic  will  be 


I  would  like  you  to  address  in  the  KIM  how  lard*:  a  safety 
I  here  mo:.  I  h*  ivi  either  Sole  ..r  lji*r  I  ruck::  in  order  te  satisfy  the 
safnl.y  arxi**  for  i*m+i  •I’wi  l«*  ami  what  the  impact  will  In*  in  ■■•utitn! 
'lei  safety  -/.one  reciii  i  temerd. 
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Staff  for  doi-n)  f-oalitii 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRI80M  ICBM  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  attending  this  meeting.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  thia  meeting  ia  to  five  you 
an  opportunity  to  assist  u»  in  identifying  pertinent  Issues  for  analysis  within  the 
environmental  impact  statement.  Our  goal  U  a  thorough  environmental  document  that 
will  be  made  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a  final  decision  on  basing 
and  deployment  is  made.  Plceae  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention  potential 
environmental  issues  that  you  feel  should  be  analyzed  in  the  environmental  Impact 
statement. 
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Please  hand  thia  form  in  or  mall  to: 


Director,  Environmental  Planning  Division 
AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
Sen  Bernardino,  CA  92409 
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eyenne, Wyoming 


too* 
«»  IWWMtA 

atomic  scotty-  muo 


August  2d.  1d88 


tt.  Col .  Tom  fiartol 
unitmd  States  att  Force 

Oirector,  Env 1 ronmental  Planning  Division 
ft*9>onal  Civil  Engineer 

Ballistic  Missile  Suooort  < AFRECE-BMS/DEv ) 
Norton  Air  Force  Base.  CA  92409-6446 


Dear  Lt.  Co i 


First,  let  me  than,  both  you  and  Lt.  Col.  walah  and  you  staff  for 
tne  ass'stance  and  information  that  they  provided  prior  to  the 
August  tOth  hearing.  I  am  also  very  appreciative  of  tne  time  and 
affort  that  wit  tahan  to  mat.#  me  aware  of  the  safety  measures 
that  you  now  have  in  effect  for  the  Peacefceeoer  Missile  ano  the 
additional  measures  that  will  be  implemented  if  the  Peacekeeper 
19  deployed  in  the  Pail  Garrison  moda .  The  second  reason  for 
this  letter  is  to  provide  further  emphasis  to  several  itams  that 
I  and  othars  mentioned  at  the  August  tOth  hearing  and  to  ask  your 
consideration  to  two  Items  that  are  not  addressed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  that  will  r»au>ro  your 
attention . 

!  will  not  qo  into  additional  detail  here  concerning  the  impacts 
that  will  occur  during  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  deployment 
on  Laramie  County  School  District  *1,  state  and  local  finances, 
housing,  and  the  roadways  around  warren  afb.  These  lesuet  nave 
been  d'acusaed  in  detail  elsewhere  and  I  am  confident  that  your 
staff  « a  now  studying  them,  i  nave  attached  copies  of  the 
statements  made  on  behalf  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  my 
impact  team  that  do  provide  a  discussion  of  these  issues.  They 
can  act  as  a  starting  point  if  necessary. 

The  two  additional  items  that  need  to  be  addressed  are  human 
services  and  perk  and  racreational  facilities  ano  programs.  Both 
the  increase  in  population  and  the  type  of  population  that  can  be 
ewpected  in  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  daplo--  :nt  will  raouir* 
the  services  of  the  tocal  human  service  agencies  and  use  the 

_  nm  how*  at  omvmm  memrma  un 


oarks  ana  our  recreational  programs.  Since  the  Draft 
Er.ironmental  Imoact  Statement  is  a  summary  document, 
these  areas  may  have  been  reviewed  and  not  included.  However, 
they  do  ''tea  attention  and  should  be  looked  at  in  more  detail 
after  you  make  the  reauireo  adjustments  to  the  ares  of  public 
f *nance.  As  in  many  other  areas,  the  downturn  in  our  local 
economy  and  decreasing  state  shared  revenues  have  forced 
decreases  in  services,  we  stmoly  do  not  have  the  resiliency  to 
provide  the  additional  services  that  may  be  r«auir*d  in  these 
areas  that  may  De  necuiiar,  because  of  this  project. 

The  final  point  that  I  want  to  make  is  one  that  I  have  made  many 
times  before.  Mechanisms  n»ed  to  be  found  and  Dut  into  place  to 
properly  plan  and  monitor  th’a  program  at  the  local  level.  Th* 
Mechanisms  that  wer#  created  during  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman 
Silos  program  alleviated  many  local  impacts  and  facilitated  the 
deployment  of  that  missile.  This  planning  must  be 
intergovernmental  in  nature  and  provide  for  the  effective 
communication  of  information,  a  forum  for  tha  creation  of  the 
appropriate  mitigation  activities,  as  well  aa  tha  monitoring  and 
evaluation  of  local  impacts.  The  monitoring  program  developed 
during  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  will  only  continue  through 
Gecemeer  for  data  collection  and  reporting  and  be  concluded  in 
March.  This  program  must  continue  while  the  planning  for 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  continues.  These  monitoring 
and  reporting  activities  can  not  be  started  and  stopped  without  a 
great  loss  in  credibility  and  cooperation  from  all  the  reporting 
and  using  agencies. 

Again,  thank  you  for  the  help  and  assistance  that  you  have 
provided  during  th«  hearings  process.  I  have  aak«<]  my  staff  to 
make  the  information  they  have  available  ao  you  are  completely 
aware  of  our  concerns.  Please  contact  me  if  I  can  e«  of  help  and 
assistance. 


Don  Erickson 
Mayor 


£/*clLiw 

Hi.**  1  ^ 

(VL—L' 


CC:  Governor  Sullivan 
Or.  Paterson 
jack  Humphrey 
Rick  Moorg 
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0CT|i>hJ  units,  either  in  the  analysts  of  vacancies  or  of  demand  This  information  is  necessary  to 
ensure  that  adequate  bousing  will  be  available  to  meet  the  project -related  demand 

Transportation 

Mffitaxy  related  traffic  continues  to  cause  problems  at  the  Randall  Awenue/lnt<rstate-2J 
interchange  Construction  of  the  Rad  Garrison  Program  or  any  other  changes  which  increase 
traffic  through  the  main  gate  will  esacerbste  this  problem.  Therefore,  steps  should  be  taken  to 
mitigate  this  transportation  impact  Current  and  projected  traffic  for  the  North  Oate  should  be 


Proposed  Petition  Stateasat 
■all  tarr t ton  (IS 

the  Cheyenne  Chanter  or  CeMtrce  through  a  ipectil  cemHttee  hat  n»>«a  the 
Draft  (nrlronaental  I  op  act  Statment  1  or  the  Peacekeeper  Salt  Gerrlion 
Propria  and  find!  that  the  propoted  project  thowld  not  adversely  ispact 
the  Greeter  Cheyenne  Are*  fro*  th*  pot It  Ion  of  endue  burden  of  the  commun- 
ity't  Infratlrwcture,  fsclllttet,  and  service*. 

Francis  I.  uarr an  S.F.I.  and  tit  predettettor  factlttici  ha*e  been  pood 
neighbon  and  tupportert  of  our  comauntty  for  nett  over  12D  year i.  Since 
»t»  beginnings  at  a  St  "Wry  Inttallatlon  the  sen  and  uomen  of  the  bate 
hate  contributed  to  the  over  *11  eetfar*  of  our  comnunlty  at  e*M  at  meeting 
the  re^uirmentt  of  their  mission. 

f.i.  ear ran  A. F.i.  U  alto  a  tubttantlal  part  of  our  economic.  toclal 
and  cultural  meke-up. 
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Economic  Development 

F. E.  Warren  is  currently  the  only  base  where  Peacekeeper  Missiles  srt  deployed,  snd  is  proposed 
to  be  the  main  operating  base  for  the  Rad  Garrison  Program  Although  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  is  expected  to  cost  between  J 10  and  SH  billion,  only  S 120  million,  or 
approximately  one  percent  of  the  project  expenditures  wiQ  be  at  F.E.  Warren.  The  Air  Force 
should  make  significant  efforts  to  transfer  project  expenditures  to  treat  impacted  by  deployment 
(o  increase  (lie  economic  benefits  of  (he  project  to  impacted  communities. 

Conclusion 

The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Suieroeni  does  not  adequately  analyze  the  impacts  of  the  Rail 
Garrison  Program  on  southeast  Wyoming.  The  short -comings  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  can  be  corrected  through  (he  implementation  of  an  inter eovemmental  planning  procesa 
similar  to  that  utilized  during  the  Peacekeeper  in  Minuteman  Silos  deployment  We  are  ready  snd 
willing  to  work  with  tbe  Air  Force  in  such  s  process. 


The  re, if*  of  the  (nvtronmenUt  I  wet  vet  perforwd  few  the  context 
of  th«  impact  the  proposed  project  ecu  Id  hit*  on  our  cmwnity  end  not 
from  the  position  of  national  policy  Issues. 

The  fo 1 10*1*9  areas  mere  91  ten  specific  scrutiny  In  light  of  the  Cheater's 
aisslon  in  the  ccsaunity  and  are  addressed  hertn  as  follows: 

1.  transportation  -  The  Randall  Avenue  Interchange  has  outlived 
Its  ?0  year  deslRn  life.  The  interchange  uas  not  designed  to 
handle  the  significant  traffic  increase  froa  the  f.(.  Marren 
(North)  alternative. 

The  Randall  Avenue  interchange  uas  Initially  asked  to  be  redone 
■ith  the  original  (IS  for  the  n  There  are  no  dollars  available 
through  the  State  or  rtderal  government.  The  project  u«s  esktd 
to  be  TOO!  funded  by  the  Air  force  in  1164.  This  uas  not  done. 

The  project  has  been  pulled  froa  bid  due  to  the  State  and  federal 
Htghuay  A^inlstratlon  prioritization.  There  are  not  funds  avail¬ 
able  for  this  project. 

The  Randall  Avenue  exit  is  the  main  entrance  to  F.C.  Marren. 
but  it  is  also  the  aaln  entrance  to  our  Capitol  City.  Traffic 
during  the  construction  phase  mil  create  congestion  and  have 
a  potential  for  accidents  Witt  her  alternative  north  or  South 
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are  selected. 

The  mein  gate  off  Randall  autl  be  wired  bar*  and  the  cn/off  raw 
on  the  Randall  Avenue  1-25  exit  Must  be  redone  The  neu  on  bate 
part  in  place  of  the  Mary  Addition  housing  in  conjunction  nlth 
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Rage  ?  (cont'd) 

Transportation  (cont'd) 

the  building  phase  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Mill  create  traffic  snarls 
and  congestion.  The  CIS  concurs  etlh  this  analysis  Put  suggests 
that  this  Mill  only  be  during  'peek  traffic  hours'.  Considering 
this  as  ' Iom  <■*>*< l'  is  not  In  the  best  interest  Of  our  transporta¬ 
tion  system.  These  changes  ere  needed  to  mitigate  th*  increased 
travel  due  to  the  location  of  th*  Rail  Garrison. 

2.  Housing  -  Th*  need  for  additional  housing  is  noted  In  th*  report. 
Hoiwver,  It  is  the  position  of  th*  Chater  that  the  Alt  Force 
t*Ae  a  more  affirmative  roll  in  ensuring  that  th*  private  sector 
at  th*  local  level  be  Induced  in  meeting  the  Identified  d«««nd 
both  on  and  off  the  tale.  The  final  (IS  should  Identify  mechanisms 
to  achieve  a  satisfactory  balance. 

).  Education  •  Th*  Air  Force  has  Identified  Impacts  anticipated 
in  this  area  and  past  responses  by  the  Air  Force  have  been 
couwv nd able.  The  Chapter  wishes  to  encourage  the  Air  Force  to 
ensure  that  the  coMuntty  Is  provided  nlth  the  means  to  mitigate 
identified  impacts  uhtch  might  occur  In  the  local  education  system. 

a.  Economic  -  Th*  proposed  project  1$  projected  to  have  a  positive 
economic  impact  on  th*  conmunity.  Although  this  Is  Important 
it  is  our  desire  to  ensure  long  term  benefits  to  the  comuni ty. 

It  <s  therefore  desirous  that  th*  Air  Force  consider  mechanism 
uhereby  business  development  uhleh  occurs  from  this  program  generates 
localized  opportunities.  These  opportuni t les  could  be  th*  seeds 
to  strengthen  our  economy. 

I"  conclusion,  am  uish  to  State  that  our  camel  tie*  •ill  submit  a  mare 
specific  commnt  letter  by  th*  August  JO.  I960  deadline  and  *e  mill  continue 
to  support  the  men  and  uomen  of  franc  is  t.  Marren  A. f.i.  as  they  strive 
to  terry  our  their  mission.  Me  thank  th*  Air  Force  for  th*  opportunity 
to  r*vln  and  coamcnt  on  th*  (IS  and  •*  have  th#  confidence  In  knowing 
that  our  'ssues  *111  be  •‘td-»st#d  and  that  mill  all  of  us  norklng  tsgtl*-»- 
as  mt  have  in  our  long  history  w*  mill  as  a  business  comkuntiy  str‘v# 
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August  25,  1988 


Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 

Norton  AFP ,  CA  92409-6448 


Deer  Colonel  Welsh: 


The  Draft  EIS  -  Peacekeeper  Rell  Garrison  Program  has  been 
reviewed  at  staff  level  of  West  Central  tfexss  Municipal 
Water  District  (WCTHWD) .  it  represents  significant  effort 
by  the  Air  Force  to  evaluate  an  extremely  complex  proposal 
within  the  guidelines  of  current  environmental  and  defense 
eecurity  law,  policy,  and  supporting  regulations.  As  an 
environmental  engineer,  I  salute  your  accomplishment.  As 
requested  at  both  Abilene  hearings  re  Peacekeeper,  mattera 
of  national /nuclear  defense  policy  and  both  economic 
development  and  anvironsMntal  protection  interests  (beyond 
current  laws  and  regulations)  ara  not  judged  within  the 
context  of  this  letter.  with  that  background,  and  with 
regret  that  time  did  not  allow  our  coaments  to  be  presented 
at  the  laat  public  hearing,  we  offer  a  summary  of  our 
review  of  the  environmental  impact  of  Peacekeeper  on  the 
regional  raw-water  supply  system  managed  by  WCTMWD. 


The  qualifications  of  the  District's  General  Manager  to 
comment  on  the  EIS  include  bachelor’s  and  master's  degrees 
in  civil  and  environmental  engineering,  and  registration  as 
a  profeaalonal  engineer  in  Texas.  Experience  includes 
consulting  engineering  work  in  environmental  impact  analysis 
as  well  as  twelve  years  as  a  water  and  wastewater  utility 
manager.  Utility  management  experience  includes  industrial 
pollution  monitoring  and  enforcement,  water  resource  snd 
water  supply  protection,  and  watershed  management 
activities. 


Three  general  perspectives  were  evaluated  in  this  EIS 
review: 

(1)  Direct  and  indirect  (Abilene  area)  water 
resource  impact.  This  refers  to  potential 
consequences  of  having  a  rail  garrison  on 
DYESS  AF8  property. 


to  emit  you  or  Air  fort#  in  meeting  the  bWMndi  of  your  million. 
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(2)  Overall  regional  (West  Central  Texas) 
environswntal  impact.  Again,  this  refers  to 
potential  consequences  of  having  a  rail 
garrison  at  DYESS  APB . 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  cc— aunt .  I  assume  that 
the  cceirnti  from  the  City  of  Abilene  staff,  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  with  a  concern  about  appropriate  use  of  pesticide/herbi¬ 
cide  on  rail  rlqbt-of-vay,  will  be  appropriately  addressed 
in  the  final  report. 


(3)  Overall  program  environmental  impact.  This 
review  was  premised  on  the  off-base  activi¬ 
ties  associated  with  the  proposed  system. 

An  assusq>tion  was  made  that  the  probability 
of  a  rail  garrison  train  being  in  the  West 
Central  Texas  area  may  be  higher  than  at 
many  locations  due  to  the  proximity  of  the 
DYESS  APB  system  support  facilities. 

Based  on  a  comparison  of  impacts  at  Warren  APB  compared 
with  DYESS  AFB ,  an  assumption  of  magnification  of  any 
potential  environmental  risk  was  assumed  for  Warren  APB. 
This  perspective  yields  no  determinable  and  unacceptable 
hasard/rlsk  resulting  from  on-base  activities  (item  (1) 
and  (2)  above)  at  DYESS  APB.  In  other  words,  on-base 
activities  could  not  be  found  to  unacceptably  threaten 
water,  air,  land,  or  human  resources  as  protected  by 
existing  laws  aMd  guidelines. 

Regarding  off-base  activities,  the  report  and  the  presenta¬ 
tion  at  the  July  25,  1988  hearing  were  reassuring.  The 
classified  nature  of  the  specific  procedures  and  materials 
makes  this  ares  of  analysis  more  uncertain  for  individuals 
not  familiar  with  and/or  authorized  full  access  to  the 
details  of  the  off-beae  activity.  The  protection  of  the 
public  in  this  area,  it  seems,  is  based  primarily  on  the 
various  inspection  and  design  standards  for  explosive, 
nuclear,  and  transportation  systems  AND  the  effective 
utilisation  of  the^e  standards  by  various  branches  of  the 
federal  military  ..nd  civil  service.  With  this  qualifica¬ 
tion,  the  EIS  presentation  is  thorough  and  did  not  identify 
unacceptable  risks  <r  hazards. 


Ml,  P.E. 
General  Manager 


xc:  Pred  Lee  Hughes,  Member  of  WCTMWD  Board  of 
w.  T.  Dupree,  President  of  WCTMWD  Board  of 


Directors 

Directors 


Returning  to  the  perspective  in  the  opening  paragraph,  the 
EIS  is  apparently  a  good  faith  effort  to  evaluate  environ¬ 
mental  risk  and  the  report  conclusion  seems  appropriately 
supported.  The  report,  the  public  meeting  comments  present¬ 
ed,  and  my  review  cf  the  ETS  document,  do  not  identify 
unacceptable  major  risks  or  hazards  based  on  existing 
regulation. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  A  HUMAN  SERVICES 


Vuw<i 


C«"WI  lo«  D<M«I«  Control 
Allant*  GA  30333 

August  29,  1988 


/It/  *  r  > 
/  ) 

Lt.  Col.  Peter  Walsh 
me E-MS/DCV 

Sort  on  m,  California  92409-4448 


P*S*  2  -  Cel-  Peter  Welsh 

Thank  you  for  sending  this  818  for  our  review.  Please  Insure  we  are  on  ta* 
sailing  list  to  receive  s  copy  of  the  final  IIS  Am  it  is  available.  Also, 
pleas*  insure  we  are  on  your  ceiling  list  for  further  documents  prepared  under 
the  Batlonal  Environmental  Policy  Act  (BETA). 

Sincerely  yours. 


r  Col.  Walsh: 


1 


We  are  providing  cominti  on  the  Draft  environmental  I^act  Statement  (bis) 
for  the  Peacekeeper  tell  Garrison  Program.  Wa  are  responding  on  behalf  of  the 
U.f .  Public  Health  Service.  This  SIS  describes  s  copies  S yet as  for 
supplementing  the  Sat ion's  strategic  forces  (“Strategic  Tried"). 

The  range  of  adverse  lapse t ■  on  public  health  which  could  occur  ore  described 
In  Chapter  5  “Safety  Considerations- .  Computer  modeling  wee  used  extensively 
to  quantify  risks  associated  with  the  Peacekeeper  Program.  IADTXAI  and 
NAZTBAB  were  cited  as  programs  used  to  co^uto  rail  transport  risk,  but  little 
detail  is  given  in  the  BIS  on  the  scope  and  effectiveness  of  thee*  programs. 
The  US  only  states  that  IADTEAH  was  used  in  an  esrller  study  of  risks 
associated  with  sir.'  rail,  and  truck  transport  of  radioactive  materials.  Hsa 
this  program  bean  used  only  on cot  Are  those  program*  the  beet  available 
analytical  tools  for  this  purpose,  end  whet  other  tools  or  software  were 
considered  for  this  analysis). 


^Tievld  I.  Clapp,  Ph.D..  P.E..  CM 
Environmental  Health  scientist 
Special  Programs  Croup 
Center  for  tevlronmantal  Health 
and  Injury  Control 


In  Section  5. 4. 1.2.  reference  is  mad*  to  s  computer  model  which  was  uaed  for 
sir  quality  impact  assessment.  Ho  details  on  tMa  software  were  included  (not 
even  the  name  of  the  software) ,  and  details  are  needed  to  convince  the  reader 
that  this  aodel  was  tbs  most  effective,  appropriate  tool  for  this  analysis 


2 


fetelear  material  releasee,  liquid  propellant  releases,  solid  propellant 
explosion,  os  well  so  solid  propellant  burn  resulting  from  an  operational 
mishap  are  discussed  ae  potential  threats  to  human  health  and  aafety.  While 
these  hesarda  are  reasonably  well  discussed  in  the  text,  the  Pinal 
Snvlronmantal  Impart  Statement  should  include  an  expended  “tussery  of 
Potential  ftTvlrowmental  Effects  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Cerrison  Eisheps"  (Table 
5.4. 4-1).  This  table  should  be  expended  to  include  the  mmarleal  risk 
quantification  associated  with  each  mishap  along  with  the  narrative  statement 
of  environmental  effects.  The  present  table  does  not  allow  a  c operative 
asses mos-  *  of  the  relative  likelihood  of  the  stated  of tecta.  For  exampla, 
ham  Krtality  is  a  stated  effect  resulting  form  solid  propellant  explosion 
or  1 iquid-propol lant  explosion  but  thee*  relative  potentially  life-threatening 
events  would  appear  to  he  as  likely  to  occur  as  “fire  damage  to  vegetation-. 
Including  relative  risks  in  this  table  would  enlarge  the  table  but  sake  it  a 
far  more  meaningful  Mmaary  of  environments!  effects. 
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state  of  wyomjno 

OfflCE  OF  THE  GOVERNOR 
CHEYENNE  82002 


August  31,  19B8 


Lt.  Col.  Thomas  Sartol 
United  States  Ait  Force 

Director,  Programs  A  Environmental  Division 
Regional  Civil  Engineer 
Ballistic  Missile  Support  (AFESC) 

Norton  Air  Force  Base,  CA  92409 


Re:  Proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Proaram 

Dear  Lt.  Col.  Bartols 


We  have  completed  our  review  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  this  project.  This  letter  will 
include  our  general  comments  regarding  the  DEIS  and  provide 
clarification,  where  necessary,  of  state  agency  comments  and 
questions.  The  state  agency  comments  and  questions  are  attached 
herewith  to  supplement  this  letter. 


Your  office  has  already  answered  many  of  the  questions  we 
raised  regarding  the  clarification  of  various  issues. 
Information  is  also  being  gathered  to  respond  to  some  other 
questions.  The  comments  and  questions  presented  here  are  those 
that  should  be  addressed  in  the  Final  EIS  (FEIS). 


1.  It  is  understood  that  Peacekeeper  specific  training  will 
be  provided  at  F.E.  Warren  even  for  personnel  to  be  assigned  to 
other  bases.  The  DEIS  is  a  little  unclear  on  this  point  and  a 
clarification  would  be  helpful  in  the  FEIS. 


2.  In  various  locations  in  the  DEIS,  the  train  deployment 
was  described  as  being  two,  four,  or  possibly  six  trains  per 
garrison  site.  You  have  explained  that  the  numbers  of  trains 
being  considered  was  to  maximize  the  impacts  to  be  derived  from 
the  DEIS  modelling.  This,  in  essence,  was  to  provide  the  worst- 
case  impacts.  some  clarification  of  this  in  the  FErS  would  be 
helpful  in  eliminating  the  reviewers’  confusion. 


3.  The  lighting  systems  are  still  under  preliminary  design 
so  you  indicated  that  the  visual  impacts  cannot  yet  be 
determined.  The  design  should  seek  to  reduce  the  lighting 
impacts  to  residential  areas  and  the  FEIS  should  address  this 
matter. 
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4.  The  FEIS  will  Identify  the  preferred  alternative.  The 
cultural  sites  could  affect  the  site  selection  at  F.E.  Warren. 
The  effect  of  the  cultural  sites  on  the  alternative  selection 
should  be  identified  in  the  FEIS. 


S.  Your  staff  has  already  contacted  Carl  Ellis  of  the 
Industrial  Siting  Administration  regarding  the  Region  of 
influence  established  in  the  DEIS.  The  ROI  has  different 
significance  if  it  is  used  to  assess  economics,  labor  market, 
transportation  or  other  issues.  Due  to  the  aiqnit icance  of  the 
ROI  on  the  projected  impacts.  the  remaining  questions  on  this 
issue  should  be  resolved  before  the  FEIS. 


6.  There  may  have  been  a  change  in  some  of  the  significance 
criteria  used  to  address  transp''-*’**-  ion  Issues  between  the 
previous  Peacekeeper  EIS  and  this  DEIS.  Any  differences  in  the 
significance  criteria  should  be  resolved  before  the  FEIS. 


8 
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7.  Further  clarification  needs  to  be  provided  in  the  FEIS 
regarding  water  quality  standards  and  impacts.  The  FEIS  should 
address  both  federal  and  state  water  quality  standards  and  how 
the  proposed  project  would  Impact  water  quality.  The  project 
mitigation  should  identify  that  construction  standards  will  be 
established  to  meet  the  water  quality  standards. 


8.  Additional  information  hau  been  made  available 
concerning  housing  vacancies  identified  in  the  DEIS.  The  FEIS 
should  include  this  new  information. 


9.  The  DEIS  needs  to  be  modified  to  reflect  enrollment, 
pupi 1-to-teacher  ratios,  and  revenue  and  reserve  data  from  School 
District  No.  1.  The  FEIS  should  reflect  the  new  data  and  the 
resulting  changes  in  the  impacts. 


10.  The  employment,  revenue  and  reserve  data  from  Cheyenne 
and  Laramie  County  also  needs  to  t-e  updated  and  the  impacts  re¬ 
assessed  based  upon  the  new  data. 


11.  The  impacts  to  the  education  system  do  not  reflect  the 
cost  impacts  that  will  be  felt  by  the  State  School  Foundation 
program.  other  local  impacts,  such  as  for  public  utilities,  may 
be  able  to  be  covered  by  such  locally  generated  revenues  as 
project  related  sales  and  use  taxes.  The  foundation  program 
provides  a  substantial  amount  of  funding  to  the  school  districts. 
This  program  is  funded  through  mineral  royalty  and  ad  valorem 
taxes.  Locally  generated  project  related  revenue  does  not  go 
into  the  foundation  program.  The  enrollments  from  Table  4.2-1 -1 
are  anticipated  to  generate  demands  for  funding  from  this  program 
of : 
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1989 

1990 

1991 

1992 

1993 

1994 

1995 


$  88,603 
202,125 
286, 183 
933,518 
928,973 
844,915 
804,061 


The  impacts  to  this  program  need  to  be  discussed.  A  sample  of 
the  School  Foundation  Program  Application  is  enclosed  to  show  how 
school  districts  apply  for  these  funds.  A  memo  from  Mary  Byrnes 
of  the  Wyoming  Department  of  Administration  and  Fiscal  Control 
regarding  foundation  program  funding  is  also  enclosed. 
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12.  The  current  expansion  program  under  way  for  wastewater 
services  is  at  the  Dry  Creek  Plant.  The  other  public  utility 
coordination  issues,  including  solid  waste,  will  need  to  be 
coordinated  with  the  City  of  Cheyenne. 


outside  this  project,  they  would 
understanding  of  traffic  impacts. 


help  obtain  a  better 


what  is 
Highway? 


What  is  the  current  traffic  use  at  the  north  gate  and 
the  related  LOS  on  Central  Avenue  and  Yellowstone 


c.  Would  the 
gate  operations? 


LOS  on  Central  Avenue  be  affected  by  north 


Since  many  of  these  questions  will  be  speculative  until 
highway-related  construction  work  is  completed,  the  mitigation 
conditions  should  include,  at  a  minimum,  coordination  with  the 
City  and  the  Wyoming  Highway  Department  on  this  matter.  This 
could  include  an  agreement  to  perforin  traffic  studies  upon  the 
completion  of  road  construction  to  identify  the  new  background 
traffic  patterns.  This  could  be  done  to  establish  what,  if  any, 
additional  mitigation  would  be  appropriate  for  the  project. 


13.  The  Public  Service  Commission  has  reviewed  the 

er S  in  more  detail  and  has  consu 1  ted  1 oca 1 1 y 

representatives  of  the  gas  and  electric  utilities, 
utilities  have  stated  that  they  feel  the  actual  impact*  on 
system  will  be  less  than  that  identified  in  the  Draft  EIS. 
only  concern  remaining  regards  the  identi  f  i'-ation 


measures  that  will  be  taken  to  avoid  damage  to  existing 
services  in  the  area. 


Ora  ft 
with 
These 
their 
Their 
those 


15.  Section  5 
program  Bafety  issues 
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of  the  Draft  EIS  carefully  addresses  the 
.  The  modelling  in  that  section  identify 
dispersion  projections  for  various  constituents  for  various 
accidents  that  could  occur  (pp.  5-18  to  5-20).  It  is  recognized 
that  the  probabilties  of  these  occurrences  is  extremely  remote. 
Even  so,  the  modelling  probably  also  identifies  the  areas  at  risk 
should  any  accident  occur  at  the  rail  garrison  site.  Is  there 
any  need  to  work  with  local  land  use  planners  to  identify  these 
areas  for  future  planning  or  zoning? 


14.  The  transportation  issues  are  difficult  to  assess  based 
upon  the  Information  presented  in  the  Draft  EIS.  Traffic 
problems  already  exist  at  Randall  Avenue  for  a  variety  of  reasons 
including  the  short  distance  between  the  gate  and  the 
interchange.  The  same  traffic  volume  is  assumed  for  the  south 
gate,  as  was  used  in  the  Peacekeeper  EIS.  There  are  changes, 
existing  and  currently  under  way,  on  the  base  since  that  time. 
The  north  gate  is  currently  open  for  portions  of  the  day,  yet 
this  gate  is  not  discussed  in  the  Draft  EIS.  It  is  unfortunate 
that  the  work  at  Missile  Drive  and  Happy  Jack  is  not  complete 
since  this  project  will  have  a  significant  effect  on  traffic  dis¬ 
tribution.  Also,  under  the  north  site  option,  work  will  be 
under  way  simultaneously  all  across  the  base.  Project-related 
traffic  could  be  distributed  fairly  uniformly  over  all  three 
gates.  It  is  even  conceivable  that  traffic  redistribution  when 
Missile  Drive  it  reopened  may,  in  fact,  positively  impact  the 
traffic  situation  at  Randall  Avanue.  The  Draft  EIS  should 
provide  additional  Information  to  help  review  this  such  as: 
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16.  General  -  The  south  site  option,  as  discussed, 
includes  only  one  road  access  to  the  site.  It  is  assumed  that 
more  than  one  access  to  the  garrison  site  would  be  important  in 
the  pos8lblity  of  accidents  or  ether  occurrences  blocking  the 
access.  Is  a  second  access  necessary?  If  so,  the  site  impacts 
should  address  it.  Also,  the  DEIS  indicates  that  the  south  site 
option  would  Include  abandoning  Swan  Reservoir.  If  the  reservoir 
is  to  be  abandoned,  the  water  supply  for  irrigated  lands  supplied 
from  Swan  reservoir  should  be  addressed. 
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17.  The  modelling  assumption  reflects  a  ground  level  wind 
condition  of  4.5  mph.  The  average  wind  speed  in  Cheyenne  is 
closer  to  13.4  mph.  It  is  understood,  though,  that  the  lower 
wind  speeds  would  tend  to  reflect  worst-case  (highest  concetra- 
tions)  conditions.  This  is  because  there  is  greater  mixing  at 
high  wind  speeds  resulting  in  lower  concentrations. 


a.  What  on-base  projects  (outside  of  this  action)  are  being 
considered  for  traffic  Improvements?  Even  though  they  are 


18.  The  concentrations  estimated  from  the  accident 
modelling  presented  on  pages  5-18  to  5-20  represent  potentially 
harmful  amounts  of  certain  chemical  constltuente.  Since  this  is 
a  potential,  but  worst-ca^e  cenario: 
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Lt.  Col.  ThoMi  Bartol 
August  31*  1988 
Psgs  Plvs 

a.  Hill  ths  Air  Fore®  work  with  stats  and  local  response 
coordinators  to  evaluate  existing  programs  and  identify  needed 
program  modifications? 

b.  Hill  joint  training  exercises  be  considered  for  state 
and  local  personnel? 

It  may  be  appropriate  to  consider  these,  as  well  as 
equi  parent  needs,  as  mitigation  measures  for  the  proposed  action. 
They  would  be  a  good  mechanism  to  provide  mutually  beneficial 
training  programs  and  strengthen  over-all  emergency  response 
programs.  I  would  request  that  Edwin  Usui  of  the  Office  of 

Emergency  Management  be  contacted  relative  to  these  points. 

19.  The  health  and  human  service  program  impacts  were  not 

addressed  in  the  DEIS.  Any  new  project,  public  or  private,  can 

be  expected  to  impact  such  programs  as  substance  abuse  and 

spouse  and  child  abuse.  Comment  letters  are  included  for 

programs  under  the  Wyoming  Department  of  Health  and  Social 

Services.  The  comments  address  the  population  impacts  under  the 
cumulative  assessment  model  only.  However,  discussions  with  the 
program  personnel  indicates  that  their  programs  historically  have 
been  impacted  proportionately  to  the  increase  in  population.  In 
other  words,  a  population  increase  of  2%  would  result  in  roughly 

a  2%  increase  in  program  demands.  These  program  Impacts  can  be 

offset  by  rail  garrison  program  related  revenues.  These 

community  based  programs  are  funded  through  annual  local  and 
state  budgets  and  funding  could  significantly  lag  behind 

revenues. 

20.  The  Wyoming  Came  and  Pish  Department  had  several 

comments  which  are  included  in  the  attached  letter.  The  WGFD  has 

been  working  with  F.E.  Warren  on  several  Issues  dealing  with  such 
topics  as  habitat  and  recreational  enhancement.  Their  comments 
have  combined  their  mitigation  recommendations  for  the  rail 
garrison  program  with  thoae  of  other  on-going  activities.  It  is 
their  belief  that  more  effective  mitigation  can  be  accomplished 
in  this  manner.  As  an  example,  the  WGFD  recommends  mitigation 
for  200  acres  of  habitat.  This  includes  the  102.4  acres 

permanently  lost  from  rail  garrison  activities  plus  additional 
acreage  for  other  on-going  activities.  The  public  access 
comments  under  number  6  refers  to  assisting  in  the  obtaining  of 
access  across  private  lands  to  public  lands  currently  not 
accessible.  With  respect  to  number  7,  the  rail  garrison  facility 
would  be  fenced  with  only  one  access.  It  is  possible  that 
wildlife  such  as  antelope  could  be  trapped  within  the  enclosed 
area  as  fencing  is  completed.  The  WGFD  would  help  relocate  such 
animals  but  request  mitigation  measures  to  address  the  time  and 
expense  of  these  activities. 
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21.  The  mitigation  plan  for  the  rail  garrison  program  must 
address  such  issues  as  payment  of  local  sales  and  use  taxes  and 
methods  of  contracting.  The  ability  of  the  Local  entities  to 
absorb  program  related  impact  is  directly  related  to  program 
derived  revenue.  If  local  taxes  are  not  paid,  there  is  no 
revenue  stream  for  this  impact  assistance.  Also,  various  options 
for  contracting  could  also  affect  the  impacts  presented  in  the 
DEIS.  Without  assurance  on  how  these  will  be  implemented, 
questions  remain  regarding  the  level  of  impact.  The  mitigation 
plan  should  also  address  a  monitoring  program  that  will  assess 
local  Impacts  during  construction  and  Implementation  to  ensure 
that  impacts  are  being  adequately  addressed  and  mitigation 
measures  are  adequate.  The  mitigation  plan  needs  to  address  how 
cost  impacts  will  be  mitigated  that  are  not  offset  by  rail 
garrison  related  program  income.  An  example  of  this  is  the 
School  Foundation  Program  which  could  Incur  additional  costs  of 
$4,088,370  between  1989  and  1995.  These  costs  are  not  offset  by 
project  related  sales  and  use  taxes.  The  EIS  Is  intended  to 
address  program  impacts,  assess  those  Impacts  and  to  develop 
mitigation  measures  to  reduce  adverse  program  impacts.  The 
mitigation  plan  must  address  these  issues  or  there  is  no 
assurance  that  the  adverse  program  impacts  can  be  adequately 
mitigated.  Since  program  related  adverse  impacts  affect  all 
Wyoming  residents,  including  defense  employees,  it  is  assumed 
that  a  thorough  mitigation  plan  is  of  mutual  Interest. 

22.  The  impacts  of  the  cumulative  assessment  have  not  been 
addressed  here.  A  separate  EIS  would  be  completed  to  address  any 
small  I CBM  deployment.  The  Impacts  of  such  a  deployment  would  be 
more  significant  than  the  rail  garrison,  but  w«  yill  evaluate 
those  impacts  at  the  time  information  on  the  small  ICBM 
deployment  is  available. 

I  appreciate  your  assistance  to  date  in  answering  the 
questions  of  the  local  and  state  representatives.  Ws  look 
forward  to  working  with  you  between  now  and  the  FEIS  to  provide 
whatever  additional  data  that  you  may  need.  We  share  your  desire 
to  have  a  FEIS  that  is  a  complete  assessment  of  the  proposed 
program  from  which  competent  decisions  can  be  made.  Thank  you 
for  your  help,  and  we  look  forward  to  hearing  from  you  on  these 
issues. 


Sincerely, 

Alan  Edwards 

Natural  Resource  Analyst 
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<*ly  minimal  habitat  disturbance  will  occnr  se  e  reeel t  the  development 

of  enpport  facilities,  because  the  Smell  ICSN  program  will  atlliee  axle ting 
mleolle  elloe. 


The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrieaa  will  have 
habitat.  go  crucial  wildlife  habitat  will 


The  staff  of  the  Wyoming  Came  and  pieh  Department  hoe  reviewed  the  draft 
environmental  impact  etetemest  for  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carr i eon  Program.  Ve  offer 
the  following  recoeoModat lose  for  your  consider at  ion. 

According  to  the  information  contained  is  thin  document,  potential  impacts 
to  aquatic  resource*  should  he  inelgsif leant. 

The  R1S  contains  e  very  limited  and  what  we  conalder  to  he  incomplete 
analysis  of  the  environmental  consequences  of  the  proposed  action.  The  proposed 
action  to  deploy  50  Peacekeeper  Nlsailes  on  25  Creiee  at  P.I.  Warren  Air  force 
Base  and  other  military  beeee  will  cause  sosm  direct  lose  of  habitat  in 
southeast  Wyoming.  It  will  reeult  in  s  temporary  coos t roe t loo  work  force  end  ** 
increase  in  military  personnel  at  th«  bees.  The  total  projected  population 
inerssss  for  ths  Chsyenne  area  as  a  result  of  the  project  is  295  people  in  1989, 
1,475  In  1992,  and  1,102  from  the  year  1*95  to  2000. 

Xf  the  Small  ICBM  program  is  developed  concurrantly  with  the  Peacekeeper 
Sell  Cerrison  Project,  an  additional  220  people  will  lamigrata  to  the  Cheyenne 
area  la  1992.  The  local  popular loe  will  continue  to  grow.  The  DRIB  indicates 
an  additional  4,088  people  will  realda  is  the  Cheyenne  ares  in  1999  as  a  result 
of  the  Smell  1CIM  program. 
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i  local  impact  as  wildlife 
directly  affected  by  thie 
proposal.  The  most  significant  adverse  Impacts  to  wildlife  could  result  from 
the  secondary  impacts  from  thie  project.  Indirectly,  the  short  end  long  term 
impeeta  to  the  area  from  the  construction  work  force  and  the  additional  Air 
Force  personnel  needed  to  men  the  facilities  could  hove  am  impact  on  local 
terreetrlel  wildlife  populations  and  chair  habitat. 

The  increased  human  population  in  the  Cheyenne  ares  will  lead  to  increased 
reeidentiel  and  road  davelopmant,  urban  and  suburban  sprawl,  a  greater  seed  for 
water,  increased  power  line  corridors,  increased  demands  for  recreational 
activity  and  access  to  the  wildlife  resource  in  Wyoming  and  increased  wildlife 
law  enforceswnt  problems.  These  impacts  will  he  greatest  within  100  milee  of 
Warren  Air  force  tees,  hut  will  reeult  is  an  increased  demand  on  the 
recreational  end  wildlife  resources  in  the  entire  state. 

The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carr loon  could  he  boused  on  the  present  facility  (north 
site)  or  on  e  site  in  Section  15,  T13R,  R67W,  shout  2  milee  aooth  of  P.R.  Werrea 
API  (south  site).  The  DRIS  judges  the  impact  on  biological  resource*  to  be  low 
sad  sot  significant,  we  disagree. 

EKVIBOKKERTAL  IMPACTS 

Worth  Site 

The  eorth  site  liee  in  doer  Bunt  Area  60  and  antelope  bnt  Area  10A  and 
upland  game  Nanageasnt  Ares  29.  The  air  base  provides  yaarloeg  habitat  (or  aula 
deer,  white-tailed  deer,  and  antelope.  The  Iron  Moan tain  mala  dear,  Southeast 
Wyoaing  white-tailed  deer,  end  Iron  Mountain  ants  lope  horde  are  affected  by  this 
proposal. 

The  development  of  this  project  will  permanently  affect  102. A  scree  sad 
temporarily  disturb  204.7  scree.  About  0.2  scree  of  wetland  would  be  disturbed. 
If  security  fences  era  constructed  around  portions  of  this  facility,  ths  amount 
of  habitat  lost  to  big  game  use  could  increase.  Increased  mortality  of  deer  mi 
antelope  is  anticipated  as  a  result  of  collisions  with  vehicles,  (sites 
entrapment,  end  other  accidents.  The  destruction  of  up  to  309.1  acres  of 
habitat  will  reduce  the  available  winter  range  for  the  considerable  number  of 
mule  deer,  white-tolled  deer,  and  antelope  that  utilise  the  air  hose. 
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titl  Hu 

The  eoath  alt*  la  primarily  a  |TM«lu4  used  for  Uw*  stock  gracing.  It  la 
yaarlemg  amtalape  habitat.  4  (n  Ml*  dear  amd  white-tailed  tar  «ij  aa*  tha 
area.  Tha  tMtk  ait*  liaa  U  aatalopa  Bast  iru  37,  tar  hat  Araa  41,  md 
upland  gam*  Memagamaar  4r*a  29.  Tha  I  ha*  a  Mountain  aula  Saar,  Caataaaial 
aatalopa,  amd  Southeast  Wyoming  uhitn-tailad  Saar  hard*  will  ha  affected  by  tha 
project  if  it  ia  dawalopad  *e  tha  aoath  ait*. 

Tha  project  woald  permanently  Siatarb  92.4  acraa  and  temporarily  diaturb 
193.3  acraa  af  grassland  hab<t*t.  4  0.2  acre  wetland  and  iatarmictaot  atraaa 
woalS  b*  affected,  aa  wall  aa  2.4  acraa  of  pond#  and  0.3  acraa  of  raaarwoir. 
Construction  of  security  faacaa  arowaS  tha  facility  could  poealbly  deny  wildlife 
accaaa  to  wital  water  source*  and  raaalt  i*  greeter  habitat  loaaaa  tor  big  gana 
by  raatrictlag  accaaa  to  thalr  former  rang*.  lacraaaad  loaaaa  of  big  gam*  are 
anticipated  aa  a  raaalt  of  collleloae  with  vehiclaa,  taac*  entrapment,  and  other 
accident*.  Fencing  at  thi*  ait*  may  fwaaal  antelope  mowing  waat  between  tha 
ait*  aaS  latarstata  SO.  Pane*  construct  ion  coaid  raault  In  iacraaaaS  winter 
mortality  if  aatalopa  ar*  trapped  ia  ftac*  coraart  aa  they  wot*  to  the  aaat 
Swrlag  winter  hliaaarda. 

Impact*  to  Listed,  Federal  Candidate ,  and  Etats-Beneltlwe  Spec  tea 

Construction  of  tha  project  at  either  ait*  could  Saatroy  oeatiog  habitat  for 
burrowing  owls,  neat  traaa  or  aitaa  for  Swaiaaoo'a  and  ferruginous  hawfca,  and 
dan*  of  notbern  awift  fox.  411  four  of  tbeee  apeciaa  may  occur  oa  one  or  both 
ait**  aa  part  of  a  branding  population  ia  tba  local  araa.  Table  4. 2.4-1  Hat* 
tbe  northern  awift  fox  aa  a  Federally  Lilted  Endangered  Special.  This  ia 
Incorrect,  it  ia  a  caaSiSata  threatened  apeciaa.  4  awift  fox  San  hne  haan 
Socwaaated  in  ar.  araa  adjacent  to  tba  aoath  ait*  (Section  12,  T13S,  E68W). 


anathaaet  Vpesiag,  campowmS -el ready  a* war#  accaaa  problem*  to  limited  pmhlic 
land*  ia  Laramit,  41baay,  Platt*  mad  Go* hen  comae ia*,  increase  accaaa  problems 
oa  prlwata  lead  ia  than*  saw*  counties,  aad  lacraase  campatitlaa  far  quality 
■  na  i  mam>ll  »i  waldlif*  na*  la  a  out  beast  Wyoming,  as  wall  a*  imeraaa*  habitat 
lane  tram  dew* topmast  la  tha  Cheyeaa*  area). 
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Poaaibl*  hit  last  lorn  Meaner** 

Ha  auggaat  tba  follawiag  actioms  to  mitigate  loan**  of  vlldlifs  habitat. 

1.  gaplac*  all  wetland  a,  pood*  and  raaarwoira  in  kind  am  or  adjacent  to  tha 
project  araa. 

2.  The  Department's  mitigation  policy  lists  aoa-critlcel  seasonal  habitat  as 
hawing  modaratn  walwa  with  a  mitigation  ohjactiwa  of  no  not  loss  of  habitat 
waloa  while  minimiaing  lose  of  in-klnd  habitat  walwa.  la  hasping  with  this 
ohjactiwa  w*  recommend  tha  air  fore*  mitlgat*  tba  permanent  loaa  of  200 
acraa  of  wildlife  habitat  ia  a  manner  mutually  agr«ad  up.--'  by  UCFD  aad  OUT, 
Tba  diaruptlom  of  big  game  daily  and  aaaaoaal  mowamaof  la  Ilka'y  from  thia 
projact.  Additional  mitigation  manaura#  might  be  needed  »f  big  game 
distribution  problem*  raaalt  from  this  projact. 

3.  Hitlgat*  loaa  of  habitat  features  each  aa  naat  trees  or  raptor  naata,  water 
rsoarcss,  and  small  wetlands  by  tha  raplacamaot  of  tbasa  habitat  faataras  cm 
naarby  aitaa. 

4.  411  rang*  fanes*  constructed  *«  a  raaalt  of  this  projact  should  b*  3 -strand 
fancaa,  43  lnckaa  high.  If  4-atrand  fancaa  are  built,  tba  bottom  wire 
should  be  smooth  and  14  inches  abort  tha  ground  and  tha  fames  should  be  43 
inches  high. 


Iimxry 

Tba  DEIS  Indicates  abort  Md  long  term  direct  and  indirect  impacts  to 
biological  resources  would  b*  low  amd  ooo-ai gaif leant.  lownwar,  local  impacts 
to  daar  and  antelope  population*  could  ha  significant,  and  waluabla  habitat 
feature*  could  b#  loot.  Construct i cm  of  aithar  sit*  could  result  la  loss  of 
habitat  for  tha  northern  awift  fox. 

If  tba  Small  I  CBM  program  ia  dawalopad  concurrently  with  tha  Paacakcapar 
Bail  Garrison  program,  tha  indirect  lupecta  on  biological  resources  In  tha 
tagloo  of  Influence  (tOI)  from  tha  Increased  human  population  in  the  Cheyana* 
araa  could  ha  significant  (i.*.,  6,000  additional  people  in  Cheyeen*  will 
significantly  incraaaa  competition  for  tha  conaumptiw*  uses  of  wildlife  In 
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Tha  proposed  ole#*  should  ha  iawaatoriad  for  raptor  seat  aitaa  and  swift  fox 
daa*.  If  any  ar*  located,  mitigation  measures  should  h*  dawalopad  in 
consultation  with  tha  UGFD  and  O.B.  Piah  and  Hildlif*  gerwlca. 

Based  on  tbs  HCPD  rawlaw  of  tha  MX  Missile  Program  (BIS  233.1),  VU>  should 
be  required  to  preside  additional  accaaa  to  land  for  recreation,  including 
hunting,  fishing,  and  noaconavmpt lw*  uaaa  of  wildlife.  The  084F  did  not 
concur  with  this  position  regarding  tha  MX  Miaail*  Program.  Bowavar,  w* 
be  1  laws  this  proposal  is  legitimate  and  raitarat*  it.  If  oaly  the 
Paacakcapar  Bail  Garrison  Projact  ia  dawalopad,  the  USAF  should  acquire 
public  accaaa  to  about  30  aquar*  mils*  of  land.  If  tba  Small  ICBM  Program 
i*  dawalopad  concurrently,  tha  BS4 T  should  acquire  public  access  to  130-200 
square  milea  of  land  to  offant  tba  lacraaaad  demands  for  recreation  on 
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public  lends  that  ar*  already  at  capacity  amd  on  prlwata  Igmds  where  accaaa 
la  bMomiig  mar*  restricted. 
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7.  The  OMf  ahonld  raimbmraa  the  MBPD  for  the  cose  of  ram  or  lag  any  big  game 
animal*  trapped  within  security  fancaa  constructed  aa  a  raault  of  thia 
projact. 


rhea*  you  for  tha  opportunity  to  coaaeet. 


Ch's  yog 

Jf  r^tcandLfr-^  o7  &  n  u  i  > 

CD*\tSc—  AT 


rUKII  PtTKXA 
ASSISTANT  DltlCTOt 
0PEB4TI0MS 


fPrBCTaa 
cc:  Gama  Mw. 

Piah  Olw. 

08  FIVE -Cheyenne 


Jl^arr"  T~o 

Founds rr-.'mj 

:  '?«? 

&  ?e,c.os 

i,  /?%> 

*  «7oo>,  /»r 

7?/ 

^  4&<r.  /Si 

'V* 

■*  933. 

'9?3 

-*  9*3.  9Z3 

/??y 

*  Zft't'S 

.  /Jfs 

1:1  ''a i-3-i' 1  ck 


2-235 


^Up- 


document  488 


DOCUMENT  488 


OJj'  —'—H  1 


SU-ctnu/uA/fi&liojv  astd 
^MtwnX  a vtd  SflcUuitci  ^MUCR 
August  19,  1988 


TO:  Alan  Edwards,  State  Planning  Coorodinator 1  a  Office 

FROM;  Har y  Byrnes,  Economist 

SUBJECT:  Foundation  Progrsa  Funding 

The  funding  of  the  School  Foundation  Progran  is  supported  by  the 
■ill  levies  both  state  mandated  and  locally  assessed  on  property 
and  also  Federal  Mineral  Royalties.  Sales  and  Use  taxes  do  not 
play  a  role  in  funding  education  in  this  state.  The  only 
exception  to  this  atateaent  la  the  State  General  Fund 
appropriation  of  $47.2  Billion  aade  to  the  School  Foundation 
Prograa  in  FT88. 

In  regard  to  lapact  Assistance  Tax  payaents  -  they  are  paid  to 
county  and  municipality  governments,  not  the  school  district.  The 
lapact  Assistance  Tex  payment  is  not  an  expropriate  source  of 
revenue  to  aitigate  an  increase  in  school  attendance. 
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IkiI  lu  Inin  Iw  psblic  adscstlao 
■KIN*  •  MHiiny  >1  MU!  a  <*•  ,«WIH 
sslsattaa  of  ail  pn*nlr  srithla  ■  school 
district  aid  is  sshjoct  t»  t hast loo  tor 
pulit  a*Kaiiaa.  TWO  Is.  is  add  lisa.  s 
aaadstss-y  sis  Bill  mil  iooy.  Bach  mt|  ts 
r«cvlrt4  to  li*|  s  tsa  of  sis  Bills  sb  #s«k 
Olio  of  aososood  ooloatioa  of  pupsfti  for 
tbS  « »OHCt  *04  BSiatSBSBCO  of  tbo  paSlie 
schools  is  that  tosttf.  nie  is  asaoldsrod  s 
local  rsossss  Is  esaootiBf  tbo  MlillsMI  So 
(ns  or  ts  tbo  Ststs  fsosanloo  infra.  Tbo 
maty  Bill  I  soy  roads  sea  eo!ls«ts«  by  tbo 
comtv  trsoooesr  aad  SlsteibotsS  BM|  tbo 
school  41 strict*  oitbls  tbo  raa*l| 

bcl  «I(M  school  Slstrlet  bso  tbo 
sftlOB  to  Her  OB  saeitiosBi  Um  Bills  Oss 
Bill  csb  bo  Inia4  oltb  tbo  aaawsl  approval  *f 
tbs  board  si  Trsstaso  oo4  too  Bills  css  bs 
ls*lod  oltb  tbs  sffcoosl  of  tbo  os  Jar  it y  of  tbs 
solars  *  prostatas  is  tbs  Iso  sossrss  tbot 
soy  districts  lofoolOf  tbo  oos  sill  I rrj  Is  sot 
boost 1 i*4  lo  its  sstltloooot  tern  tbs  lists. 

Othor  } «coj  sowrrso  of  roossoo  loci s4o 
tool  1st  bss  foods.  Maos  so4  torfsitsrss. 
for sot  coosros.  Toyloc  Ucotloo  bet  rocaipta. 
oolse  osblcls  f  oss  s«4  tut  Mot  -scsipta ,  its 
(tsa  seo  MllKtsI  by  sitbor  tbo  Itsts  or  »bo 
cooaty.  di ■ ■ I Ibslsd  to  tbo  cosoty  trsoooror. 
so4  ml loest s4  to  tbo  school  41strictS  TVs 


SBCBftioa  to  this  ts  tsltlsa.  H“  to  s  school 
Slstrlst  for  sbKitlH  slodaots  11*0  sot  si  4s 
tbo  district  tooooty.flss  fsrcoot  ot  this 

M  tbo  tins  tbot  wysBlsg  bscisi  s  ststs. 

1  1  Oil  l  Loo  serso  of  losf  I  loo  s  set  loos  p*e 
toBBablbl  osrs  ost  solas  foe  Ooffsrt  of  a»liT 
schools  Ibis  1sb4  csbooi  bo  sol4  (or  lass 
tbss  1/4  or  Its  SSSSOSS4  solos  so4  It  sou. 
aloorsl  rlfhts  srs  to  bo  rstslooS  Say  prsrasda 
lew  salo  of  tbo  load  sM  olsorsl  (oysltiso  srs 
florae  Is  tbo  C ]  ■  ■  School  lu»al  oitbls  tbs 

So  roam!  Load  Fsad  lbtoroot  I  too  this  l«4 
aad  pc—ssda  Ins  nslik,  so4  ioaooo  so  tbs 
school  isbSs  osaotltsta  tbs  Co  lists  School  Los4 
lamas  AccoBBt  oblch  la  4istrlbsts4  tolcs  s  (Mr 
to  sssaty  tesssoesro.  tbss  rsClst  rlbotsd  to 
sebsol  districts  os  tbo  bools  of  tboir  sssrsfa 
daily  aaaboroblf  of  tbo  yosr  boforo. 


tlsaoi  sorolcos  sod  (scllltlos  oblcS  is  to  ba 
MB  INIJUUS  to  SOCS  district  from  tbs 
royo! rad  local  offort  sad  tbo  fobllc  Icheel 
rosodstioo  froersB  sccooot . '  Tbs  voryoos  of  tbs 
fssd  is  to  frooida  "s  evsrBbtssd  siilBs 
fisaaclal  soffort  Isool  Cor  yobllc  sdocatiso  sod 
la  bolf  oysol its  sdscstlosal  offoctoslty  throuph 
tbs  roallocotlsa  of  (Ihoaclsl  rsoosrcso  fra 
districts  oltb  s  hi0>  for  rO>‘  1“  **"  to 
tbaoo  oltb  s  las  far  fofil  tss  boss  *  IWyaolsy 
Osfsctasot  of  fdscsUoo.  IMt  I 

(bars  srs  amrti  sosress  ot  lists 
f  i  SB  lot  Isa  fad  rsosaoos.  Ml  lists  moooj 
ssraarhsd  for  si  lantsry  sad  sscsBdsry  sdocatlso 
bss  hosB  placed  is  tbo  roondatisa  rood  by  tbs 
Loylalatore.  Mnyt  for  boost  tram  tbs  lood 
i SCOBS  food  ahicb  la  distribotsd  dicsetiy  la  tbs 
srbool  districts . 

■lstorlcslly.  tbo  latent  sootco  of  iirsi 
far  tbs  Itsts  F  assist  loo  Fuad  bso  ban  tbs 
Bioarsl  royattln  paid  to  tbs  Itata  by  tbo 
fadoral  posirmat  Vhoa  Wyoalap  boesas  s  ststs 
tbo  fadoral  limant  ratslasd  tbs  alnral 
rlphta  sa  Itata  Isa 4a .  Fifty  parent  af  than 
alsoral  royaltiaa  an  ntsraod  to  tbs  Itsts  aad 
of  this  fifty  forcaat.  thirty- tsar  parent  srs 
paid  lata  tbs  Posada  t  Isa  food  la  1*41.  s 
sts  Isolds  II  Bill  lory  on  aBactsd.  Than 
C I  mins  pa  if  Co  tbo  Pooadatloa  Psaf  a ad  css  aao 
Its  lsr past  sis* Is  soorts  of  food  rissasn 

Otbsr  sosress  af  lists  Fnsalitloa  Fsad 


way  mo.  sad  iatsrnt 

is  Faoadat las  Fsad.  la 
M  of  tbo  list*  Ooasm  A^~V«  < 
IsBOTtary  sad  ssesadsty  r 


sa  ths  laooatBaot  of  tbo  Paoadatloa  Fsad.  Is 
sddltisa.  saw  .4  parent  of  tbo  lists  OosojH) 
Food  r  so  ns  so  soft  to  olaaoatary  sad  sscaadny 
sdocstiaa  la  Mecsi  yosr  1«M.  Insaos  sosress 
soailabla  to  ssppert  odscstlso  tbrasdb  tbo  Itsto 
Coo  oral  Fsad  laelads  roeslpts  fsoa  ratal  I  nln 
aad  saa  lassd.  I  i  yosr  sain,  rifarslto  <*». 
i  ass  r  sacs  esoyaaln  tss.  aad  labor  it  sacs  tans 
lbs  r  aeaptsra  of  (soda  (ra  osaitbiar 
school  districts  is  also  a  scores  of  tebool 
Pooadatloa  Prop  ran  rssssaos  loch  school 

district  Is  sail  Usd  to  s  plosa  ssahor  of 
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TO;  Ain  Edwards,  5 PC 

FVOH;  John  V.  Jtcltcn,  Dtpuly  Administrator  -  Planning 

SOBJECT:  Cowman ta  oo  tha  Peacekeeper  tall  Carrlaoa  Progri 
DATE:  August  30.  IMS 
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In  reviewing  tha  document ,  I  found  that  tha  watar  raaourcaa  wars  fairly 
wall  covered-  I  did  notlca  a  potantlal  problam  with  tha  South  Slta.  Thay 
ladleata  that  tha  Swan  la  oar  voir  will  ha  abandoned  but  thay  do  not  appaar  to 
addraaa  tha  watar  supply  for  tha  Irrlgatad  lands  auppllad  frow  Swan  Rasarvolr. 
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j.  in 

TO:  Alan  Edwards,  Stats  Planning  Coordinator's  Off let 

reCM:  Cordon  V.  Passatt,  Stata  Esglaoary^V v/jT 

SUEJBCT:  law  law  of  Draft  Environmental  Impmci  itatamrnt ,  Paacakaapar  Kail 
Carrlsoo  Program.  Jana,  1988.  Stata  IdMtlflar  No.  88-010. 

Mf  staff  and  I  Haas  reviewed  tbs  ssbjact  document  la  Its  sntlrsty.  with 
spsclal  smphsals  bslag  pi sc ad  os  tbosa  Itama  contslaad  la  tbs  docmasnt 
ralated  to  watar  raaourcaa.  Baaad  upon  tbs  Information  contnlssd  within  tbs 
document  and  our  knowladga  of  both  tbs  physical  propart  las  and  lagal 
nonliability  of  watar  within  tha  r agios  of  lafluanca,  it  doaa  not  appaar  that 
tha  propoaad  action  will  prod oca  a  significant  Impact  on  tha  watar  raaourcaa 
of  tha  araa. 


Thank  you  for  tha  opportunity  to  review  tha  subject  documi 
have  any  questions  relative  to  tha  watar  raaourcaa  of  tha  araa, 
free  to  contact  Dick  Stockdale  or  me. 


If 


yoa 
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WtOMINO  iKriUTHN  COMMISSION 

122  wtn  stw  mmciuiaK  or  nan.  wr>o***c  Man 


July  11,  1988 


Wyoming  State  Clearinghouse 
Attn:  Mr.  Alan  Edwards 
State  Planning  Coordinator's  Office 
MerscMer  Euldlng,  Pnd  Floor  East 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming  8P002 

RE:  88-010 

Oear  Nr.  Edwards: 

Please  refer  to  the  Regional  Recreation  Monitoring  Program  report  c-m- 
pleted  In  March  1987,  which  was  prepared  by  the  University  of  Wyoming, 
dept.  of  Geography  A  Recreation,  This  report  measured  the  resource 
recreation  effects  ef  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  System.  It 
was  contracted  by  the  Office  of  Industrial  Siting  Administration  USA)  on 
behalf  of  the  Wyoming  Recreation  Commission  and  the  Wyoming  Game  and  Fish 
Department. 

The  conclusion  of  this  report  stated  that  the  Peacekeeper  population  has 
little  Impact  on  the  recreation  resources  of  this  area  of  influence.  It 
is  anticipated  that  the  Rail  Garrison  will  also  have  1  title  impact  on  the 
recreation  resources. 

Sincerely, 


3^ie/d  Office,  dte  Qtacuan  0u&/cc  shudancc 
-and  Sfocicd  £/e+ mces. 


700  WEST  2IS1  8TMAC1 


CMCYENNt.  «hOkMt6«20U-O710 
July  25,  19M 


Wayne  A.  Milton 
Sudget  A  Pineal  Administrator 
Dnpartmaot  of  Inlath 
and  Social  Snrrlcaa 
Hathaway  Building 
Cbayannn,  WT  82002 

Dnar  Mr.  Milton: 

Plaaaa  find  attached  comments  from  tha  Chayauna  Plaid  Off  lea  of  tha 
Division  of  Public  Assistance  and  Social  Services  regarding  tha 
Paacakaopar-Kall  Carrlaou  fiopm.  A a  you  will  note,  our  coaiati 
relate  directly  to  tha  Impact  this  progr«  would  hava  on  our  agancy. 

If  you  hava  any  questions,  plaaaa  let  as  know. 

Thank  you. 


Plaid  Off lea  Manager 


SAP/ ja 
Attachment 


L^^MSttm^T^^fTljn  Head 
Planning  8  Development  Section 
State  Parks  Division 
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The  Division  ©f  Tub  11c  Assistance  tod  Social  Svrvlcv*  aarva*  ch«  2-ara*i* 

County  araa  through  thalr  Chaytoaa  riald  Offlca.  The  (laid  offlca  dlracta 
lta  afforta  In  providlsg  financial,  nodical  and  food  services  to  eligible 
raaldanta  of  Urania  County.  1c  addition,  tha  agency  provide*  a  number  of 
aarvlcaa  to  abused  and  n wgiected  chlldran  and  chair  fulllii.  In  any  given 
nmth.  tha  agency  will  aarrn:  950  household*  undar  tha  Aid  To  Fanlllaa  With 
Dapandanc  Chlldran  Program;  1,000  houaaholda  undar  tha  Food  Stanp  Prograa; 

255  houaaholda  undar  tha  Cee:?al  Aaalatanca  Program;  15*  houaaholda  undar  (ha 
Emergency  Aaalatanca  frogx*m;  and  1,500  chlldran  and  thalr  fanlllaa  undar  our 
Social  Services  Program.  Tha  Monthly  coata  aaaoclatad  with  serving  thaaa 
cllanta  ara:  Aid  To  Fanlllaa  With  Dependant  Chlldran  $305,000.00;  Food  Staspa 
$250,000.00;  General  Aaalatanca  $21,000.00;  Enargancy  Aaalatanca  $10,000.00; 
and  Social  Service*  $117,000.00. 

Tha  projactad  lnpact  of  tha  Peacekeeper-Rail  Carr  1 ion  and  tha  anall  ICBM  pro- 
graaa  would  naan  incraaaaa  In  all  of  tha  araaa  nentlonad.  Tha  projactlon  la 
to  have  tha  Cheyenne  araa  population  Incraaaa  by  over  7,000  parsons  In  1999. 

A  contamtlra  astlaata  using  this  flgura  would  ha  that  300  additional  paraona 
would  ha  receiving  mam*  kind  of  public  aid.  In  addition,  with  tha  projactad 
Incraaaa  in  atudanta.  aora  chlldran  will  ba  placad  In  tha  agaocy’a  car#  for 
aarvlcaa  and  placanant .  Consequent ly ,  with  thee*  projactad  incraaaaa.  ad¬ 
ditional  ataff  will  ha  naadad  to  aaat  tha  daaand.  At  a  alnlaua,  wa  would 
naad  an  additional  aoclal  workar,  two  public  aaalatanca  workara  and  ona  eler- 
ical  support  ataff.  Tha  coats  aaaoclatad  with  thaaa  Incraaaaa  la  sttlaatad 
to  ba,  on  a  Monthly  basis,  $125,000.00  lo  prograa  costa  sad  $7,000.00  In  staff 
coata. 

Sosm  of  thla  inpact  could  ba  allavlatad  by  Halting  tha  nunbar  of  Job  aaakara 
Into  tha  Chayanna  araa  and  using  Misting  papulation  to  aaat  aoat  of  tha  labor 

dsaands. 

In  tha  laat  analysts;  howavar,  additional  atata  ataff  and  raaourcaa  will  ha 
naeaaaary  to  aaat  tha  daaand  eraatad  by  thaaa  projacts. 
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AeK*kMp«r  Rail  6arr) son  Frogrga  Draft 


Thank  you  for  a  chance  to  review  the  draft  Environmental  lap  act 
Statement  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Harrison  Prograa.  I  asked 
Or.  Rasakow  to  revlM  Its  soundness  and  he  indicates  that  the 
tine  span  will  cover  about  20  years  In  total  and  during  the 
construction  phase  this  will  see  a  7. St  Increase  In  population 
In  Cheyenne  and  during  operation  this  nay  note  to  13*. 

It  Is  ay  assu^itlon  that  Impact  on  the  Division  of  Comntty 
Prograa*  agencies  would  be  in  line  with  the  sane  percentages  so 
that  the  Laraale  County  prograas  need  to  Increase  by  like 
percentages  sl^ly  to  stay  even. 

Dr,  Kasakow  questions  whether  the  ‘accident  scenario*  has  been 
properly  addressed,  for  exMple,  collision  of  the  rail  train 
with  a  commercial  train  carrytng  dangerous  aaterlals.  This 
would  Involve  environmental  and  public  health  areas  to  a  greater 
extent  than  Is  explored  In  the  docuaent. 

Because  of  the  Wjraalng  econoay,  there  is  currently  housing 
available.  There  is  soae  question  that  this  available  housing 
will  be  filled  during  natural  rebound  of  the  econoay.  It  Is 
asstaad  In  this  stateaent  that  this  -gap*  will  be  filled  by 
allltary  or  construction  personnel.  This  aay  be  In  error  which 
would  change  the  linear  percentages  of  7.5  and  13  soaewhat 
upward. 


Thank  jrou  for  a  chance  to  coa 
alb 


ent. 
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3t/kaiSmtn/  of  Ztftallit  and  Social  mteoi 


ana*  muAr/m 


*  tf  HtrnM  mod  AfrmrW  5*r»wv» 


Department  of  Environmental  Quality 

HerecMf  Bwkfcng  a  122  Watt  28th  Street  a  Cheyenne.  Wyoming  *3002 


aov  'Tim* 


DATE : 
SUBJECT: 

nmnci  no 


II  ton 

lull .  H.D  K  Mhtnli 
r  laalth  nmlwdlci 


August  ia.  IPS* 

Review  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Oerrleon  Prograa  Draft 
l-MTM 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh,  APRCE-S6/DBV 
Rortoe  Hr  Force  Baae,  California 


Randolph  Hood,  Director 
Depart aent  of  Bnvlronasntal  Quality 


DATE: 

SUBJECT: 


August  12,  1986 
Review  and  < 


i  DCS  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Prograa 
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Bated  on  the  propoeale  Indicated  in  the  dreft  Ravtronaeata!  lapact 
Rtateaeet.  the  Division  does  not  feel  this  will  provide  or  canes  aay  degra¬ 
dation  of  health  to  the  laaediate  coaaunlty.  Population  Increase  baaed  on 
the  figures  presented  by  the  O.S.  Air  Force  would  be  alniael  to  the  con- 
eunity.  Hater,  wastewater,  eolld  waste  and  elr  pollution  are  covered  by 
the  Vyoalng  Depart sent  of  Environmental  Quality,  with  this  la  Bind  It  ie 
sot  fait  that  aay  envlroaaental  health  lapacts  addressable  by  the 
Depart seat  of  Hsalth  and  Social  Service*  will  be  Indicated. 

RU:B:H 


P 


Beth  Pratt  reviewed  the  above  referenced  docuaent  and  provided  the  following 


Peralta  to  Construct  will  be  required  for  water  and  sever  line  extensions  to 
serve  the  feel lit lea. 

Statements  regarding  aroslon  and  water  quality  ere  oanfUatng,  if  not 
contradictory.  Terse  such  aa  ■mince* “  and  "sbort-tarm  ljgmot*  are  used  to 
describe  water  quality,  vhlla  page  2-8  lndloates  that  impacts  from  soil 
•real co  would  be  significant.  There  la  ocooern  regarding  leaving  102. A  acres 
barren  of  vsgetatloa  during  the  llfa  of  Che  project.  Additional  Information 
should  be  provided  to  substantiate  etataaante  regarding  erosion  and  water 
quality  and  to  quantify  any  lapacts.  Mitigation  and  control  measure*  should 
be  identified. 
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Hr.  Richard  Milter 
State  naming  Coordinator 
Merschler  tnlldlng 
Cheyenne.  Vyoalng  8200 2 

RE:  Peacekeeper  Rail  fiarrison  Program  Draft  CIS 
Dear  Mr.  Miller: 

RhetM  Massey  and  Fred  Chapmn  of  our  staff  have  received  Information  con¬ 
cerning  the  aforementioned  drift  US.  Thank  you  for  giving  us  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  coament. 

Management  of  cultural  resources  on  USAF  projects  Is  conducted  In  accor¬ 
dance  with  Section  106  of  the  national  Historic  Preservation  Act  and 
Advisory  Council  regulations  36CFR800.  These  regulations  call  for  survey, 
•valuation  and  protection  of  significant  historic  and  archeological  sites 
prior  to  any  dl sturtmnce.  Provided  the  USAF  follows  the  procedures 
established  in  the  regulations,  we  have  no  objections  to  the  project. 
Specific  comments  on  the  project's  effect  on  cultural  resource  sites  will 
be  provided  to  the  USAF  when  we  review  the  cultural  resource  report. 

If  you  have  «ny  Questions  please  contact  Ms.  Massey  at  777-6694  or 
i  at  777-6530. 


Thomas  C.  Marceau 
Deputy  SMP0 

FOR: 

Dave  Kathka .  Ph.D. 

State  Historic  Preservation  Officer 

TEM:RM:FC:klm 
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MEMORANDUM 


Gary  G.  Bead.  Director 
Chri  Banoo  Ella.  Staff  Sooologiet 
t  3,  1988 


TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS)  for  Peacekeeper  Rail  Ganaom 
Program 

Became  of  the  Nactkmtptr  * »  Mbmttm+i  SOot  kxmJ  units  of  fovenumem  in 

Wyomir*  have  had  some  experience  m  understanding  the  EIS  process  The  following  points 
emphasize  some  of  the  lemma  previously  learned.  While  other  minor  potna  could  be  made, 
lime  constraints  limit  us  to  major  points. 

Mitigation  Agreements 

When  the  Pemcefaepev  fa  ftfamtamm  SBot  Aqgrswi  was  proposed,  the  State  of  Wyoming  and 
Deportment  of  Defense  signed  two  tnatigatk*  agreements  (cadoaed).  Among  other  things, 
the  purpose  of  these  ■ 

and  use  tax  receipts  to  local  units  of  government  from  the 


*. 

contraction  materials  and 

2.  Maaho  impact  ammtanct  payments  to  local  units  of  government. 

3.  Reduce  imparts  to  local  governments  by  recruiting  local  workers  u>  the 

■  alnmim  ccm  pouhlc. 

4.  i-wpLuaw—  a  socioeconomic  monitoring  program  to  verify  the  coodusioos  of 
the  FEIS  (and  other  documents)  and  possibly  alter  specific  mitigative 

It  is  my  understanding  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrisoo  Program  a  a  or*  program.  Il 
ts  not  covered  by  the  existing  agreements.  The  State  of Wyoming,  Laramie  County.  Laramie 
..  |  County  School  District  No.  1.  and  the  Oty  of  Cheyenne  will  not  realize  the  normal  benefits 
"  1  associated  with  the  coostnxtioa  of  large  bolides,  unless  a  similar  agreement  a  signed. 
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Tfa  fa*  EB  —  aa  naR  —dal  MM  far  Ik.  fag—  of  lafk—ce  (*OH  be 
F  £.  War—  AFB 10  p rtyaa  to.  b—rfai  foriww  OnnWUjfcamifi 
tan  >  it—t far  Ml  WtU  Co—  Ml  Larimer  Corny .  Cokmto.  Tfa  two  matin 
la  Colorado  an  bar  to  taa  — ec  ifa  taac  of  laraada  Cowa ty  »  m  at  popwlednn  or 
Tfay  —  do— —  •«— aoettie  — tael  add  ta— ■»  efalyiM  a— emog 


a^soymamL  fmsy  wim  oommmaae  smy  acomamsmc  moos*  ano  mav  mi  hujib  hihi  iiung 
r>i)|  —  -  or  Linnii  Co— y  Weld  —  Uh — r  aouodoe  ibotad  —  fa  a  tfa  KOI  lead 
eckfar  —aid  AID—  Con — Tfa,  —  fa  oadedod  b—  fay  —  —  Ikon 

in unln  .011—111  mi— taiin  km  tapta at rfa  Irr-grr*- 
'  I  k*  c— end  (DEIS,  p.  J-S).* 


to  ike 


.  ,  _  _  _  _ _ Om  r— fa  at  iha  type  of 

tamo— ok  nodta  —  to.  For  eaanple,  Ikk  —ft  EB  aaekipelee  •  rbdo  to.  —fey 
toko  (or  ootakotae/knte  ratio)  of  0.41  durtag  tfa  oporsDnf  pfaao.  Tkii  ratio  D  k»  than 
faV  of  taktil  —  tepefied  to  Ifa  Fktidfa—  fa  Ufa* *~n  Ufa  tom*  «—  /Onfall 
Wg id—  Fdgtar  ff— nkta.  1004)  ud  1987  Co— tic  Ccauwy  Econcmk  Bam  Study  (1907). 
Botk  of  Ik—  icaearch  project*  t—e  paid  fa  by  tfa  Ui  Air  Force. 


Tfa  fatal  EB  — lebeoel— popofaktalkn— mi etidyd— — ywdtkeafaloy— « 
opporta—t— leMclocady  Tfa™fae,tfa*aABS—iai— no  that  fata  fee. —Hag 
oe  tfa  protect  —  eot  la—  tfa  popolatke  to  tfa  OJtttPwiBity.  Aoyoae  (ton  Wyoming 
roe  ted  yaw  dm  local  Urn  do  taflecaoe  tfa  poputoiod.  kero—  many  teowe  wkfaut  job 
—— — Wee  wkta  te  ended  ie  M  aoalyfa  at  labor  face,  ttnploymeot  demand. 
e— loy— fa— FV-efa— luyneat.  pope—.  etc  wilk  eodwilkowt  tfa  propoeod  project 
jo  Larnatie  On— y. 


For  ofa— le.  fa  IW0  Car—  fa— bold  —  (enfafa  poop  — n)  —  2S>  ie 
Cheywaoe  aad  3J0  at  FE.  Wanes  AFB.  Ofafatay.  fakteiy  penoooel  (edtb  —  adtkout 
depende— ).  do  —  fan  Ifa  — ee  a(e  taraenie  or  ila—gagiltit  daiuola fa  n  fa 
Federal  pope—  »  Cfaye—  Therefore.  Ifa  eano— oa  eaed  by  tfa  DeB  le  enooeon 
eod  toaFP— rfae  to  — 


Otna  fa  p— fata  no  —don.  tfa  oonapa  and  fa  Uni  at  l«Faet  (obitk  fan— 
- coeropts)  aad  4fad8iaare  Otterie  in  erpled 

I  A  —re  tfaoron  epproeck  eod  eodlytae  d  deeded  fafae  legitimate  conrkitaon  coo  be 
tfa—  WkUc  Ifa  cooduefa)  ol  ■  Dora  detoikd  lontagodoo  may  fa  tfa  tome,  oec  will  eot 
kom  Btadlkbdofa 


Soao— mek  henk  of  Impact  Criteria 


46! 


Thh  DEIS  aamMMMS  a  *«»»  rdatiooship  betwaea  population  growth  and  bousing  neevh. 
ichool  laiiilWHnn  puMk  sarvkaa,  aad  local  government  services  aad  expenditures  (p.  3- 
9V  TVs  — — ought  work  if  the  in- migrating  population  has  the  same  demographic 
^ancMristks  aa  the  «*«wf  population.  But  the  in-migrating  population  associated  with 
tNa  project  *a  not  taws  the  urn  chararttrimka  at  tba  existing  population  in  Cheyenne. 
RUM  wortem  «Ma»fy  widows,  or  young  admits  just  entering  the  workforce  are  not  going 
to  be  hired  by  this  project  mid  move  to  Cheyewne.  The  operating  phase  of  the  project 
iMsarisIfy  cnrnfmi  of  Is  uu|i~>ting  mffitary  penoooel  Their  characterisbo  and  bchavion 
(ta>  emroyt  f%  pmfthsa aa)  me  ddSereat  than  that  of  noo-miHtary  pcpoooal  in  Cheyenne. 
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i»*C*  COWCI. 


I*  »r**<  U  WHIM  ill**  (M  U*  mt'MI  U  '*<*1 

,1  1--I-  it  tywr**.  m  i*  Winn  State  ¥  IW«1  Iwoct 

UlllUKI  MlWI,  (M  •§•*«'«  AO#!!  M 


imi .  tno  Oaoartaoot  8*  DOftnt*  loot  I  '«t*Wi  to  !»Cit»  0*« 
4MWNM'  •’>»'  >0t  '*  IJWH  *M  Hl'lt"  «•«'  *  i.  *"• 


CMIfKIKt  M  UtcWt'tCWt 


M'liM  l;  g.|-tsn  m 


n«lr|l  U  hort  t  IjWlif  *#l#t  OM  «*•  U»  Heoott 


■Ctt  lltOOltN  dtl  tM  CWUruCOw  #f  t»» 


KHU'/  (acHMtr*  »o*  tkn«  Nkomm'  dlH1*1  M*«  Ml 
IMI  [MlxMMti'  'woct  SMtOMOt  im  tn*  dyWlM/Mbra 


too  *rf*et*e  canty.  [.coot  n  MMnXU  pro»'#W  *r  '•*. 
pore  Moot  Of  00  tori  oil  tkall  M  rwortM  0"  •  OyWIn*  ' 'c0*t* 
M  ItlH  tktl  1  M  root  l  toO  wftoor  tM  MPrOprioto  county 


MINI,  too  0»»U*  ¥  K«Md(  AOJutUwnt  M»  MlftM  tM  tconwt 
OffOCtt  of  CWltrvCtloa  oo  loci  foitroapoto  •*  0  M*Ct»  >w*<t  *»ol»tit; 

Wurtoi.  tM  portlot  *#r#o  tMt  oltboot  oif*4t1on. 


oaitroctiaa  of  tM  Mojott  coo  If  I 


I  tiUatlort  coo  to  »M0*lt(0*  Of  an 


iw'UtM  IKNtllt  til  huMo*  or  an  «nuiu*l  locrooto  10  tM  »0*t  lift  of  tM 
t*i<M  or  Mrroutn*  autOorlty  of  <«•>  oo.fmw»nt; 

Mhoroot,  tM  Mr*Mo«t  kttrato  IM  ! «tor*oif'"M«tf  1  EiKot i«i  Ibpact 
Coo'd  1  of  TM  OoportMot  of  QdMtl  rooo'rot  tM  portlot  to  tutor  loto  to 
Initial  foor  wtipjtioo  >rMoKt; 

MMroot,  tM  lotttil  tttr  bH1**tion  «M1I  ttt  Mt  tMtt 

>•1  Ilf)  ulMyt’a*  oottorti  t»«t  OCX)  *****  to  lO»'M«‘  oltMo  It*  Oflttlo* 
MtMr'ty,  foO  1MU  oottorti  an*  foMl»|  tMt  art  tayond  000  minority,  but 
•tick  000  toroot  to  MOO  O' 1. 

ttorttl,  tM  Mr  Hot  tCfOMltOfO  IMt  HWly  loooct  dllUttlOO 
MtUtOKO  lOootlf  100  1*  (kit  Mr  ltd*  it  »t  tttMIUl  M  Mtually  hOniflcUl; 

Ml,  rxioooi.  tM  portltt  to  tk'l  Ifrift  t*rto  M  follow: 

I,  TM  folloulot  MO  to  rot  lMll  bo  oMtrtatto  by  too  otlklO  *t»  taltt'M 
totMrlty  to  out***#  ooortt  IWOCtl  MtaHlot  fr#o  000'  1  tCtlftOtt  <» 
"MOOCttOO  Ofl  to  tM  <o*ltr*Ct  10*  tM  OOOTttlOO  Of  tM  fttettMOtr 


2.  TM  <i  roct  paywnt  of  Ui  ttt  Ml  oot.  a*  «*f ’**0  by  tM  ■yM'M 
DttartMft  of  IdOM  too  Tfatlloo.  thill  b*  «100  by  tM  Air 
Foret' t  contractor*  to*  lube  Wtractor*  M  otHolf*  1  #M( 
rpctlptl  Of  Idll  t*0  Oft  til#*. 

3.  Tkt  »lr  Foret*  I  CO*  tract  DM  M  lube on trot tort  *Ml)  r*»ori 
tM' r  tttCtttOOOr  prOjtCt-rtlftOO  In  1*1  fM  dll  (*•  pt|M*t» 
by  licaott  tuWtr  to  tM  0*«*rtM*t  of  ttTtikit  t*0  Tfatt'oo  at 
port  of  tM  W*lt#rl*f  oroctlf  W#  lhf"  fro. Iff  •rltlf* 
ptral  It  Ion  tttkorUloi  tM  »yoo'«*  MpartMnt  Of  *r.«*il  tM 
Ttittlo*  U  rtlttlo  rdl  County  tfi  fljfwl  mforMt'o* 
rolftM  to  tM  proootof  projact  to  tM  H*. 

«.  TM  *<r  Fort*  iktll  notify  tM  InOiftrltl  SHI*# 


TMtf  Mtwrtf  art  MootM  to  onOtnco  tM  ability  of  locfl 
yorarnwn  tf  to  bOOOf It  fro*  tM  COHoctlW,  OlttrlbutlW.  0*0 
wnKortkf  of  tta  poyaoott  lawfully  0t0.  TM  UnttoO  Statot, 
an#  It*  contractor*  a* 0  tubcoutraetori,  tkall  Mt  unOor  tM 
MM*  of  tkt*  a*rt«o**t  M  -W.lfM  to  par  *"  *M*nt  of  t*a 
■•Ick  It  yoator  ‘bo*  IMt  Mick  mu  I#  Mi*  bttn  Out  •*  tM 
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Olfdf  tf  t»H  tor  Id****  0O0#r  *M  ltd*  *f  tM  U*<  tM  Stitt*. 
tM  Stitt  *f  Modi**,  aoo  it*  local  fdi’Mit* 

It  1*  fOiHlaM  by  #11  MTtlO*  tMt  Me  to  to  (Mr*  '*  M 
COtttrMtlfB  pltooof  for  fT«J  M  OObrtttf  tMt  lk*r*  dll  N 
no  til  <Ml Uitltn  f#»  Mtrait*  1*  tk'l  t*r«*««t.  Tm  Fit* I 


rot#*  wo  well  lory  kwlifo  Min  t»  ifrMtd  Contractor  CM  *00 
a  MW  >a  I*  fcoyoM  root  lot  }*nMtcttwai  wiotooooeo.  Corroct«w  *» 
*4  tar  I  traH  a*  of  rooot  (WH<  by  0aco»*  iM  Wrlif  COOttrwCtlw. 
wt  Cbvtroo  by  CWtrtctaol  #ro»1»ioo».  ««M  M  foooof  tOroo#  CM 
•itroorOlnory  wiotooooeo  prwUtwt  of  f#0#r«l  nl|bwy  Stitatot. 


tm  Stato*  #f  Wowa#  w#  o«ra*b*  «itk  tM  »•”  dawinw  ¥  cm 
000  tkol  I  M'ooat  *  *r*r*o  tMt  dcwrtfd  ft  I  eOOtroetor*  «M 
lube Wtr actor*  to  I4M  oo'liory  Of  Mtorlil*  0M  Hnitll  In  tM 
»r*a  o*  *M  M  a*  U  MflWM  prtjoct  r*»0M*1  IOO’»tW'*  to 


•i  frail  an.  900  Mil  tab#  *M  follwlof  act'OM: 

1.  tick  cwwtfbcllw  contractor  or  tube  0*  trie  tor  *M11  Meruit 

■ortor*  to  tM  MilMW  oatoot  ootHkl*  frw  tM  loti*  'Mbr 
pool  in  profprooca  to  rocroHIn#  out*  10#  «M  local  iMi- 
I.  wo  *Ml  1  prorlfo  local  InitllntlMt  UforWPtlW  00# 
ittltlaoct  an  rtouiroO  Jab  *•'"»,  wWMi  rowi'Wiftt.  w# 
traloln#  pr»y w  rowlnwant*  for  tM  t*ac*t*o#*r  projoct. 
»i ta  particular  oapbofia  a*  niaby  **0  cMcl  wt. 

WO  torwt  t#  MObOTt  tM  fOllOMM  fCtfon*  C0««nt*rt  mti 


1.  OOfOOM  kcc*»»  ■  MOt  If  M  l*H  for  tM  I'lKIffrl  of  tM  flrtt 
intty  (Ml  mill  lot  *MI1  bo  wfifM  WO  cwitmctiO  U 
aecorowci  .itb  tM  tf  foe  to#  coontlot  oot'oo  proforwco. 
r.  ThO  »OOOin/JobOr**it#-«  lotiTtbMfO  aMl)  oltkor  bo  IneloOW 
It  *M  MdW  tee  ttt  MW  tfttld  raw  ttt  Of  000  tfroot  t* 
tool  otMf  toorco*  of  f*wi*t  it  iawM  wrw'ita  by  COO. 

(,  All  (Htraett  ly ltOln#  r*ml  CWtroct*  for  0*  rood*  1**11  IncloM 
tOOC If  1<  prwrltlooo  ro«a«rla#  contrytyt  to  M  ftlbOMlbli  for  tM 
ropo'r  of  all  row  <WH  rotbUlt#  ewtlmetlw  ytlfHIO*. 


wyltyMt.  FM  (nr  IrondOnta)  Anar# Ml*  Trolttoo  *Ml<  M 
eoorOinato#  uUk  tM  KyoW*#  MM  W#  Flik  Cwtriani  *M  tM 
Mbraita  Mm  wo  Fani  CaoWttiw. 

WO  tMIl  CWtlMO  to  two  eorroctlri  OtHwt  10  ollolniU  tM 
problw  of  t«rekarfi*y  touor  Hoot  won  tM  town  tytlw  far  F.l. 
Mtrro*  Ifl  Inter* OOOOCtt  nHb  tM  CUy  Of  CMfOOM  MMf  lfl«*. 

T#  rorlfy  cwKlfi'w*  f  rw  tM  FMI  (MlrawiatAl  iMoct 
Statatwnt,  IM  tywtf/tabntu  Soci#*co*#mc  StuOy,  an#  tM  MkiI 


M«*l00M*t  *f  tM  m*i  tor'nf  prafrw  *k*11  M  rovtoWO  by  tM 
f toco* aooor  Mrktnf  trout-  "*•  fr*0'W  tkf"  M  3#1«ly  lOOraiW 
by  tM  IntirfOrirfMntil  (aOCutlr#  lM*Ct  Cwmcll  *M  COB.  TM 
ow>  tor  1*0  proyw  iM)  1  b*  worttlona)  by  twawfWI  ¥ 
cwttruetlw,  but  i*  m  cm#  latar  thw  SwtWr  1.  !*•*• 


WtlyilM  lofWMtlW  ytkoroo  1*  IM  M*ltort#o  nr«- 
II.  TM  fall *>< *0  boworot  Or#  Myon#  omtiof  000  authority.  DOC  tffan  to 
tupport  foWlkff  roouotti  for  tk#*o  MituM*  before  other  f  Moral 
Iffocln  or  Cworoti.  Juttlflcatlo#  for  tMtt  Mdtti  la  0ori«o#  frw 
IM  flMl  Ewiftawtil  Iwoct  Slatoooot.  frw  tM  iqwWot/MrMb* 
Socioocwwic  iMOCt  Stwy,  frw  tM  F*te*l  Iwoct  AwlytH.  frw 
SoctlW  Till  >rwrt  ttWIOt,  AM  frow  ortlldlaary  rn.111  of  tM 
Caobrwootlno  CWMOlty  ilooolof  (root  (SoctlW  •Oil  tioOlo*. 


I  *000*0  to  OOfOOM  ace  111 
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a.  r*%  nicm«w'  'MMMtiniti  'w  ntmi  fmntttM 

CMt  )■  Itrwlt  Cmaty  kxal  OMtrtCt  M.  1  H  Mt'MtM  U  * 
WIM  ¥  S4.M  aMltM  («•  1M2  TMw  Ml  {Hu,i 

fact  lit;  MM  MM  M  UfMlf  «  fraal  ,M«f  IM 

KDIOMI  ¥  Sacttm  W2  ¥  tm  mitt$ry  Ca«itr»c(  i  «• 
hUMtiitign  Act.  1M1  (10  O.S.C.  1»  MU)  u  n<u 
I.  TM  H'OM  ITM  tAAt  UM  'MUMP  M*l«pMHt  at!)  |IK«  „ 
tMItlml  MM  •*  CNltM  *  I  MU'  IjpttM.  TM 

MHlml  MM  •»  RPAjKtM  II  MOO  acr*>'Mt  fp  tu 
CMtlrNtiK  MMtad,  1M4  tMm*>  IH9,  vUA  i  ml  j**r  MM  ¥ 
5?0  tcrt-fm  (■  |H).  Ta*  h'h  t»»:  tM 

Iikhhm'  mm  locptitn  tM  Miipaii  omuio*  cuitM  #/ 
tM  CMUMCtlM  ¥  Ut«  (1  (KlIttIM,  M,  CM<M  •)!•  tM 
millllltf  ¥  'Mill  tM  ItU'Mt  CMr**M  Ml  ll  • 

rallMl*  hip  MM  I/-  TM  Nctm  racayaUt  tM  utpoatlftlllty  ¥ 
tM  CMjMM  locra  ¥  Mkltc  UtlHtlM  to  OMtaittor  tM  WM'p  ¥ 
Hip  to  CMfOHM't  HIP  «IPI,  MO  tM  tooroi  dOCltlM  to 
KMlOO  Top  tM  0OMM  fro*  tM  «in)cl»|t 

mllftoto.  to  ttyot  ¥  Oil  tM  Ml,  OCC  Ifrm  to  wooort  * 
rtmil  Top  TiiMloy  to  mot  T«KHHN'  >  AMUIohoI  hip  MM 
•otto  o**oioo'M  m  occoytmlo  )*»•’  ¥  ottwoHco  ¥  o  roiimio 
Hip  un I t  to  Hy»t  ¥  ooyolof  >M<M- 
III.  000  tM) I  pPOvlOO  tOCMICOl  HlUUKt  'OP  tM  Mtlyot’O"  MOtorol 
lOoottf toO  lo  to H  nmMt.  Sue*  UCMHol  ottlttonco  tMlI  locIwOo. 
Mt  oot  M  Mat UO  to.  (OoHti'leotloo  ¥  vtratrtitt  'vMtoy  tamren. 


V.  T*u  tfTOOMI  tM"  M  OffoctlM  MOO  loot  "M**  >1  tM  ROPtlO* 
oopoto. 


J&tfesVaHAS:*  iu -  - 

|.|PtPHMH|l  (imim  Imoct  Cooocll 


fpoyopotloo  or  r«oo<of  romottt.  tvolvitim  ¥  'uMtoy  olttPMtitot,  M 
tOCMICOl  Hllttoaco  1»  »P««0HtlM  '»Mln«  romottt. 

IV.  TM  port  lot  OfPOO  IMt  Utt  IJ'HOO*!  It  IM  Initial  T»»r  Mtl|itloo 
Afroomot,  M  Ikill  oot  Holt  oOOHIohoI  oitlfot’M  MOtorot  tMt  or# 
romlroo  at  o  row H  or  tM  rtiol  Rltlyotloo  Ij'MPH.  TM  »0P"0t 
'urtMP  ifH  tMt  OMOloy  oaocwtlon  of  tM  flMl  oj»»omnt ,  tM  000 
tMII  Coot  I  MO  to  HOPk  oltk  tM  ftatoi  *M  tM  loco)  mtltlot  to  IOCkpO 
yr«»U  «M  tocMIetl  otHttonco  onvlilonoO  in  tM  My.  1MJ.  M^mm-t. 
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thi  mcoitaov  or  ocrcMtc  000793 


WMMNSTON  TH«  oftrmeT  op  ax.w*mi« 


i  ocr  m 


Honorable  M  Berechler 
Gov  or  nor  of  Vycaing 
OMyiBMi  Wyoming  12002 

Dear  Governor  berechler i 


RECFYED 

XTI0H 

-is.  a.  - 


Pleeee  find  encloeed  a  signed  copy  of  th#  April  it.  1H* 
Mitigation  igritMnt  by  and  between  tha  Intergovernmental  Execu¬ 
tive  Inpact  Council  and  tha  Dapartaant  of  Dafanaa  aa  modified 
in  aceordanca  eith  your  lattar  of  June  24,  19M.  X  concur  that 
tha  egreanant  doaa  aatiafy  our  mutual  coocarna .  X  alao  agraa 
that  we  should  aithar  aodify  thia  agreement  or  deveiop  a 
aaparata  on#  in  tha  avant  of  any  Paacakaapar  daployaanta  in 
Habraaka- 

Thank  you  again  for  your  continuing  good  support  on  this 
vital  national  aacurity  program. 


wmorv  irast 


VHmi.  tut  0— ut— it  of  OtfOMd  (800)  lit ends  to  locato  fifty  (SO) 
Peacekeeper  nlsslles  It  Myoarleg  ntor  f.l.  derren  Air  forgo  Ism; 

Mwrtes,  the  insects  UMtUtM  with  tha  construction  of  the  accessary 
facilities  for  these  Peacekeeper  olid  las  hm  been  analysed  la  tha  Final 
EmlroMMtUl  !*eet  SUtanent  and  tha  dyonleg/Haersskt  Soctoecoeonlc  I*act 
Study; 


whereas,  tha  Office  of  tcononlc  Adjestnant  bos  analjrxad  tbo  acaaanlc 
affects  of  construction  on  local  goveranaets  fa  a  Fiscal  I*act  Analysis; 

Whereat,  tha  States  of  Wyant  eg  and  Mbraska  beta  conducted  mi  droning 
is  la  tbo  oroctss  of  coadactlag  additional  studios  to  fartbar  daflna  tbasa 
l*ect  assasanants; 

Whereas,  tba  oartlas  agraa  that  without  appropriate  altlgatlaa, 
construction  of  tba  project  aaald  caasa  I*os1t1oa  of  an  lacraasnd  excessive 
tax  burden;  an  anaseal  lacraasa  la  tba  debt  Unit  of  tba  taxing  or  borroalag 
authority  of  local  govenaant;  a  decrease  la  tarulcas  provided;  or  other 
noderato  to  blgb,  significant,  adverse  l*ects; 

Vboraos,  tbo  Agr— sat  botnoon  tbo  Intoi  govaranantal  Cxocatlvo  lapact 
Council  and  tbo  Oopartnaat  of  Dofonao  regal  res  the  parties  to  enter  into 
Mitigation  Agraanant; 

Mwraas,  tba  Mitigation  Agraanant  shall  sat  oat  tbasa  alligation 
■assures  that  000  agrees  u  laplanant  wltbla  Its  existing  authority,  and  those 
aaasaret  and  fandlag  that  are  beyond  000  authority,  but  uMch  000  agrees  to 
support; 


4 

4 

4 


1 
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facreoa*  fimm  proa—r—  i«  tta  *a*o«  parti*  «f  tta  —pa* 
af  iarieaaca  —a  est—et*  it  14,  «*  fit— r—s  days  4vrlap  um 
— *  par  UP  (llelaflcal  Nmw  FtPTl,  piO.1].  TM« 
r*r**ti  «  taowi  af  I  parcaat  over  tta  pmaat  — 1j 
KWi  a  UMIIt  rail*  af  Omgmm ,  (A  Stroteflc  PI*  far  tte 
CmnMasfva  ttaap-Mt  af  MUlifa  fa  Meant.  IMA. IMP. ) 


Project  lapects  ta  haatla*  reer—tl*  far  bf|  fan  ** 
iffalflcaat  Am  ta  facr-ta*  Metis*  prasare  Am  ta  papslttle* 
iscret— s.  la  iraaa  —ere  cone— tret*  recreetl*  pmnm 
vccvr,  om  lapacts  ta  blf  faaa  art  tlfplflcaat,  aeOarata  i*ects 
(PI 1 5  M.M4).  Ta  altlfata  tkau  1— acts,  OM  ikill  Initiate  a 
conservation  arts  —  Air  Pares  fat  tltla  l— 4  for 
rlparlaa/aatlaai  b— Itats,  shall  Am  lap  a  AMpait  plaa  far 
pratactlaa  af  rart  plaat  species  mi  s— sltlve  Habitat  oa  f.C. 
Parras  JFI,  mi  —all  increase  prelect frit/  aa  selected  arts*  af 
*1 1411ft  AMI  tat  aa  f.L  *rr—  *1  Ur*#  pro-etl—  af  raa«a 
la-co— at  prep—  (PUS  pi.  2.2-21).  ta  caoptritiaa  *1U  Ua 


U.S.  Partat  San  lea  mi  Up  O.S.  Baraaa  af  L«M  mufaaat,  Ua 
Mpaalaf  6mm  mi  Flat  Oapert—nt,  Ua  bye**  Racnatlos 
C«msa1— .  mi  Ua  City  of  Oayiwsa  stall  txploro  says  to  aaat 
Ua  4— a*  far  aaUoor  reer—tl—  activity  Ua  to  Ua  project. 

Traffic 

A  oaf  traffic  Ammo*  oa  tta  Ctayasao  roalva/  systaa  aaior  Ua 
Prapas*  Actlaa  alii  have  m  ovarall  —derate,  slyolflcaat  l*ect 
tacana  it  *11  raiaca  Iml  of  sanlce  talas  alslMaa  —sir— la 
4*lp  itwIirA.  ta  partlealar,  level  of  sanies  decrees*  will 
occar  at  Ua  lotarsactloaa  of  Yellows  to—  Ro*  wlU  Pralrla 
Avan—  mi  Caatral  Araaaa;  at  varloos  istartactloas  oa  19U 
Street  —4  ZOtt  street  tataaaa  Porshiaf  I— levari  mi  Missile 
Drive;  at  varlevs  Intersections  oa  ParUlaf  loo  lit  art  bet— 
Coavarsa  Avaaaa  mi  laafall  Avaaaa;  at  Ua  loUrsactloas  of  liU 
Street  vlU  Mas  Aveaaa  aag  Missile  Drive;  at  tte  intersections 
of  24U  Street  vlU  Ceatral  Aveeee  mi  Carey  Avosoe;  mi  at  Ue 


istertectl—  ef  Snyder  Aveaea  aitt  taaletl  Avaaaa.  Level  af 
service  redaction*  at  mm  it  uaaa  lataraactlaaa  a an  annua 
af  Mp  lapacts.  tap  acts  are  slfalficaat  tlaea  tta  level  af 
service  is  reAicai  tala*  «Hw  aeairuia  o*ip  tt -Marts  (PCS 
pS.Lt-0). 

Ta  attlpte  Uaaa  lapacts,  H  is  aacssssry  ta  l*r—  traffic 
slpsllatloa  — M  a ke  relates  fpaaatrlc  lAU—tt  at  tta 
tatarsectfees  af  rell—sttaa  Reef  mi  Caatral  Avaaaa;  at  om 
latarsactlaas  ef  l»tt  Street  «M  ZOtt  vltt  iMppy  Jack  to*  — 
Rtsslla  Drive;  at  varlaas  latarsactlaas  m  Perttlef  tovlevart 
kauaaa  Converse  Avaaaa  «M  t-Mall  Avaaaa,  as  laoetlfl*  la  Ua 
CO"UMlty  I**t  Pi— 1*  tatert  Tr—SPOvtatl— .  Vol— 
II— Cbtva—  I—t  CarrlSer  Plu;  mi  it  Ua  latarsactlaas  af 
1CU  Street  (Mast  Llacalaasy)  UU  Mas  Avaaaa  mi  Missile  Drive 
as  detail*  la  Ua  TNespertetlea  PPTR  (PUS  pJ.LP-21).  OOP 
•frees  ta  svpport  reeves ts  for  fa*  In*  for  Uaaa  inrevoaaats. 

6.  Local  tacraatloe 

Local  recreation  lapacts  In  Cbay— ne  are  Mp  mi  Sl*n1f1c*t. 
0—4  for  developed  part  la*  Svo  to  Ue  project  will  tscaef  Ua 
wpply  by  15.0  Kras  (PUS  pi. 1.11-5).  Tka  City  of  Cb«y— * 
Parts  Muter  Plaa  t  Sent  Iff  os  Ua  fella***  seeds  »1U1n  Ua  City 
of  CtMyanna: 


Davalopaont  of  a  —IflAorbood  part  near  Andorson 
Sctaol  to  alleviate  pressare  creat*  by  aora  ttan  400 
parsons  axpect*  ta  locate  in  tta  Frontier  mi 


Coaplatlon  of  SannysISa  Part  mi  Its  Save  lopes 
fKl titles  ta  alleviate  ua  pressare  creates  by  aora 
tkaa  350  persons  expect*  to  locate  la  Ua  Dll  SI  no 
nalpbortooS; 

Expension  of  San  Valley  C—inlty  Perk  ta  at  least  30 
acres  mi  provision  of  develop*  facilities  to 
alleviate  tte  pressvra  creat*  by  non  U*  300 
persons  expected  to  locau  Ip  tte  Or— dvl— 
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OavelopMMt  of  a  joint  voetare - w, — ,  ■ 

part  ta  sane  ue  — ipkbartiidi  af  Oreberd  Valley  *s 
dsltarocbl*  U  allavlata  pres  seres  creat*  by  tta 
■are  u*  m  panan  anpact*  ta  locate  la  tta* 
*1  pi  art  a*s  (PUS  PS.L.U-U). 


ODD  spaas  ta  sa  apart  fondle*  re  ousts  tt  Mat  develop*  part 
la*  seals  st—ia*  fra-  tta  project.  Tta  Met  apprepriate  vsa 
ef  faaie  *taln*  mil  la  later* a*  by  tta  City. 


MU  papal atl*  lacraasM  expect*  u  occar  la  larurie  covnty 
Fire  District  Ha.  1  u  a  ranlt  P  Ua  p*nae  action, 
oMltlanal  fire  flptars.  *  MUtltaal  pv—er- tanker  fire  track, 
mi  prep  space  *11  be  re*lr*  ta  prevent  MpMatlea  ef 
sanlca  levels  (FUS  1.1.6-14).  000  epees  ta  leppart  Ua 

ippraprlata  feMlny  rs— ts  far  Ua  d— ifrst*  project- re  1st* 
cpltal  seels  «M  operetlef  aspaasu. 

I.  ftgipqMlse1 

Tb»  prajKt-ril  at*  papelatlw  *11  increase  deoands  for 
— rponcy  a*  fee  I  tonic*.  Tka  pH— ry  cancer*  are  Injuries  at 
Ua  *  stile  cans  tree  t  ion  site  «M  accllants  *  prlaery  mi 
SKiMary  roads  A*  ta  prajKt-relat*  traffic  lecraas*. 
Curpancy  MSIcal  Sonic*  la  Ua  area  ore  previa*  by  Lars*e 
Covoty  Fire  District  So.  Z.  000  sore*  to  svpport  fviMlaf 
roputs  for  *et1nf  loaonstrat*  spec  if  1c  n*1ca1  s-s  rponcy 
seals,  sack  «  *  — rpney  veklcle. 

tit.  Tka  SUta  af  Yypria*  *11  provltt  I— act  Assistance  PajMsts  ta 
Lar*la  Caaaty  mi  Ito  iscorparot*  cities  a*  taws  *  previa*  for 
la  IS.  30-4-Alt  (as  mm**)  mi  M.S.  30-4-512  (u  —Ml,  u  fe*s 
are  oval  I  able.  Tka  PtA  ettlMtas  Uat  Ua  State  of  Myo**V  aty  ■ aal 
ta  previla  fa  excess  of  tS.O  *111m  ta  lara-lo  Covnty  •*  Ua  City  af 
Ckayasaa  is  1*act  ass  1  stance. 


tt  is  racapisM  by  bit  prtlw  that  ua  laval  p  is- set  ssalst** 
paj—rts  i  Pant  if  i*  In  Ua  P1A  era  Mraly  *tlaat«  4M  a*  ba  fa 
arrar. 

tt  ft  fsrtkar  recap  fa*  uat  if  tta  Ipact  auf  stance  pajMwts  la  aat 
accaMlata  *  prajact*  fa  tta  P1A,  tta  rwaltfaf  part  fall  *11 
riMfra  a*1 1 final  fuMfai  rapMts.  Tkerefsre.  tta  000  or  tta  Air 
Farce  soree  ta  uppart  aMltfaaaf  f«Mlaf  ta  as* re  ttat  m— u 
ceetaMltt*  by  tta  PIA  are  fa  fact  rMlfs*. 

IV.  Mftlfatl*  ussvres  incl**  *Ufs  uts  apea-wt  are  basal  va* 
project*  -ploy-Mt  levels  «M  project*  fpects  contain*  la  Ue 
PHI  a*  project*  rev— vw  mi  nrpiollttra  r— 1ri*sts  contain*  (a 
Ua  PIA.  If  Ua  Pose* neper  Mol  tori ap  Prep—  Maonstrstm  Uat 
ttera  *11  be  in— fflcfant  rev—  ta  Ue  City  af  Pay— a,  ur— is 
Caaaty,  or  Lara* a  Caaaty  Scb*1  District  M.  1  ta  Mtck  project- 
ra—fr*  iipssllur*;  tf  project  n*1  sy— st  axcaals  ■*!  sya-st 
forecuts  la  Ua  PUS  by  aare  Ua  10  pare— t;  or  If  u*a  It 
sobst— tlsl  altaratl—  of  ax1st1e«  pi— t  u  1*1*  Ua  ftarPapar  at 
P.C.  tt rr—  API;  000  afro*  ttat  —Itflcatf—  af  Uts  i|i—r  stall 
be  re— fr*  to  acblova  —prepriata  mtl—tl— . 


V.  If  a  attlptl—  —i 
*al*  faMlaf,  Ua  ap 
tta  tCIC.  000  *11  mm 


-re  isclvl*  la  uis  *tlptl— 
Oraa—st  *11  ba  nsaptlat*  at  tt 
i  apart  Ua  *ro— at  u  rev  Is*. 


Tka  parti*  syr*  ttat  tta  Apr— st  n*1— its 
Mltlpti*  Afrea—nt,  a*  Uat  Ua  t*t1a1  Mftlfatl— 
f scarp- tt*  borals  by  rafai— ca  mi  r— ties  la  affect. 


vit.  Tor* sat i* 
Tba  parti*  i 
U— 14  tear 


i  ta  tar*aata  Uis  ( 


If  *y  of  U*  folio* ay 


C-Klesl—  of  « 
explicitly  tv*rt*01 


Monf  u«  parties  — lek 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

U-8.  AIR  FORCE  PEACERBEPER  RAIL  OARRISOM  PROGRAM 

Ttaak  you  for  ittoodnc  tW>  huurlnf.  Our  porpou*  for  lwrtiuf  thk*  hoorloc  to  to 
■uauMiiM  for  you  th*  eorlronmonUl  eoM»qMMM  ■•  hovo  datoralMd  »uy  oeew  If  tbo 
Pmeukoupcr  Roll  Ourrtoon  profnnui  procoo^.  ond  afford  you  aa  opportunity  to  brtof  to 
oir  attention  matter*  w#  may  ho**  iaadvertantiy  overlooked,  (tor  foe!  to  a  thon**h 
environ mntaJ  anolysto  that  will  be  available  to  public  offlelale  aod  citlxene  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  proffram  to  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  brlnf  to  ow  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analysed  in  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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OF  WOMEN 


^  CHEYENNE 


Minot  Jaycees 


Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 


Norton  APB,  CA  92409-6449 


r  p.c 


E:  DEIS  Rail  Garrison  Program  -  Cheyenne,  Wyoming 


The  League  of  Women  Voters  of  Wyoming  has  chosen  to  tespond  to  the 
DEIS  on  the  peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  -Warren  APB  -  Wyoming. 
The  League  of  women  Voters  supported  the  INF  Treaty  to  reduce  danger 
of  nuclear  conflict  in  Europe  and  remains  committed  to  support  NATO 
allies  with  conventional  forces.  As  a  result  of  an  extensive  nation¬ 
wide  grassroots  study,  the  LWV-US  and  WY  adopted  a  position  in  Hay 
of  1984  that  nuclear  weapons  should  serve  only  a  specific  function — 
that  of  deterring  attack  on  the  U.S.  until  eliminated  through  arms 
control.  At  that  time  the  LWV-US.  and  WY  announced  public  opposition 
to  building  and  deploying  the  MX  missile  system  .  The  League  does 
not  support  any  modernization  of  US  land-based  ICBMS  that  would 
result  in  weapons  that  are  vulnerable  or  would  increase  the  incentive 
to  attack  first.  Our  position  remains  the  same  concerning  the  pro¬ 
posed  rail  garrison  program. 

Questions  from  the  Wyoming  League  of  Women  Voters  include: 

A  Congressional  Budget  Office  report  in  November  1987  said  that 
in  any  credible  attack  scenario,  even  with  no  warning,  the  U.S. 
would  have  remaining  about  3,700  warheads  capable  of  returning  the 
attack.  With  warning  the  figure  jumped  to  8,200  warheads.  Given 
these  figures,  what  is  the  need  for  an  additional  500  counterforce 
(first  strike)  warheads  in  maintaining  our  deterrance? 

The  DEIS  does  not  define  adequately  the  criteria  under  which  the 
trains  would  be  deployed  ("national  need"  is  hardly  adequate  for 
the  public  or  Congress  to  evaluate  how  often  the  system  would  leave 
the  garrison  therefore  please  address  if  there  can  be  an  effective 
analysis  of  the  risk  measurements  that  are  based  on  the  numbers 
of  rail  miles  travelled. 

Finally,  Senator  Cohen(R)ME  said  that  a  DOD  briefing  implied  that 
MX  rail  garrison  could  be  later  turned  into  a  continuously  mobile 
system.  Is  this  a  possibility?  Do  AP  contingency  plans  include 
such  a  plan?  What  would  such  a  plan  so  the  risk  assessment  section 
of  the  DEIS?  Will  this  document  serve  as  the  E1S  on  the  Midgetman 
missile  system  which  this  DEIS  (June  1988)  said  "up  to  150  single 
warhead  missiles  will  be  CONCURRENTLY  based  with  the  rail  garrison 
from  1992-97.  Address  completely  the  possible  double  impact  for 
Cheyenne.  Thank  you  for  your  cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

Linda  L.  Kirkbride 

Meriden,  Wyoming  82081 
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■■nc.TlOH  '»rr.n.bur8.  HO. 

COMMENT  SHEET 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 

Thank  you  for  at  landing  this  hearing.  Our  purpoee  for  hosting  this  hearing  is  to 
summarise  for  you  the  environmental  consequence*  we  have  determined  may  occur  if  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
our  attention  matters  we  may  have  inadvertantly  overlooked.  Our  goal  la  a  thorough 
environmental  analysis  that  will  be  available  to  public  officials  and  citizens  before  a 
final  decision  on  the  program  is  made.  Please  use  this  sheet  to  bring  to  our  attention 
environmental  Issues  that  you  feel  have  not  been  adequately  analyzed  In  the  Draft 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 

I  once  read  a  quote  in  the  Readar’s  Digest  that  said  that  "The 


people. . .not  dote  on  the  highway  or  clusters  of  houses  you  see 
from  a  plane,  but  people  with  livea  and  futuree  we  care  about. 

My  husband  and  I  have  a  9  year  old  aon  who  lovaa  baseball,  6  year 
old  twin  daughters  who  are  learning  to  read  and  a  chubby  2  year 
old  son  who  trusts  us  to  take  care  of  him.  There  are  so  many 
things  to  worry  about i  toxic  wastes,  drunktn  drivers,  the  prevalence 

<■■■»'■" - nflt  ,nv  *ar*  nuc^**r 

weapons  that  are  so  potentially  dangerous  that  they  make  all  these 
other  things  pale  in  comparison!  Accidents  DO  happen.  It's  the 
premise  that  s  billion  dollar  insurance  agency  la  based  on. 

No  one  who  died  in  a  car  accident "yesterday  thought  when  they- were 


No  one  can  believe  that  the  awful  things  can  nappen  to  them,  we 
all  want  to  nope  for  the ""best.  It's  not  enougn.  i  reel  tnis  rail 
garrison  plan  is  poorly  conceived,  with  nucxear  weapons  tnere 
AtfSft  ****  ■*r*in  toT  •rror*  ThB  »*rgins  this  plan  are 

^Hslsn  Burnham U??Vest  Stewart *§<1 .  Columbia,  M0  65203 
Piece*  hand  this  form  ht  or  mail  toi  Lt  Col  Peter  Walsh 

AFRCE-BMS/DEV 
Norton  Air  Force  Base 
San  Bernardino,  California  92409 


ft  D. 

•  Si  rmpeetWm 
gmm  ftOt,  94mm m  S94C0 
40471719*4  fk) 
404777  3XU;  t*.  1121  (0) 


UCdPMvWMi 
AFBCE-BMSOEV 
Norton  AFB,  CA  *40*4448 

Dear  U  CcL  Wtfrfv 

NstWtp  rsMswud  pm  tons  of  too  *  EbWMNM  Impart  SMMWlTIV  fw 
Psacsksopor  itl  gartoon  froyw  and  havtop  ortawtod  too  rscont  pubic  homing  In 
(beat  Frtto,  I  have  aovart  whom  concerns  Mod  too  doohMty.  pradfcofliy.  snd 
safety  of  No  propoart: 

(1)  ThsBiftngfcn  Ncrtoem  istooad  Ficfce  h  Momma  as  hltfiy  sueeepdbfe  to 
Mbotags  K  Is  not  pradfcd  to  part  fceee  Inss  TarcrisM  wy  seek  to  bomb  ttese 
tons  to  artiavs  totowlcnrt  piAldty  id  to  owtofam  oir  nJM^  tm hfehmav. 
trvweont  psopfs  to  an  nni  «sas  and  pamatgao  on  tains  My  be  kfttd  to  t*s 


(2)  tomycpMmt»rW»of  aaotolalm  of  too  rafloaelva  plutonium  tcAoatog  a 
*  mishap*  rs  not  adiguwfy  adds— d  Such  aaoeabrtton  ootid  eoctf  tafamtng  mi 
shorten.  and  amid  not  racpAa  mdm  drtorafan  to  poas  a  oafouo  probtom.  Horn 
many  Cirios  a*  gnmt  in  each  nMi?  What  void  happen  to  too  tortvtdmfe  on 
too  nto  a- to  too  Immrtms  vm?  For  to—  fufwr  anay  the  arrant  mlyrts  doss 
not  adfrooo  too  M>o  of  plutonium  mdrtta  of  long  tarn  o^oaw*.  h  towed 
pdcMn  two  con—toatod  ouleoe  sataWs  vwM  be  yaMad*  The  waa  undo 
oonoidaalan  for  removal  is  Ml  to  ba  mmI  aid  *oariy  tocatod  md  removed.*  I  ms  not 
•0  optoiMe  «d  would  wonder  tout  tot  knpaam  radton  offset  to  Mvldufc  Mng 
wMn  osuart  miss  of  m  aoddmt  to.  parteuMy  1 tos  aakfmt  ocars  to  a  poputous 
ass  toe  OsM  Fall  ( t  rsctf  fm  ratom  oeddwtoy  rrt— *d  to  Chancty  was 
rrnntWs  in  Swsdan  md  too  Untied  Stotos  ). 

(3)  iboBsvstiaiapropKtof  fitotypsiitoosmtnrtvstobtfundMfinmoraatMn 
our  govanawnt  nut  contoda  a  vafrty  of  rtha  priorttoa. 

In  cfeatog,  I  wfch  to  wrphmtzs  to*  my  otyodons  a*  to  tot  ml  gartoon  proven, 
md  not  to  tos  US  At  Form.  I  bs»—  In  too  prosont  ttoong  drtams  sytoaa.  todudbg 
too  InMroonBnonMl  btofc  tools  sywm.  md  l  fpat  ow  totory  ccleap—  m 
Mtootom  It  Form  Brno,  who  hast  bom  good  nsfgtocrs  to  o v  Commirty 


/ft 

Choryl  M.  Mchat  M.O.,  Phi) 
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COMMENT  SHEET 

UA  Alt  P01CE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROORAM 

Ttaak  you  for  attaadtof  this  heart*.  Oar  porpoaa  for  hoe  tin*  t his  hearing  Is  to 
■uimtIm  for  you  the  environmental  ooaaaqeencaa  we  heva  determined  may  occur  If  the 
Paaaafcssper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceed*  sad  afford  you  aa  opportunity  to  brine  to 
our  attention  euttera  we  aiy  bars  inadvertently  overlooked.  Ou  (oal  is  a  thorough 
eoriroomeetal  analyaia  that  wiu  ba  available  to  public  official*  and  citisans  bafora  a 
final  daetokM  on  th*  program  i*  mads.  Plsaoa  use  thk  aheet  to  brine  to  our  attention 
oovfcuamea tal  Menas  that  you  fsaJ  have  not  baan  adequately  aaalyxed  In  the  Draft 
Eavtoonmeatal  Impact  Statement. 


posal  and  to  the  EIS  presented  recently  In  Great  Pall 


objections  to  the  proposal  and  the  process  are  as  follows: 


.  Notice  of  the  hearing  was  Inadequate  to  reasonabl 


reach  the  general  and  interested  publl 


should  have  been  kIv 


and  towns  on  the  BN  lines  and  Railllnk  lines  that  would  be  used 


should  have  been  notified  and  received  a  hearln 


areas  Involved  since  to  do 


sonably  and  fairly  cover  the  subjects  required  by  NEP 


.  Adequate  time  was  not  given  to  the  public  to  present 


not  allowed  to  comp le 


raent  which 


fair  representation  and  time  to  present 


|  that  the  Air  Force  took  a 

great  deal  of  time  to  present  their  views. 

Donald  R.  Marble  Box  64 

9  Chester.  MT  5952 2 

Name  Street  Address 

City  State 

Please  hand  this  rare*  fai  or  stall  tot 

Lt  Col  Peter  Walah 

AFRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Fore#  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  11409 

c 

0VER-^_ 

forest  HucM-fliBlitM 
Service  National  Forests 
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Tawea  Ranger  District 
P.D.  Box  *72,  Federal  Sidy. 

Best  T»«*s ,  ta  4»T30 


Proposed  nMl  Cirrisoi 

”1.  4T750 


Reply  to:  l?50 

Date*  tuyjst  2?,  If 


It.  Col.  Peter  "al=h 
•F-C’-TT/D"? 

Norton  *?*,  California  V’? 

"o  vc  corplrtcc  j  rev  lev  of  the  Craft  pertainin-  to  the  rroposec  cor.r  true  t  tor.  of 
the  Poacct:ee;er  •’ail  Pcrrlsor.  facility  .it  "APT,  "IcM^ar. .  The  UF  “ores*  fe-vlee 
OlfD»)  is  the  sc  ‘.nistsrln;  a~ency  of  the  Pepartncnt  of  "-rieulturc  to  virtually  all 
lsods  1  isd lately  south  of  th*  '\irts::lf.  Icsc  complex  hy  virtue  of  tn  acquisition  l>o- 
Conru  -or  Povr  Company  In  t ?'0.  °ort*or.c  of  the  "?.ac  facility  lie  ulti.ln  the 
ana~et:ert  of  the  US  ^orcst  Service,  >.s'.:evar,  continued  lin.-overcnts ,  Maintenance  :.nsl 
oyer.itlon  of  base  facilities  are  currently  oonductoc  under  the  provision  of  a 
oesorandur  of  uncerst^ndinc  <‘WU)  ■.:1th  the  Separtnent  of  ’’efense. 

"•  have  collated  a  review  of  selected  portions  or  the  draft  *1.5,  uitR  particular 
eephasis  on  faction  <1.12  6  on  biological  resources  ar.d  the  aropoccd  i  ipaets  identified 
d  In  your  docuiunt.  *ccordin£  to  our  knowledge  of  threatened  and  endangered  species, 

•  we  concur  with  your  assessment  of  the  potential  Ter  Inpacts  to  the  identified  species. 

In  our  opinion,  the  ir pacts  identified  with  the  construction  of  the  proposed  railhead 
facilities  have  been  accurately  described. 

The  porianoit  disturbance  and  loss  of  3.2  acres  of  wetland  In  the  upper  reaches  of  the 
luSable  River  flood  plain  appears  to  be  the  -ore  significant  effect  to  be  addressed. 
fVr  scene y  concurs  with  your  proposal  to  study  in  detail  the  lrgiets  of  this  loss  and 
tiv*  alternatives  to  satisfy  State  and  Federal  pirrittinc  require -wnts  when  wetlands 
*r*  impacted .  *‘ro-i  a  broad  prospective,  the  'lational  Forest  Syst*..  has  placed  under 

2  its  :aanacenent  sevaral  thousand  ocras  of  uitlnnds  a  Ion.-  the  entire  luSeble  River 

corridor  fron  Oscoda  to  CrayUnc  In  the  center  of  the  stati.  ”«  surest  thv  impacts 
fros  this  loss  to  b<  necll^ibl*.  Judging  fro*  the  location  and  proximity  of  the  3.2 
ioreo  under  consideration,  it  is  unlikely  this  parcel  contains  the  sa..:c  decree  of 
importance  that  3.2  sores  t /ould  anywhere  else  In  the  SuBoble  "atershed. 

Tahia  S.1P.6-1  lutinc  sensitive  species  identifies  "eld  Fa_,le  as  belr.-;  located  1/2 

3nile  Veit  of  »llen  Lake  or.  the  southban!:  of  the  AuSable  River.  It  is  likely  tki  ’laid 
f*C le  Inhabited  this  area  In  pnet  years,  however,  our  'Jildllfc  '"taff  is  unaware  of  nny 
aotlvc  ea^le  territory  3t  the  present  tire.  Tou  nay  wish  to  check  with  your  source  of 
lnforsetlon  regard  Inc  the  hrosence  of  this  species. 

4Tho  nitration  neeauren  identified  for  the  project  appear  to  satisfactorily  -.duress 
the  projected  lrpscts  on  the  bloloclca!  resources  of  this  project. 

W  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  coxwit  or.  this  proposal  as  It  relntos  to  natural 
resources  of  our  area. 


5-  As  regards  the  contents  of  the  EIS  Itself,  the  document 
certainly  was  not  designed  to  properly  Inform  the  Involved  public 
of  the  nature  of  the  project  and  of  the  environmental  effects  as 
Is  required  by  NEPA.  There  was  no  description  of  the  tracks  that 
would  be  used  In  an  emergency.  All  that  was  mentioned  was  the 
Immediate  Creat  PAUs  area.  What  about  the  effect  on  the  people 
and  towns  along  the  BN  lines  like  Chester  should  there  be  an 
emergency?  We  have  no  Idea  what  areas  are  involved. 

6.  No  mention  was  made  of  the  halfllfe  of  plutonium  which 
I  believe  Is  about  40,000  years. 

7.  I  think  that  computer  studies  of  the  spreading  of  the 
contamlnents  should  there  be  an  accident  were  inaccurate  In  that 
the  basic  assumptions  were  not  accurate.  This  Includes  wind 
velocity  and  elevations. 

8.  The  EIS  did  not  consider  the  senarlo  of  an  attack  by 
submarine  located  off  the  coast  of  Washlnton  In  which  case  there 
would  be  only  about  15  minutes  warning.  What  would  happen? 

Would  the  general  public  be  In  more  danger  in  such  a  case  If  the 
missiles  were  located  In  Great  Falls. 

9-  All  assumptions  of  the  EIS  as  regards  accidents  assumes 
that  there  would  be  no  attack  without  a  great  deal  of  notice.  No 
mention  was  made  specifically  of  this  point  but  It  became  obvious 
in  conversations  with  Air  Porce  people  after. 

10.  No  discussion  was  contained  In  the  EIS  for  the  event  of 
a  sneak  attack  with  no  notice  and  the  effect  of  this  on  the  people 
of  Oreat  Palls.  No  dlcusslon  was  contained  In  the  EIS  about  the 
need  for  the  MX  project  If  their  was  a  sneak  attack  since  it  would 
not  do  anyone  any  good. 


3  PUBLIC  HEARING  TRANSCRIPTS 


This  section  includes  transcripts  from  the  11  public  hearings  held  for  F.E.  Warren  AFB, 
Wyoming;  Barksdale  AFB,  Louisiana;  Dyess  AFB,  Texas;  Eaker  AFB,  Arkansas;  Fairchild 
AFB,  Washington;  Grand  Forks  AFB,  North  Dakota;  Little  Rock  AFB,  Arkansas; 
Malmstrom  AFB,  Montana;  Minot  AFB,  North  Dakota;  Whiteman  AFB,  Missouri;  and 
Wurtsmith  AFB,  Michigan.  The  transcripts  are  presented  four  sheets  to  a  page  and  are 
numbered  500  to  510. 

These  are  the  transcripts  as  received  from  court  reporters  who  took  notes  at  each  of  the 
public  hearings 'and  transcribed  them  for  this  publication.  Only  minor  corrections  to 
some  important  words  which  could  impair  the  readers'  understanding  were  made. 
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COL.  McSHANS:  He’ re  going  to  etjrt  up 
now.  I'd  like  to  start  by  having  Colonel  Walsh 
introduce  the  other  members  of  the  panel  to  you. 

Colonel  Walsh  please. 

COL.  WALSH:  On  fly  immediate  right  is 
Major  van  Ness,  he  is  a  lawyer  with  the  Air  force  and 
he  is  assigned  to  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil 
Engineer.  He  will  respond  to  questions  on  legal  and 
safety  natters. 

On  ay  far  right  is  Colonel  Branch,  he's 
assigned  to  headquarters  strategic  Air  coaaand,  and  he 
will  responJ  to  questions  on  the  operational  concept. 

On  ay  iaaediate  left  is  Nr.  Hickaan.  Mr. 
Hickaan  works  for  Tatra  Tech  Corporation.  That  is  a 
coapany  that  was  hired  by  the  Air  Force  to  prepare 
16  J  this  Environmental  impact  Stateaent.  Mr.  Hickaan  will 
respond  to  questions  on  the  effects  on  huaan  resources. 
18  On  ay  far  left  is  Dr.  Rraaer.  He  also  works 

11  for  Tetra  Tech  Corporation,  and  he  will  responJ  to 

questions  on  the  effects  on  physical  resources.  Thank 


COL.  Me  SHANE :  Thank  you.  Colonel  Walsh. 
We  now  turn  to  the  question  and  answer  period  of  this 
public  hearing.  This  tlae  is  sat  aside  to  allow  you 
to  ask  questions  about  the  content  of  the  briefing  and 
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the  Draft  Environmental  impact  statement  and  to  make 
stateaents  about  the  progrea. 

I’a  going  to  call  upon  the  alected  officials 
who  indicated  a  desire  to  speak.  They  will  speak 
first.  1  believe  there  ere  three  of  them.  And  after 
that,  i  will  be  calling  upon  the  other  individuale  who 
ind  ic  ate  J  e  desire  to  speak.  I  have  snuffled  these 
cards  and  they  are  randomly  or  .ered  here. 

Once  recognised  by  ae,  please  step  up  to  the 
microphone  hece  at  the  front  of  the  room,  since  we 
want  all  present  to  be  able  to  hear  your  question  or 
stateaent,  plus,  it  will  help  us  get  it  down  on  the 
record  of  this  proceeding. 

Please  state  your  name  and  affiliation  or 
address  and  then  aek  your  question  or  make  your 
stateaent.  We’ll  start  tonight  with  Mayor  Don 
Erickson.  Mayor  Erickson.  And  for  the  benefit  of 
everybody,  we  do  have  quite  a  faw  speakers,  so  when 
you  get  to  1  ainutee,  r'«  going  to  tell  you  your  time 


MAYOR  ERICKSON:  Well,  Colonel  McShane, 
I’a  sorry  I  didn’t  get  here  right  away.  I  waa  down  in 


COL.  Me  SHANE  i  Your  time  is  tunning  out. 
MAYOR  ERICKSON!  Thenk  you  for  casing 
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faces  onj  discussion  of  the  conclusion  is  required  to 
be  eble  to  address  and  evaluate  points  such  as  these. 

1  have  requested  ay  staff,  as  part  of  their 
ongoing  review,  to  cospile  a  List  of  questions  and 
info  rsation  needed  to  further  evaluate  the  Draft  CIS. 
This  list  is  to  be  concluded  --  coepleted  before  the 
end  of  the  week.  We  will  work  with  the  Air  force  to 
resolve  as  aany  of  the  questions  as  possible  prior  to 
August  10,  193d.  Any  questions  resuming  as  of  August 
10,  as  well  as  any  additional  inforsation  requested  by 
state  agency  reviewers,  will  be  summarized  and 
forwarded  by  August  10. 

1  affita  sy  support  for  the  general  concerns 
identified  end  to  be  raised  by  the  In  ter gov er nm en t al 
Executive  impact  council  at  this  public  hearing.  1 
insist  that  the  Ait  Force  work  directly  with  the  local 
government  entities  to  address  their  concerns  and 
18  J  develop  appropriate  and  necessary  sitigation  seasures 
to  mitigate  the  negative  project  impacts. 

I  will  look  to  the  Air  rorca  to  revise  the 
data,  projected  impacts  and  conclusions  to  reflect 
input  received  through  this  review  process.  This  is 
the  best  and  only  means  of  Jev^lopin)  the  accurate 


COL.  He  Shane 
from  the  Gove 
Ld  like  to  he 


hree  minutes.  Janet  Whitehead  please. 
S.  WHITEHEAD!  Colonel  wcShane  and 
prepared  statement  here  regarding  the 
it  due  to  our  analysis  in  bringing  up 
ing  sections  4.2.1. 2  through  4.2.1.$  of 
temen  t  . 

ounts  stated  for  revenues  and 
'  1907  ace  basically  correct,  but  the 
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Other  points  of  Men: 
wonderful  qualities  of  love,  pe 


un  tty  to  pe 


culture  ;  an  ex 

list  for 

ten 

in  J  we  and  out 

prog  en  y 

c  an 

t.  we  have  not 

ye  t  had 

our 

! :  Th  a  n  k  you. 

Bruce  a 

r  o  wn 

Ye  8 .  Colonel 

Mo  Silane  , 

*Y 

uper  in  tend  ent 

with  t  he 

Union 

coae  here  ton 

i  g  h  t  -,o 

ad  v  t  *e 

reviewed  the 

propo  sed 

pr  o  j  e: t  and  t  h 

at  froa 

a 

UPi.'t  j"  other  c  oil  a  e  r  :  i  a  l  t  r  a  f  f  i 
T!uf>»  yo  j  . 

COL.  H-SHAN2: 

BnuuMjet  . 

MS.  0HE  •  T4  E I i EH 
resile  it  8  19  pallet  ,  Lsruie 
ire  for  the  te.'oiJ  an  1  for  re 


17  ti.se  .  First  I'd  1  i  k  >  o  protest 
13  to  prepare  for  this  hearinj.  i  w 

19  aeek.  My  copy  of  thi  Draft  Eli  s 

between  July  l?  and  21.  allowing  ae  app 
21  |  three  weeks. 

I  Jo  work  t  jll-tue  in  otJec  t 
21  I  n  y  3«  1  f  a  n  1  pay  taaes,  which  the  ■) 
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21  |  Housing  hoa e i 

health  care  t 
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njppenej  to  oe 
So  ho 


And  I 
t  thought 


the  specific  tracks  or  is  tl 

the 

ex  pe  r  1 1  se  of  the 

peo 

pi  e 

aa  in 

■  ten  anc  e 

of  t  ho  se 

tea 

c  ka 

1  f 

that  can 

b  e 

add 

spec 

if  ically 

,  1' 11  0 

r*  100  p, 

of  a 

i  ayb  e  3  9. 

9  7$.  Tn  a  n  k 

yo  u 

COL.  M 

CSHANB: 

are 

you  able 

to  addr 

ess 

'  h  a  1 

COL.  WALSH 

:  1 

large  majority,  are  very  supportive  of 
Jerstanding  the  sacrifices  that  have  to 
we  do  ask  you  is  to  keep  us  posted  very, 
Please  don’t  surprise  us.  Let  us  kn..v 
.  This  c  ..ounity  stands,  I  think, 
i  t  h  yo  u  . 


say.  Union  Pacific’s  rail,  will  be 
,  an!  a  portion  of  that  use  of  fee 
tilized  by  that  rail  coapany  in 
heir  Cracks  . 

X  should  indicate  to  you  that  in  recent  years 
f  Vllit  is  - 
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past  bo,i 

to  abandon  sel e: 

doll 


o  nd 

its  clearance  restrictions,  and  we 
over  120,000  miles  ,a  in  im  ua  of  rail 
today  that  w.?  can  safely  transit.  Th 
sir. 

:OL.  Me  SHAMS:  Rober 

MR.  SCOTT:  Thank  yo i 
and  panel.  !'■  Robert  Scott,  a  re 
Cheyenne  and  state  of  Wyoming.  I  < 
thank  you  for  a  very 


he  p 


snown  through  thi 
t  hrough  str  ength , 
nation. 

Add  mona 
deployment  here  at 


potential  aggies 
he  deploy* 
rope  that  . 

back 


missile 
hat  3  0-  y 

ry  vehicles  have  arrived  in  the 
throughout  the  area  aa  required 
system  successfully  with  no  inc 
The  Reentry  Vehicles  are  designed, 
explained  earlier,  to  withstand  fire  and  he  a 
po  ten  t i a l 1 y  f 
t  ho  se  s  ucce  as 
The 

in  Chayenne  h 
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statements,  shown  response  to  the  community  with 
rccogni  iinj  those  proven  impacts  and  supporting  the 
community  with  many  millions  of  dollars  already  in 
place,  already  providing  facilities  in  the  coaaunity 
and  programs  that  were  needed  to  support  the  system  to 
this  d  a  te  . 

1  think  our  nation  can  only  go  forward  to 
continue  to  prove  our  strength  in  the  eyes  of  the 
world  so  that  we  can  continue  to  seek  peace  on  a 
continuing  oasis.  Thank  you  very  much. 

COL.  He  SHANE :  Thank  you.  Carl  Martin. 

MR.  MARTINI  I'm  Carl  Martin,  1433 
aridgec,  Laramie,  Wyoming.  Although  it  was  quite 
enlightening  to  me  to  be  here  tonight,  X  still  have 
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you  say  that  you  need 
fety  reasons,  our  town 
umber  of  homes  and 
},000  feet  from  the  railroad. 

way,  I  suppose,  for  you 
hat  is  created  in  a 


missiles  in  silos,  at  lease  that's 

the  i  r 

op  In  ion 

.  SO 

we're  making  ourselves  more  vulnerable. 

more  prone  to 

first  strike  from  the  soviet  Union, 

,  and 

I  would 

like 

to  sea  these  things  addressed  very 

definitely,  but  1 

would  like  them  addeessed  later  in 

your 

final 

statement.  Thank  you. 

COL.  HcSHANEs  Thank 

you . 

Dar  r  yl 

Miller 

please  . 
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And  I  guess  my  last  question  is,  as  far  as 
the  Mx  Rail  Garrison  is  concerned,  and  the  totality  of 
the  MX  Rail  Garrison,  will  the  whole  system  be  able  to 
support  this  much  weight?  I  will  remind  most  people, 
as  they  already  know  probably,  that  the  average  cargo 
car  rail  train  etc  weighs  approi  Ima  tely  90,000  pounds, 
and  that's  with  the  cargo  on  it.  So  we're  talking 
about  a  complete  increase  in  weight  here. 

And  another  question  of  mine  is  the  similar 
balance  on  the  MX  train  itself  is  a  great  concern  of 
people  out  here.  i  think  probably  it  should  be  with 
the  Union  pacific  because  the  wind  speed  out  here  in 
Wyoming  reaches  higher  than  4.5  miles  per  hour,  and  I 
think  that  this  should  be  addressed.  Thank  you. 

COL.  He  SHANK  i  Thank  you.  Colonel 
Branch,  he  indicated  he  didn't  want  an  answer  tonight, 
so  wo'  11  honor  that.  I  know  you'd  like  to  give  an 
answer.  Richard  Moore. 

MR.  MOORE:  Thank  you.  Colonel.  Members 
of  the  panel,  my  name  Is  Rick  Moore,  i  reside  at  502 
East  24th  Street.  I’m  speaking  tonight  on  behalf  of 
the  Better  Governmental  impact  Council  and  Mayor's 
impact  Team.  A  way  of  background,  welcome  back  to 
Cheyenne.  colonel  Walsh,  we're  always  glad  to  see  you. 

During  the  previous  deployment  of  the 
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r*ic«k«aptE  and  Hinut  jiiin  Silos,  the  D«  par  titnt  o( 
Defense  participated  in  an  iitttr jo«ecn«tntal  planning 
process  in  Lacaaie  County.  The  intac  jovet  natntil 
Executive  impact  Council  and  peacakeeper  Working  Croup 
provided  an  effective  forua  for  developing  open 
cossun ic« t ion  and  the  exchange  of  interaction  between 
all  parties  involved  in  the  planning  process. 

Impacts  of  the  deployaent  on  the  local 
coaaunity  were  reduced  and  benefits  to  the  coaaunity 
were  increased  as  a  cesult.  Effective  mitigation  and 
aonitoring  programs  were  developed.  There  is  a 
definite  need  for  better  coaaun  icst  ion  and  exchange  of 
inforaation  at  this  tiae. 

Stateaencs  aade  in  the  document  indicate  that 
preparers  of  the  draft  did  not  verify  with  local 
officials  their  interpretation  of  inforaation  and  data 
collected.  in  addition,  the  lack  of  project's 
specific  inforaation,  such  as  estimated  project 
related  revenues,  did  not  allow  coaparison  of  benefits 
and  the  cost  of  the  project  to  local  governments. 

The  Peacekeeper  monitoring  program  is  an 
effective  tool  for  local  governaents  to  assess  level 
of  impacts  which  occur  and  to  adjust  mitigation 
accordingly.  Punding  should  be  provided  to  continue 
the  monitoring  program. 
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Colonel.  for  the  gentleaan  that  was  concerned  with 
the  eorsl  end  ethical  differences  and  wants  the  Air 
force  to  sect  with  his  church,  you  don’t  authorise  the 
•oney,  you  don't  say  do  this,  that’s  with  the  people 
that  do  that.  Tney  can't  do  anythin].  Don’t  put 
these  good  gentleaen  in  a  position  of  telling  their 
coaaander  and  chief,  I  don't  believe  in  this,  I  won't 
do  it.  That's  not  a  Christian  thin]  to  do. 

MEMBER  Or  AUDIENCE:  It  was  an 

inv  i  tat  ion  . 

HR.  MEEKER:  Now,  Sister,  I’a  sorry  that  I 
you're  afraid  tor  yourself  after  reading  this,  but  you 
can  be  sure  there  will  be  no  black  sedan  and  people 
with  black  coats  cose  see  you  because  you  disagreed 
with  other  people  who  have  been  here. 

Now,  for  you  about  the  railroad  tracks  that 
swelled  and  buckled  or  froxe  and  buckled,  stop  and 
think  how  .sany  thousands  of  alles  of  track  didn't 
buckle  and  how  aany  trains  didn't  fall  off  the  track. 
You're  looking  at,  ay  water's  alaost  gone  because  I 
took  one  swallow  out  of  the  glass. 

22  Foe  the  gencleaan  that  talks  about  aental 

2)  stress  of  his  children  and  hiaself,  the  people  that 

run  this  train  love  their  children  just  as  auch  as  you 
love  yours  and  love  their  wife  as  auch  as  you  love 


board  aeaber  and  speaking 
As  a  result  of  an 


the  u.  1.  league  and  the  Wy 
position  in  Hay  of  1904  t  ha 
uclear  weapons  should  seev 
hat  of 
h to  ug  h 

ed  public  on  that  poslti 
ig  of  the  MX  Missile  ays 


DOCUMENT  500 


tonig  ht  . 
al- wide 


to  02  warhead 
for  an  aid  1  ti 
war  he  ad  s  in  a 

Again, 

the  cr  i  ter  ia  und 
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yours  and  Love  their  fuaily  as  auch  as  you  love  your 
and  I  dare  you  to  tell  the*  they  don't.  They’re 
coapetent  individuals.  They're  under  e  lot  of 
controls.  They'll  be  cereful.  And  we  can't  preclud 
a  aeteorite  aaybe  striking  us,  but  it's  just 
likely  that  will  happen  as  soae  accident  on 
And  as  for  your  children,  if  yog  wo 
pass  that  on  to  your  children,  you're  going 
ps  yc  hoi  oj  ic  al  daaage  to  thea  .  If  you  wear  ] 
and  1  wear  glasses,  1  don't  see  as  well  as  I 
without  glasses  when  I  drive  down  the  street 
have  a  little  blind  spot  right  here  on  the  edg 
peripheral  vision  is  --  also,  there's  a  bunch  of  other 
people  out  there,  a  lot  of  good  people,  a  lot  of  d uab 
people,  who’s  going  to  go  through  life  and  kill  ae. 

If  we  want  to,  we  can  find  a  aillion  things  to  worry 
about.  please  don't  worry. 

COE.  MC  SHANE:  Tiae,  sir. 

MR.  MEEKER:  Thank  you,  sir. 

COL.  McSHANE:  Thank  you.  Linda 

Kir  kbr  ids  . 

MS.  KIRK0RXDE:  Good  evening.  Colonel 
McShane  and  panel.  Thank  you  for  this  opportunity. 

My  naae  is  Linda  Kirkbride,  ay  address  is  Meriden, 
Myoaing  020  01.  I  aa  a  League  of  Woaen  voters  statute 
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DEIS  does 

no  t  J  e  f  i  n 

e  adequately 

»hich  the  t 

rains  wo  u 

Id  be  deployed 

National  need, 
p  ubl i •  or  Cong 
would  leave  the  garrison.  Therefore,  plesse  address 
if  there  can  be  an  effective  analysis  of  the  risk 
aeasureaents  that  are  baseJ  on  the  nuabecs  of  rail 
ailes  traveled. 

And  finally,  senator  Cohen,  Republican  of 
Maine,  said  that  the  Departaent  of  Defense  briefing 
inpl  led  that  the  rail  garrison  systea  could  be  later 
turned  into  a  continuously  aobile  systea.  Is  that  a 
possibility?  Do  Air  for;*  contingency  plans  include 
such  a  plan,  and  what  would  such  a  plan  do  to  the  risk 
assessaent  section  of  the  DEIS? 

Mill  this  docuaent  serve  as  the  Env  l  ronaen t a  1 
lapact  Stateaent  on  the  MiJgetaan  Missile,  which  this 
DEIS  said  that  up  to  ISO  single  warhead  aissiles  will 
be  concurrent  based  with  the  rail  garrison  systea  ftoa 
1992  to  1997?  Please  address  coapletely  the  possible 
double  lapact  for  this  coaaunity.  Thank  you  very  auch. 

COL.  MCSRANEi  Did  you  want  those 
concerns  jddressed  tonight? 

MS.  KIRKBRIDE:  I’ll  leave  ay  tiae  to 
soaeone  else.  Thank  you. 

COL.  MCSRANE:  Thank  you.  J la  Applegate 

please  . 
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we  are  opposed  to  th 


toil  ition  of  tht  ini 


»p«oi  f  icelly ,  w#  «•  opposed  to  th«  dsployaent  of  tha 
rail  based  NX  in  Wyoa  in g  . 

I'a  sues  that  thi  officers  here  era,  as  I 
slid,  courteous  and  patient  and  sincere,  and  yet,  the 
nation  has  been  shocked  recently  by  the  Pentagon 
•  candles  showing  that  there  ace  soae  people  who 
obviously  are  aore  interested  in  the  continuous  flow 
of  excessive  profits  to  their  pockets  than  they  are  in 
protecting  freedom  or  patriotism  or  anything  liks  that. 

I  asked  in  the  previous  hearing  soae 
questions  about  the  intentional  use  of  the  NX  Missile, 
which  the  three-judge  panel  at  the  Court  of  Appeals 
had  said  was  s  legitimate  question.  That  question  hss 
been  overruled.  The  full  Court  said  thst  the 
intentional  use  of  the  aissiles  is  not  j  subject  to  be 
taken  cere  of  at  this  env  ironaen  tal  impact  hearing. 

18  |  But  l*d  like  to  ceaind  you  that  our  Senator 

Malcom  Wallop  said  that  the  MX  Nissile  is  not  a 
defensive  weapon,  it  is  sn  offensive  weapon,  I'a 
quoting  hie,  it  is  an  offensive  weapon,  the  only 
22  J  weapon  that  we  have  capable  of  threatening  the  Russian 
■issiles  and  their  silos.  So  if  we  have  an  offensive 
systeM,  a  question  thst  I  think  the  Eighth  Circuit  did 
not  outlaw  would  be  a  question  ss  to  the  adversaries' 


intentions  and  adversaries'  response  to  sn  offensive 
system  threatening  their  aissiles  in  their  silos.  And 

COL.  NC  SHANE  I  Tims'  s  up  . 

NR.  SPIEGELi  And  thst  implies  again, 
then,  what  is  the  --  what  is  the  env  ironaen  ta  1  impact 
of  nuclear  war  on  Cheyenne?  And  is  this  threat  which 
will  asks  us  a  bull's-eye  Wyoming?  [a  that  one  which 
is  motivated  from  a  desire  to  protect  freedom  or  is  it 
a  desire  to  see  that  continuous  flow  of  escessive 
profits  to  the  defense  contractors  and  consultants? 

COL.  He  SHANE  :  Thank  you. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS i  Excuse  me,  air,  I'd 
like  to  make  a  correction. 

COL.  McSHANE:  You  lay  Make  a  correction. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Just  one  point  of 
cl  at  i  f  ica  t  ion  .  You  were  correct  when  you  stated  that 
the  full  Eight  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  Jetecained 
that  in  tha  Peacekeeper  Minutemen  hearing,  the  board 
was  not  to  discuss  the  intentional  uss  of  the  weapon. 
You  stateJ  the  Judge  had  previously  heard  that  case 
and  determined  that  it  was  an  issue  that  was  to  be 
decided  in  the  EIS. 


It's  a  little  known  fact  take  the  three-panel 
judge  issued  s  Jecleratory  opinion  some  two  weeks 
after  they  initialed  their  initial  opinion,  and  in 
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Transportation,  the  Randall  Avenue  Interchange  has 
outlived  its  20-year  dasign  life.  The  Interchange  was 
not  designed  to  handle  the  significant  traffic 
Increase  from  the  r.  E.  Marten  north  alternative. 

The  Randall  Avenue  exit  Is  the  main  entrance 
to  P.  E.  Wscrsn,  but  It  is  also  ths  sain  entrance  to 
our  capitol  city.  Traffic  during  ths  construction 
phase  will  create  congestion  and  have  potential  for 
accidents  whether  alternative  north  or  south  are 


Tne  aaln  gate  off  Randall  must  be  moved  back 
anJ  the  on/off  ramps  of  Randall  and  1-25  exit  mutt  be 
redone.  The  new  on-bsse  park  in  place  of  the  Wary 
base  housing  In  conjunction  with  tr  anapor  ts  t  ion  . 

The  building  phase  of  the  rail  garrison  will 
create  traffic  snarls  and  congestion.  The  EIS  concurs 
with  this  analysis  but  suggests  that  this  will  only  be 
during  paak  traffic  hours.  Considering  this  ss  low 
impact  is  not  in  ths  best  interest  of  our 
transportation  system.  These  changes  are  needed  to 
mitigate  the  increased  travel  due  to  the  location  of 
the  rail  garrison. 

Number  two:  housing,  the  need  for  additional 
housing  is  noted  in  the  report!  however,  it  is  ths 
position  of  ths  Chaaber  that  the  Air  Po.ce  take  a  more 
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affirmative  col*  in  ensuring  that  th*  private  sector 
at  th*  local  level  be  induced  in  aeeting  the 
identified  demand,  both  on  and  off  the  Bate.  Th  a 
final  BIS  should  identify  •echantsai  to  achieve  a 
satisfactory  balance. 

Three:  education,  the  Air  force  has 
identified  impacts  anticipated  in  this  area  and  past 
responses  by  Ait  force  have  been  commendable.  The 
Chamber  wishes  to  encourage  the  Air  Force  to  ensure 
that  th*  c oaa unity  is  provided  with  the  aeans  to 
mitigate  identified  impacts  which  sight  occur  in  the 
Local  education  systea. 

four:  economic,  the  proposed  project  is 
projacted  to  have  a  positive  iapact  on  the  coeaunity. 
Although  this  La  iaportant,  it  is  our  desire  to  ensure 
long-term  benefits  to  th*  coaaunity.  it  la,  therefore, 
desirous  that  the  Air  force  consider  aechanisas 
whereby  b usiness  development  which  occurs  fro*  this 
program  generates  localized  opportunities.  These 
opportunities  could  be  the  seeds  to  strengthen  our 
ec  onos y  . 

in  conclusion,  we  wish  to  state  that  our 
coaalttee  will  submit  a  aore  specific  conent  letter 
by  the  August  30,  1988,  deadline,  and  we  will  continue 
to  support  the  sen  and  women  of  Francis  E.  Warren  Air 
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that  the  Air  force  espected  aost  of  us  to  read  in 
three  weeks  or  less,  and  what  a  delight  to  read.  The 
manuscript  is  littered  with  initials  and  i.'tonyas, 
such  as  MOB,  LOB.  IFRA,  MK,  ICBM,  SS,  WG,  and  last 
but  not  least,  HV.  Now,  the  Air  Force  didn't  mean 
recreational  vehicle,  but  it  aeans  Reentry 
Vehicle,  that  part  of  the  alssile  that  carries  the 
boab  . 

The  preparers  of  this  docuaent  use  so  Many 
initials  that  they  needed  2)  pages  to  address  the 
glossary  of  terms  and  acronyms.  The  Air  force  also 
decided  that  we  ell  had  IQ's  of  st  least  140  or  aore 
1)  |  and  knew  that  we  could  absorb  highly  technical 

material  quickly,  such  as  rad  tran  versus  has  trin. 

Now,  how  is  this  systea  going  to  work?  The 
Air  force  states,  quote,  'When  directed  by  the 

17  national  coaaand  authority,  trains  could  be  moved  onto 

18  the  rail  network  within  several  hours  of  notification, 

19  pemcekseper  trains  could  disp«rsa  ovsr  thousand 
thereby  complicating  the  eneaie 

target  .* 

Within  several  hours?  It  takes  Leas  t 
minutes  for  an  icbn  to  come  Iroa  the  s 
Wyoming.  Does  this  mean  there  will  be 


target 

Within 

minute* 

for  an 

Wyom  ing  . 

Does  1 

r  unn ing 

around  < 

ut  their  mission, 
the  opportunity  to 
have  the 
s  will  be 
rking  together  as 


Th*  Air  force  has 
one  of  us  in  this  audiance 
ho  received  the  Draft  BIS, 
each  one  of  you  is  a 

look  at  this  monumental  thing 


military  is  always  prepared,  just  in  case? 

We  ask  the  Air  force  to  address  the  No  Action 
alternative.  Their  response  was,  quote,  'With  this 
Alternative,  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System 
would  not  be  deployed.”  Clever  answer.  Actually, 
this  was  not  addressed  at  all.  It's  very  disappointing 
The  safety  considerations  for  the  Rail 
Garrison  System  ace  enormous.  Last  year  alone  there 
were  over  2,500  rail  accidents  within  the  U.  S.  Over 
56  accidents  raleased  hatardous  materials,  but  the  Air 
force  assures  us  that  there  i*  no  problem. 

in  their  estimate,  in  the  absence  of  a  mishap, 
the  materials  in  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  would  impose 
14  j  an  extremely  small  health  risk.  What  happens  if  there 
is  a  mishap?  do  you  remember  what  happened  at  Benderso 
Nev  ad  a? 

Additionally,  remember  wnat  happened  at  the 
18  j  Morton  Thiocol  plant  over  Chriatmas  in  Utah?  people 
were  killed  when  the  solid  fuel  propellant  ignited. 

COL.  MCSHANE:  Time. 

MS.  STARR:  Pardon  me? 

COL.  MC  S  HA  MB  I  Time. 

MS.  STARR:  Thank  you. 

COL.  WALSH:  Eicuii  me,  air. 

COL.  McSHANB:  Colonel  Walsh. 
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|  please  explain  the  logic  of  this.  !  Mould  like  an 
answer  to  this  . 

I  also  --  I  nave  some  questions  --  l  have 
several  questions  about  the  rails.  The  people  who 
work  on  the  rails,  I  wonder  if  they  will  be  tested  for 
drug  and  alcohol  abuse.  Will  they  and  the  members  of 
are  on  the  trains  be  given  hazardous 
they  be  under  the  Human  Reliability 

1  also 
the  rails  90  th 
charge?  Will  t 
author i t  y? 

And  now,  a  8  1 
around  it  for  a  long  ti 
like  you  to  kno 
called  the  publ 
16-story  Jissil 
flaged,  1  < 
amouf  1  ag 
white, 
ss  the  s 
COL 
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tder  to  actually  accomplish  the  dispersal 

going  to  take  that  long  to  accomplish  his 
his  forces. 

*4 S •  ALDRICH:  Now,  1  asked  the  ColoneL 
about  a  missile  that  comes  in,  in  about  half  an  hour. 

COL.  WALSH:  As  I  indicated,  we  would 
have  ample  time  to  disperse  our  forces,  30  therefore, 
we  would  not  be  in  a  position  of  having  to  respond 
We  give  -  -  he  would  not  be  able  to 


IB  aut  ho 
19  that  < 
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bu 1 1 J  ing 

you 
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oncer  ned 
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raised  by 

t  he 

peopl 

e  1  iv  i  ng 

ad  j  a 

border  of 

t  he 

Base 

that  the 

bull 
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to  the  .-one  l  us  ion  that  it 
see  to  support  the  f  i-'i  t 
usion,  that  Cheyenne,  W/o 
the  HOite  a  ase  for  this  F 
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L J  be  deployed . 
iven  this 
his  been  selected 
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rt  i  »  — 
option  would  ftiv 


•  ««)or  economic  iapa 

c  t  this 

onally,  not  to  spend 

IS  bill  ion 

iion,  but  would  be  a 

.« a  j  o  r 

nd  and  borrow,  spend 

and  borrow 

ad«  i  n  i  st r a t ion ,  eith 

jigantic  national  debt 

or  on 

d  then  we  n 
MR.  ALDRICH 


af  of  staff 

it  the  Cheyenne  VA 

Hospital.  I 

r  r  i<a  an  Heights  20  »ilei  west  of 

.vr«  near 

ad  . 

n  reviewing 

the  Draft  Env  iron*  en  t  J  l  Impact 

or  the  Ra  i  1 

Garrison  p cobras,  1 

find  it  says 

e  about  the 

lapact  of  Mo  Action 

at  ternative. 

pi u*  page  s , 

,  t  here  ar  e  only  61 

lines  which 

ie  Ho  Action 

alternative. 

A  recent  ar  t ic 1 

11  6,400  fewer  Job 

12  health  or  ed  uca 
It  4  1  S 

undeair ab illy  o 
and  bust  cycle. 

AnJ  on 
17  I  there  are  over 
IB  '  ‘ 

19  |  and 
ev  Id 


Id  be  produced 
spend Ing  ere a 
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PUBLIC  HEARING  CONCERNING  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON 
PROGRAM 


<Hela  on  July  26,  1RU8  at  Bossier  Civic  Cente 
Bossier  City.  Louisiana) 


PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Cot.  Mi*e  McShane 

PANEL  MEMBERS:  Col .  Brancn 

Maj .  Van  Ness 
Lt ■  Col ■  Peter  Wa i : 
Frea  Hicxman 
Dr.  Kramer 


REPORTED  BY: 
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01 

question  statement  cards  you  earlier  filled  out.  We 

i 

will  have  a  panel  up  here.  It  you  want  to  as*  a 

3 

question  of  the  panel  or  you  have  a  statement  to  matte. 

we  will  take  those  cards  ana  we  wi 1 1  start  with  the 

5 

puol ic  officials  and  elected  officials  and  they  wi l i 

5 

make  the  statements  first  and  after  tnat.  other 

T 

individuals  will  oe  given  an  opportunity  to  speak,  we 

8 

will  take  as  many  people  as  we  can  in  the  time  that  we 

9 

have  alloted  here  tonight.  We  will  take  a  ten  minute 

'0 

recess  now. 

(Whereupon,  there  was  a  short  recess  taken  at 

'2 

this  t ime. > 

'3 

PRESIDING  OFFICER i  I  would  like  to  start  this 

u 

session  Dy  having  Col.  Walsh  introduce  the  other  members 

’5 

of  the  Air  Force  team  who  are  here  to  answer  any 

questions  that  you  may  have  of  the  Environmental  Impact 

" 

Statement .  Col .  Walsh . 

'B 

COL.  WALSH:  On  my  immediate  riflht  is  Maj .  Van 

'9 

Ness,  who  will  be  responsible  for  questions  in  regard  to 

20 

lega,  matters.  On  my  far  ri®3t  is  uol .  Branch,  and  he 

2> 

will  oe  responsioie  for  responding  to  questions  on 

22 

operational  matters.  On  my  imwdiate  Isft  is  Mr. 

23 

Hickman,  and  he  will  oe  responsible  for  any  questions 

2* 

relating  to  human  resources .  He  works  for  Tetra  Tech 

25 

Corporation.  He  is  under  contract  with  the  Air  Force 

34 

INTRODUCTION  BY  PRESIDING  OFFICER 
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for  preparing  the  Environmental  Impact  Study.  On  my 

2 

extreme  left  is  Dr.  Kramer,  and  he  also  works  tor  Tetra 

3 

Tech  Corporation.  He  wi I i  De  responsible  for  responding 

4 

to  questions  on  physical  resources.  Thank  you. 

5 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Col.  Walsh. 

6 

We  now  turn  to  the  question  and  answer  period  of 

7 

this  public  hearing.  This  time  is  set  aside  to  allow 

8 

you  to  ask  any  questions  about  the  content  of  the 

9 

briefing  ana  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

10 

Once  recognized  by  me.  I  would  ask  that  you  step  up  to 

.. 

the  microphone.  We  want  al l  present  to  be  able  to  hear 

»2 

your  questions  and  statements  end  w«  need  to  record  it 

13 

for  the  record  as  wsll.  Please  state  your  name  ana  your 

14 

affiliation  or  address  ana  ask  your  questions  or  make 

15 

your  statement.  As  I  indicated  before,  I  wi 1 1  start 

16 

with  individuals  that  we  nave  identified  es  elected 

17 

officials.  Mayor  Don  Jones? 

IB 

MAYOR  JONES:  Over  fifty  years  ago,  a  group  of 

19 

citizens  had  the  vision  and  courage  to  guide  our  area  in 

20 

a  new  direction.  A  direction  filled  with  hope  and 

21 

dreams,  hope  for  a  prosperous  ana  secured  future  for 

22 

both  our  community  ana  our  nation.  Barksdale  Air  Force 

23 

Base  became  a  reality  and  through  the  years  its  wisdom 

2* 

to  meet  the  challenge  of  its  mission  with  excel isncs. 

25 

America  remains  a  free  nation  because  of  the  dedicated 

35 
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man  and  women  of  Barksdale  ana  other  similar 

important  service  that  government  can  oo  for  the  people 

2 

motel UCions  across  this  country  and  th*  world. 

2 

tm  to  keep  them  aljve  and  free  ana  it  is  certainly  true. 

3 

W#  should  nsvar  forget  th*  true  maamng  of  tne 

3 

It  is  equally  important  to  say  that  tne  service  rendered 

4 

pnrass  Only  tha  Strong  Survive.  The  deployment  of  the 

4 

has  seen  bought  with  the  blood,  sweat  and  tears  of  those 

5 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  at  Barksdale  Air  Forca 

5 

who  died  so  that  you  and  I  might  came  here  tonight  am 

6 

Bass  is  tha  vahtela  needed  to  ansura  tha  future  fraaoom 

6 

free  individuals. 

’ 

7 

The  same  determination  that  sparkaa  tha  inception 

6 

incraasao  thraat  to  tha  Shreveport -Bossier  araa  ana  tha 

8 

of  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base  is  still  pre levant  in  our 

9 

system  would,  in  fact,  anhance  our  national  defense 

» 

community  today.  Therefore,  or.  behalf  of  tha  citizens 

•0 

oacausa  of  Barksdale  s  stratagic  location  in  tna  Uni  tea 

10 

of  Bossier  City,  let  me  reiterate  our  pledge  of  full 

tl 

Statas. 

M 

support  ana  camitment  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garneon 

12 

To  those  who  question  tha  impact  on  tha 

12 

System  being  employed  at  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base. 

13 

environment,  studies  nave  shown  that  no  long-term 

13 

I  also  have  a  statement  to  read  for  Col.  Walsh  ana 

14 

prooleme  are  anticipated.  To  those  who  would  be 

,« 

inclusion  in  the  record  from  the  Governor  of  tne  State 

IS 

concerned  over  the  additional  traffic,  control  measures 

15 

of  Louisiana.  The  letter  reads,  'Dear  Col.  Walshr  Tha 

16 

can  Da  instituted  to  alleviate  the  possible  heavy 

16 

location  of  the  MX  Peacekeeper  Rail  Gemmon  System  at 

17 

traffic  conditions  while  the  construction  of  our  Rea 

17 

Barksaaia  Air  Force  Base  has  my  support  as  you  know  from 

18 

River  Parkway  is  underway.  The  concern  of  traffic 

2 

18 

our  earlier  letter  endorsing  the  impiacement  of  this 

,9 

congestion  and  the  potential  for  impact  on  tha  American 

>9 

project  in  the  Shreveport -Boss i er  area.  As  the  review 

20 

alligator  ana  the  Red  Cockaaea  Woodpecker  are  secondary 

20 

of  Barksdale  as  a  sita  undergoes  the  second  public 

21 

to  the  concern  that  must  oe  first  and  foremost,  our 

21 

hearing  for  discussion  of  the  environment  concerns.  I 

22 

capacity  to  survive  as  a  free  nation;  fully  prepared  to 

22 

wish  to  express  my  continued  support  for  basing  tna 

23 

defend  itself.  This  ability  in  and  of  itself  oecomes  a 

23 

Peacekeeper  here  in  northwestern  Louisiana. 

24 

deterrent  to  the  thraat  of  nuciaar  war. 

24 

I  know  that  my  frienas  ana  nei^ioors  from  the  4th 

25 

General  Jim  McCarthey  a  statement  that  tne  most 

25 

District  are  committed  wholeheartedly  to  meeting  the 

36 
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national  defense  needs  of  our  nation  ana  to  welcoming 

have  done. 

2 

the  Air  Force  personnel  who  will  oe  assigned  to 

2 

Of  the  statement,  the  EIS  evaluated  ten 

3 

Barksdale  with  the  Peacekeeper. 

3 

Environmental  Impacts.  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base  s 

* 

I  pledge  the  technical  assistance  ana  support  of 

« 

location  had  «  hisfi  level  of  impact  only  on  one  of  theme 

5 

the  Louisiana  Department  of  Wildlife  ana  Fisheries  ana 

5 

impacts.  On  all  of  the  others,  on  nine  of  them,  the 

6 

other  relevant  state  agencies  to  work  witn  you  in  the 

6 

impact  level  was  aithar  low  or  not  significant.  In  any 

7 

development  and  implementation  of  a  mitigation  plan  to 

7 

ones  books,  you  will  find  out  that  nine  out  ot  ten  is 

8 

offset  any  adverse  impacts  to  fish,  wildlife  and 

8 

fine  score. 

9 

resources,  particularly  wetland*  Sincerely.  Buddy 

9 

As  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Shreveport,  I  am 

10 

Roemer .  Governor  of  the  State  of  Louisiana.* 

10 

concerneo  about  our  environment,  about  tha  affects  ot 

11 

1  would  also  like  to  inciuoe  in  the  reeora  that  I 

11 

anything  that  we  but  la  on  our  air  ano  our  water  ano  also 

12 

propose  that  consideration  be  given  to  mitigation  of 

12 

the  other  item,  that  is.  the  Environmental  Impact 

13 

this  project  ana  160  seme  acres  impacted  with  city  owned 

13 

Statement.  I  am  also  concerneo  about  our  community  s 

i< 

property  that  exceeds  ISO  acres  in  an  adjacent  area  to 

economic  well  oemg  ano  about  the  defense  ot  our 

15 

the  base  properties,  and  we  would  discuss  that  in  the 

15 

country.  I  believe  that  all  of  the  environmental 

16 

mitigation  process.  Thank  you  very  much. 

16 

concerns  that  ara  pointeo  out  m  the  environmental 

PRESIDING  OFFICER i  Mayor  John  Hussey. 

17 

impact  statement  can  be  addresses.  We  have  had  many 

18 

MAYOR  HUSSEY i  Thank  you.  I  thou<Rit  ha  was 

18 

other  major  institutions  locate  herei  General  Notore. 

'9 

Dnnging  me  o  stooi  there.  Judge  McShane  and  Col.  Walsh 

19 

AT&T  Plant,  of  course,  the  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  et 

20 

and  other  memoers  of  the  panel.  I  am  John  Hussey  and  I 

3 

20 

cetera.  These  have  impact  on  our  environment.  But  the 

21 

am  Mayor  of  Shreveport.  Louisiana. 

21 

beneficial  effect  of  those  far  outweigh  any  environment 

22 

I  want  to  first  commend  the  Air  Force  on  the  very 

22 

adverse  impact.  I  think  that  will  be  the  seme  story 

23 

thorough  joe  which  has  been  done  on  the  Environmental 

23 

with  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

24 

Impact  Statement.  I  have  read  a  lot  of  these.  I  think 

24 

As  tha  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Shreveport,  I  also  want 

25 

this  is  a  very  fine  one.  We  appreciate  the  work  you 

25 

to  join  with  Mayor  Jones  ana  Governor  Roemer  to  Bay  that 

38 
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>01 

we  pledge  the  resources  of  the  City  of  Shreveport  to 

2 

work  with  the  Air  Force  to  mitigate  the  impacts  and 

3 

welcosw  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  to  the  Shreveport- 

. 

Sossier  area.  Thank  you  very  much. 

5 

PRESIDING  OFFICES!  Hr.  Joe  D.  Waggoner. 

a 

NR.  WAGGONER!  Thank  you  very  much  for  the 

7 

opportunity  to  be  here  this  evening.  1.  perhaps,  better 

8 

understand  why  you  are  here,  because  I  am  part  of  the 

» 

providing  for  these  Environsant  Impact  Statements. 

10 

Although  I  didn't  go  quite  as  far  as  some  have.  I  aean, 

1. 

those  are  going  to  be  too  concerned  about  national 

12 

security  as  compared  to  the  inhabitants  of  local  jails 

13 

that  might  be  an  impact  on  ttalmstrcm  Air  Force  Base  when 

14 

we  consider  an  impact  statement  like  this.  But  I  know 

15 

we  are  here  because  we  are  facing  a  serious  problem  m 

16 

this  nation  ana  the  legacy  of  this  century  t>as  to  do 

1? 

with  the  unleashing  of  the  might,  the  power  and  of  the 

>8 

atom.  We  Americans  have  a  way  to  oo  ourselves  in.  We 

19 

have  let  the  idea  of  our  impending  violation  make  us 

20 

parallel  under  certain  circumstances. 

21 

The  people  in  this  area  when  you  consider  an  Impact 

n 

Statement  are  not  paranoid.  The  people  here  in  this 

23 

eree  ere  not  irrationel,  because  nuclear  weapons  are  not 

24 

whet  sosie  people  eeuse  it  to  be.  We  know  that  nuclear 

25 

weapons  hsre  in  this  area  enoea  world  War  11.  The 

40 
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1 

nothing  in  this  area  that  won  t  oe  accepted  thet  will  De 

2 

affected  to  the  extent  that  anything  will  be  disrupted. 

3 

It  is  absolutely  safe  that  we  have  same  --  it  is 

4 

true  to  say  that  we  have  some  people  here,  we  are  a 

5 

little  bit  more  congested  tnan  some  other  arees  under 

8 

cons i  beret  ion ,  out  consider  the  cost  if  you  went  to 

7 

consider  that,  to  go  out  no  where  end  start  tram 

e 

scratch.  Utilise  what  we  have  got  ana  what  we  can 

4 

» 

provide,  but  utilize  our  people  in  support  ot  the 

«o 

security  needs  ot  our  country.  We  can  meet  your  every 

n 

need.  We  wi 1 |  oo  it  gladly.  Thank  you  for  coming  to 

12 

hear  us. 

*3 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  sir.  Jenny 

14 

Hamza. 

15 

NS.  HOHZAi  I  am  Jenny  Hcma.  1  work  for  U. 

•6 

S.  Senator  J.  Bennett  Johnston  in  Shreveport  ana  the 

-7 

Senator  has  asked  me  to  read  his  statement. 

'8 

*1  send  greetings  to  those  of  you  attending  the 

19 

public  meeting  on  the  proposed  NX  Rail  Garrison  at 

5 

20 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base.  Regretfully,  tne  business  of 

21 

ths  Ssnats  prevents  ms  from  being  here  to  listen  to  your 

22 

important  concerns.  1  fssl  strongly  that  the  NX  Rail 

23 

Garrison  Proposal  wt 1 1  be  the  net  oenefit  for  the  State 

24 

of  Louisiana.  It  is  a  significant  project  for  Barksdale 

25 

ano  for  Shreveport -Bossier  City  that  will  provide  much 

42 
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people  in  this  *ru  know  that  nuclear  weapons  have 
precluded  a  conventional  World  War  III,  which  would  have 
k 1 1  led  1 iteral ly  at  1 l ions  and  mi I  I  ions  and  ai I  I  lone  of 
other  Aaencene.  We  realise  here  when  we  consider  the 
socioeconaaic  circumstances,  the  cultural  impact,  that 
nuclear  weapons  are  not  going  to  oe  ootherscsw. 

We  know  that  there  will  never  be  a  totally  perfect 
defense,  but  we  know  here  as  Americans.  as  responsible 
citizens  of  this  community,  the  Shreveport-Bossier  area, 
that  peace  and  freedom  for  Americans  can't  survive 
unless  we  Aaer leans  lead  and  if  we.  the  United  States, 
with  which  brought  us  f raa  the  world  scene  and  we  think 
about  peace  and  providing  peace  ana  freedom,  it  is 
guest tonabie  at  the  best  that  we  advocate  our 
responsibility  to  our  people  and  to  other  people  who 
depend  upon  us  and  we  leave  that  leadership  to  one 
simple  power  trttose  motives  at  oest  are  questionable. 

So.  we  are  not  totally  taken  in  oy  what  turns  out  to  oe 
a  new  word,  some  people  call  it  Gtascost  today. 

We  recognise  here  that  the  best  brains,  the  best 
leadership  we  have  in  the  United  States  of  taenca  says 
of  today  that  the  best  we  can  do  in  tne  way  of  our  --  in 
the  utilisation  of  the  Peacekeeper,  the  Rail  Program,  we 
can  provide  another  aspect  of  our  neeeasary  defense  that 
we  need  to.  We  are  here  to  tell  you  that  there  is 


DOCUMENT  501 

i 

needed  jooe  for  our  area.  The  project  will  also  bring 

7 

untold  millions  of  dollars  into  northwest  Louisiana  each 

3 

year. 

4 

While  this  proposal  is  important  for  Louisiana.  I 

5 

agree  that  we  at  the  Congress  much  encourage  the  u.  S. 

6 

Air  Force  to  alleviate  the  effects  on  local  environment. 

7 

The  Environmental  Impact  Statement  prepared  by  the  Air 

8 

Force  for  Barksoale  states  that,  and  I  quota.  Ths 

9 

design  of  the  garrison  ana  ths  alignment  of  the  rail 

10 

spur  will  minimize  the  total  impact  disturbance  of  this 

i. 

location  within  a  program  engineering  and  safety 

c 

'2 

requiresmnts. '  Little  adverse  impact  is  foresssn  for 

D 

13 

ths  thrsatsnsd  ana  endangsrea  species  such  as  the 

14 

Asmriean  alligator  and  the  wooc*>eck»r.  I  fully  expect 

15 

16 

ensure  that  the  impact  of  the  environment  is  minimal. 

17 

I  hopa  that  thie  public  meeting  is  successful  in 

18 

the  purpose  it  serves.  The  NX  Rai 1  Garrison  System  is 

t» 

strategically  sound  ano  to  a  sensible  project  that  I 

20 

hopa  you  will  join  me  in  strongly  supporting  it.* 

21 

I  have  also  been  asked  to  read  a  statement  from  U. 

22 

S.  Senator  John  Breaux. 

23 

*1  regret  that  1  am  unable  to  attend  the  meeting 

24 

due  to  a  heavy  Legislative  schedule  in  Washington  at 

25 

this  time.  1  am  aware  of  some  concern  that  has  been 

43 
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expressed  About  the  loss  of  habitat  if  the  MX  Rail 

threatens  the  survival  of  the  United  States  as  a  great 

2 

Garrison  is  constructed  on  the  refugee  at  Barksdale.  As 

2 

nation.  Part  of  a  realistic  to  solving  our  country's 

3 

you  know,  I  have  a  long  standing  ccemitment  concerning 

3 

physical  problems  is  for  Congress  to  find  the  parameter 

4 

the  conservation  of  endangered  species  and  wilt  worn 

4 

of  a  reasoned*  spending  though  for  defense  ana  allow 

s 

with  the  U.  S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Services  and  other 

5 

the  arms  services  to  devise  the  oast  possiDle  defense 

6 

interested  parties  to  neke  sure  that  this  program 

6 

for  the  United  States  within  the  parameters.  To  the 

7 

proceeds  without  endangering  the  continuing  existence  of 

7 

credit  of  the  Armed  Services,  they  have  developed  a  sat 

8 

wildlife. 

8 

of  priorities  assigned  to  provide  the  best  possible 

9 

I  look  forward  to  continuing  our  collective  efforts 

9  1 

defense  for  our  country  within  the  reasonable 

10 

in  this  proposal  and  if  1  can  oe  of  further  assistance. 

10 

please  do  not  hesitate  to  contact  me.'  Thank  you. 

,, 

The  money  choice  that  the  Air  Force  has  maoe  is  one 

12 

PRESIDING  OFFICERi  Thank  you.  Dale  SiOley. 

12 

designed  to  bolster  the  land  base  leg  of  the  nuclear 

<3 

MR.  SIBLEY:  Good  evening,  my  name  is  Oale 

13 

type,  that  is.  to  develop  the  Rail  Garrison  Peacekeeper 

<4 

SiDley.  District  Manager  for  Congress  Jim  McCreary.  The 

System  at  one-third  of  the  cost  than  the  other  land  base 

15 

Congressman  sends  his  regrets  on  oeing  unaole  to  dc  here 

IS 

alternative,  the  Miogetman.  The  question  remains  wny 

16 

tonight.  At  this  time.  I  would  like  to  read  a  prepared 

.6 

spend  three  times  as  much  of  the  taxpayers  money 

17 

statement  from  Congressman  McCreary. 

17 

designing,  researching,  testing  ana  deploying  the 

18 

'As  a  member  of  the  100th  Congress  and  House  budget 

18 

Miogetman.  when  the  MX  Peacekeeper  can  be  put  into  place 

19 

Ccnraittee.  I  have  two  mam  concerns  at  issue  nere 

19 

quickly  ana  coot  effectively.  The  obvious  choice  is  for 

20 

tonight.  The  first  is  the  ability  to  defend  our  country 

20 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  to  do  exactly  what  the 

21 

by  means  of  sufficient  nuclear  deterrent.  The  second  is 

21 

name  implies,  keep  peace  throutpi  strength. 

22 

to  do  so  in  a  physically  responsioie  manner. 

22 

While  the  Environmental  Impact  of  the  Rail  Garrison 

23 

The  United  States  nas  accumulated  a  national  debt 

23 

should  oe  fully  investigated  and  addressed.  I  talked 

24 

of  some  2.4  trillion  dollars,  the  interest  on  tne  oeot 

24 

with  many  of  the  4th  District  constituents  ana  I  believe 

26 

is  now  the  third  largest  item  in  the  budget  ana 

25 

that  the  people  of  the  community  support  tne  Rail 

44 
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Garrison  System  oeing  implemented  at  Barksaaie  Air  Force 

weight  ana  shouldered  its  buraen  of  tne  national 

2 

Base.  The  Peacekeeper  at  Barksaaie  will  be  mutually 

2 

defense.  This  area  has  benefited  from  our  tradition  of 

3 

beneficial.  It  will  provide  the  Air  Force  with  a 

3 

patriotism  and  military  support.  Barksdale  Air  Force 

4 

geographical  strategic  location  for  its  mobile  missiles 

4 

Base  is  contributing  majorly  to  our  community. 

s 

while  creating  500  joes  the  first  year  ana  800  the 

5 

Barksaaie  is  good  for  us  ana  we  are  good  for  Berksdale. 

e 

second  according  to  Air  Torce  studies  of  selected 

6 

In  Shreveport -Bossier ,  you  will  find  a  population 

7 

socioeconomic  indicators.  The  report  contends  that  it 

7 

that  largely  supports  the  military:  appreciate  Barksaaie 

8 

is  estimated  that  some  750  joes  in  the  third  year  ana 

8 

Air  Force  Base  and  the  additional  jobs  that  this  project 

9 

572  in  the  outlying  system. 

9 

will  provide.  We  are  accustomed  to  a  significant 

10 

As  4th  District  Congressman.  I  fully  support  the  MX 

10 

military  presence  and  we  work  well  with  it.  We  want  the 

11 

Missile  Rail  Garrison  System  ana  its  implementation  at 

„ 

economic  boost  tram  the  project  ana  we  support  the 

12 

Barksoala  Air  Force  Base.*  Thank  you. 

12 

military  Doost  that  comes  from  modernizing  a  leg  of  the 

13 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Roy  Brun . 

13 

trial . 

14 

MR.  BRUN:  Thank  you.  My  name  is  Roy  Brun.  I 

,4 

A  study  of  history  shows  us  that  periods  ot  peace 

15 

am  a  State  Representative  from  District  5.  tnat  is 

15 

and  freedom  are  relatively  scarce  ana  naarly  always 

i« 

generally  south  Shreveport  from  the  Red  River  to  State 

16 

associated  with  society  possessing  a  requisite  deterrent 

,7 

Midway  1 7l .  My  office  is  725  Lane  Building  in 

,7 

capebility.  The  major  freeoom  we  enjoy  at  Americana 

Shreveport . 

16 

depends  in  part  of  our  willingness  to  dedicate 

19 

Our  community  needs  to  oe  considered  tor  this 

19 

sufficient  resources  to  detach  the  deterrents. 

20 

project.  You  have  the  complete  cooperation  between 

20 

In  my  opinion,  freedom  is  an  important  part  of 

2i 

State  and  local  officials  to  worn  for  th#  implementation 

7 

21 

environment.  This  system  is  part  of  the  price  we  pay 

22 

of  this  projact  and  to  mitigata  into  ana  antireiy 

22 

for  peace  and  freedom  and  I  support  it.  Thank  you. 

23 

compensate  for  any  adverse  environment#!  impact  that  may 

23 

PRESIDING  OFFICERi  Tom  Arceneaux. 

24 

occur . 

24 

NR.  ARCENEAUX-  Since  1  am  not  the  Governor  of 

25 

In  the  past,  tha  South  has  always  carried  its 

25 

Arkansas,  I  will  be  brief.  I  would  like  to  make  thres 

46 

_ 
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points,  one  from  the  briefing  that  we  received  on  the 

people  who  reside  closest  to  that  parameter,  therefore. 

2 

Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  It  appears  to  me 

2 

I  am  extremely  concerned  about  that  issue  and  Col.  Walsh 

3 

that  the  Draft  EIS  accurately  describes  the  projected 

3 

in  your  presentation,  related  those  concerns  that  were 

4 

impact  on  our  area.  Two.  it  also  appears  that  the 

4 

elevated  by  that.  J  would  like  to  sey  that  J  have  lived 

5 

safety  risk  from  the  installation  of  the  Rail  Garrison 

5 

out  at  1906  Camille  since  197a  and  it  is  approx imatel y 

6 

at  Barksdale  is  certainly  no  greater  than  at  any  other 

6 

one-quarter  of  a  mile  south  of  the  southwest  runway.  I 

7 

location.  Third,  1  would  1  lice  to  remind  you  gentlemen 

7 

*a  very  familiar  with  the  area  and  I  am  very  familiar 

8 

and  the  decision  makers  who  will  be  reviewing  this 

S 

with  the  hills  that  surround  that  base.  1  would  like  to 

9 

hearing  of  the  commitment  of  the  people  of  Bossier  City, 

9 

remind  the  Department  of  Defense  that  the  reservation 

10 

Shreveport  and  northwest  Louisiana  to  this  country’s 

10 

has  quite  a  few  acres  there  provided  by  the  people  of 

.i 

national  defense  effort  without  which  any  environmental 

11 

Bossier  and  Shreveport.  I  would  like  to  remind  you  that 

12 

intact  is  irrelevant  and  also  the  commitment  of  the 

12 

thanks  to  our  friends  in  the  Corp  of  Engineering,  we 

13 

people  of  this  area  to  the  men  ano  women  of  Barksdale 

13 

have  an  additional  130  acres  that  have  been  restored  to 

14 

Air  Force  Base. 

,4 

the  area.  That  is  very  appropriate  for  alligators  ana 

15 

PRESIDING  OFFICER!  Thank  you.  C.  A.  Wojecki. 

15 

any  kina  of  wetland  creatures  and  so  forth.  I  agree 

16 

HR.  WOJECKI :  Thank  you.  You  did  better  Chan 

16 

with  most  of  the  comments  here  tonight,  that  the  things 

17 

Col.  Walsh  olid.  Good  evening  gentlemen  ano  welcome 

17 

that  appear  to  be  potential  prooletns  can't  be  handled  oy 

18 

again  to  Bossier  City,  I  had  the  opportunity  to  be  here 

16 

the  local  governmental  bodies  and  the  state  governmental 

19 

at  the  first  meeting  and  I  had  the  opportunity  to  read 

19 

bodies.  I  think  you  already  know  that  you  have  got  a 

20 

your  report  that  you  mailed  to  those  of  us  who  requested 

20 

very  strong  local  camounity  that  is  supportive  of  this 

21 

it  and  I  have  enjoyed  the  presentation  that  you  have 

9 

21 

air  base  and  that  is  receptive  to  this  particular 

22 

made  here  again  tonight.  I  listened  with  great  interest 

22 

program.  Again.  I  thank  you  for  coming  to  present  this 

23 

to  the  presentation  about  the  explosion  parameter. 

23 

to  us  and  we  hope  that  you  will  selact  our  site  for  this 

24 

because  as  I  said  with  my  neighbor.  Hr.  Hill,  1  think 

24 

prow  am.  Thank  you. 

25 

that  we  are  perhaps  in  this  audience,  the  two  closest 

25 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Carolyn 

48 
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Whitehurst?  I  don’t  think  I  mispronounced  it  that 

1 

look  smal 1  . 

2 

badly.  Carolyn  Whitehurst?  Maybe  she  had  eo  leave. 

2 

I  think  we  are  faced  with  that  same  viewpoint 

3 

The  balance  of  the  cards  here  as  1  understand  are  from 

3 

today.  We  must  put  ourselves  in  a  strong  defensive 

4 

private  citizens  ana  representatives  of  groups.  These 

4 

po9tuc»  or  we  wi n  once  again  fine  curse Ives  facing  an 

5 

cards  were  shuffled  before  they  were  given  to  me.  1 

5 

aggressive  nation  without  the  means  to  protect 

6 

dian  t  place  them  in  the  order  they  are  in.  I  am  just 

6 

ourselves. 

7 

going  to  start  at  the  top  ano  work  my  way  on  down.  I 

7 

At  the  first  meeting,  the  majority  members  of  the 

8 

Have  nothing  to  do  with  tha  order  they  are  in.  i  would 

8 

Police  Jury  were  present  ana  gava  their  strong  support 

9 

tike  to  call  Boo  Hurpher. 

9 

to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Concept  for  Barksdale 

10 

HR.  HURPHERi  Thank  you.  I  have  oeen  asked  to 

10 

field.  With  the  environmental  study  in  hand  and  in 

<• 

address  this  meeting  on  behalf  of  the  Bossier  Parish 

„ 

mind,  we  would  like  to  reiterate  Our  strong  support  for 

12 

Police  Jury.  I  am  a  member  from  District  9  and  also 

12 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  to  oe  placed  at 

13 

teach  school  for  a  living.  I  teach  history,  in  fact. 

13 

Barksdale  Air  Force  Base.  The  people  of  Shreveport - 

14 

One  of  the  lessons  that  we  teach  in  history  is  that  we 

14 

Bossier  and  the  umteo  States  Air  Force  at  Barksdale 

15 

should  learn  from  our  mistakes.  1  chink  that  in  i9ie 

15 

field  have  experienced  a  Jong  and  mutual  beneficial 

16 

the  world  failed  to  learn  or  oenefit  from  the  mistakes 

m 

16 

relationship.  We  would  like  to  see  that  relationship 

17 

that  were  made  by  the  great  nations  of  the  world  after 

17 

not  only  continue  but  to  expand  to  include  the 

18 

the  first  great  World  War.  The  nations  of  the  free 

18 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison.  We  feel  that  it  would 

19 

world  wsnt  about  systematically  disarming  themselves  and 

19 

anhance  the  defensive  posture  of  our  nation  and  of  our 

20 

as  a  result  of  that,  in  1939  Winston  Churchill  addressed 

20 

area.  Once  again,  we  give  that  very  strong  support. 

2i 

a  disparing  Parliament  and  gave  tnem  the  bold 

21 

Thank  you. 

22 

alternative  that  you  had  to  choose  Detween  the  war  and 

22 

PRESIDING  OFFICER i  Thank  you.  Tam  Crompton. 

23 

dishonor.  If  you  choose  dishonor,  you  will  nave  war 

23 

HR.  CROMPTON <  Thank  you  for  allowing  me  to 

24 

shortly  thereafter,  all  of  the  great  nations  of  the 

24 

•peak.  I  represent  the  Bossier  Chamber  of  Camarce.  I 

25 

world  were  embarked  upon  a  war  t*»ich  made  the  first  one 

25 

am  President  of  the  Bossier  Chamber  of  CoMerce.  First 

SO 

Si 
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of  *11.  tor  ay  ocs* rvotioo.  my  •cologic*)  concern 
this.  Over  titty  years  ego,  e  bonding  trust  wee  creetea 
oe tween  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base  end  the  citizens  ot 
Bowler.  During  thet  tiee,  coneervetion  ettorts  hav# 
crested  one  ot  the  greetest  habitats  tor  neture) 
resources  in  the  country.  There  is  now  no  reeson  to 
believe  thet  that  trust  or  thet  Dona  is  going  to  oe 
deceived.  It  is  reelly  ironic  to  think  thet  one  ot  the 
sum  reesona  we  ere  here  tonight  is  directly 
ettnouteole  to  the  greet  conservation  ettorts  ot  the 
Berksdele  Bese  personnel .  It  they  had  not  done  such  a 
greet  joo.  we  would  not  heve  the  concerns  thet  we  are 
having  here  tonight.  Ecological  concerns  are  therefore 
minute  when  compared  with  the  importance  of  continued 
strategic  importance  of  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base  ana  e 
nuclear  deterrence  that  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base 
provides. 

Regarding  the  traffic  congestion  concerns,  it  has 
already  been  pointed  out  that  a  major  correction  has 
Dean  made  by  the  citizens  of  Bossier  through  the 
creation  of  funds  needed  to  build  a  parkway  which  will 
eliminate  the  bulk  of  the  congestion  problem.  If  there 
are.  however,  further  corrections  that  need  to  b*  made 
on  behalf  of  the  business  community  ana  Bossier  ana  the 
Chamber  of  Coomerce.  we  pledge  our  wholehearted  support 


11 

in  those  directions.  Again,  thank  you.  I  welcome  you 

2 

to  Bossier  and  look  forward  to  wemg  you  again. 

3 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Ron  Fayard. 

4 

KR.  FAYARD t  I  am  Ron  Fayard.  1  am  co- 

5 

chairman  of  the  Joint  Military  Pariah  Council  for 

6 

Shreveport  and  Bowier.  I  would  Iik*  to  --  as  short  as 

7 

I  can.  I  would  Ilka  to  address  seme  of  the  statements 

8 

that  were  prepared  by  km  local  wild)  it*  and  fishery 

0 

experts,  some  of  the  things  that  were  directly  addressed 

10 

in  the  impact  statement.  First  of  all,  I  would  1 ik*  to 

go  over  same  of  the  species  of  animals  tnat  were 

12 

mentioned.  First  of  all,  1  would  1 ik*  to  tall  you  that 

13 

the  American  alligator  is  not  endangered  in  the  State  of 

U 

Louisiana.  Ve  have  a  hunting  season  on  alligators  in 

15 

Louisiana,  you  can  actually  gat  tags  and  hunt  them,  so 

16 

they  are  not  endangered  in  Louisiana.  There  are  no 

17 

al 1 tgators  within  the  impact  era*  ana  no  el i i gator 

12 

18 

habitat  in  the  area.  There  are  alligators  in  tn* 

19 

streams  on  either  sioe  of  th#  area,  out  th#  Rail 

20 

Garrison  Security  Program  wi i I  give  tnese  alligators 

21 

protection  from  illegal  hunting,  so  tnat  actually  will 

22 

enhance  their  longevity. 

13 

23 

Bald  Eaglea.  Bald  Eagles  have  been  wintering  on 

24 

Flag  L*k#  for  th*  last  tour  years.  Fiag  Lake  is  thra* 

25 

miles  from  th*  impact  area.  Action  within  th*  area  will 

S3 
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i 

have  no  impact  on  the  wintering  eagies.  Tne  area  has  no 

, 

and  brood  habitat.  Turkey  never  rest  or  raise  brooas  in 

2 

potential  for  eagle  naoitac.  Eagles  teed  on  fish  m 

2 

dense  brush  such  as  now  found  on  th*  sit*.  Rail 

3 

lakes  or  on  birds  ana  mum* is  in  open  areas.  The  heavy 

18 

3 

Garrison  security  will  navs  a  positive  effect  to  protect 

4 

brush  growth  within  the  impact  area  precludes  use. 

* 

the  turkeys  from  illegal  hunting.  This  will  serve  as  a 

5 

The  Rea-Cockaoed  Wootpecker.  Th#  Rea-Cocxaaea 

5 

refugee  for  turkeys. 

6 

Woodpecker  inhabits  only  the  pine  forest.  They  nave 

6 

HarOfooa  Timber.  Barksdale  has  8,000  acres  of 

7 

never  been  found  in  the  bottomland  hardwoods.  The 

7 

prim  hardwood  timber.  The  best  stands  bf  such  timber 

8 

nearest  pine  forest  is  two  miles  to  the  east.  The  Rail 

8 

found  in  the  Red  River  Valley.  This  site  is  not  within 

9 

Garrison  proposal  will  have  no  effect  on  Red- Cock aoed 

19 

9 

the  prime  hardwood  stands  and  will  have  no  effect  on 

10 

Woodpecker  habitats. 

10 

preserving  the  h*r<A/ood  stands. 

1» 

Hie  Flathead  Snake.  The  Flathead  Snake,  tne  garden 

u 

Next,  this  tract  of  land  had  been  in  agricultural 

12 

snake,  is  not  endangered  or  threatened.  It  nas  never 

12 

use  just  prior  to  its  donation  to  th*  U.  S.  Government. 

13 

been  known  to  occur  within  the  impact  area. 

13 

Evidence  of  th*  olo  crop  rows  are  still  available  on 

t4 

The  Western  Sand  Darter.  This  minnow  does  not 

14 

parts  of  this  tract.  There  are  no  tree*  on  th#  sit* 

IS 

occur  in  the  streams  near  the  impact  area.  By  way  of 

15 

over  fifty  years  old  ana  no  evidence  of  stumps  from  any 

l« 

water,  the  Red  River  is  forty  miles  from  the  impact 

20 

<6 

previous  stand  of  timber.  All  of  this  on  site  evidence 

17 

area.  The  fish  is  not  endangered. 

17 

18 

Trout -Li  1 ies.  This  small  Lily  is  found  four  mites 

16 

Government  acquisition. 

19 

to  the  east  in  the  hill  country.  This  proposed  action 

19 

1  would  submit  these  because  there  is  more 

20 

will  hav*  no  effect  on  Trout-Li 1 ies.  tney  never  occur  in 

20 

information  on  them  and  I  just  don  t  have  time  to  get  to 

21 

the  soil  type  found  there. 

21 

them. 

22 

The  Wild  Turkey.  Wild  Turkey  oo  inhabit  this  area. 

22 

w*  will  have  soma  expert  rebuttal  as  far  as  the 

23 

The  Rail  Garrison  program  will  hav#  a  positive  effect  on 

23 

traffic  regarding  the  main  gat*. 

24 

turkey  habitat.  Right-away  clearing  ana  maintenance 

24 

Everyone  would  prefer  that  there  would  be  no  need 

25 

will  have  a  positive  improvement  of  local  turkey  nesting 

25 

for  nuclear  weapons,  the  fact  is  that  they  are  necessary 

64 
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21 


n 

24 

25 


and  the  Peacekeeper  System  i e  uli.  accurate  ana 
physically  aitarad.  Tha  experts  will  illustrate  that 
thsra  is  raally  no  negative  impact  to  our  ccamunity.  On 
tha  contrary,  it  will  show  tha  positive  affects  tha 
nation  needs  the  Peacekeeper  Missile,  our  community  is 
glad  to  support  the  defense  of  our  country  and  we  would 
certainly  welcome  and  continue  to  welcome  Barksdale  and 
whatever  they  plan  to  do  out  there.  Thank  you  very  much 
for  your  time. 

PRESIDING  OPPICERi  Thank  you.  If  you  want  to 
leave  those  statements,  you  may  leave  them  there  at  the 
table. 

MR.  PAYARD:  Yes.  sir,  1  will. 

PRESIDING  orriCERi  R.  M.  Prestnoge. 

MR.  PRESTRI DGEi  Mr.  Moderator,  my  name  is 
Rogers  M.  Prestndge.  i  am  the  President  of  the  Caooo- 
Bossier  Corp  Connission.  I  appreciate  the  opportunity 
to  appear  before  you  on  behalf  of  the  commission  and  to 
thank  you  for  having  the  hearing  and  hearing  our 
comments. 

Although  the  Caddo- Boss i er  Corp  Commission  is 
primarily  concerned  with  navigation  ana  water 
transportation  along  the  Red  River,  we  are  also  involved 
in  ground  transportation  ana  aeonamic  aeva lopment  in  the 
Shreveport -Boss ter  area.  At  the  present  time,  w*  are 


»o 

ii 

22  « 

13 

15 

16 
17 
16 

19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


working  with  many  of  the  railroads  in  the  area  ana  we 
understand  the  problems  that  will  m  faced  in  this  area. 
Vs  can  assure  you  that  our  aimcummionm  with  all  of  the 
peopla  involved  in  transportation,  this  will  be  a 
wslccawd  event  that  will  take  place  when  the  Rail 
Garrison  is  established  at  Barksdala. 

We  feel  that  it  is  extremely  important  that  all  of 
the  governmental  agencies  in  the  Shreveport -Bossier  area 
and  particularly  In  northwest  Louisiana  oe  uni  tad  in 
their  efforts  to  support  the  efforts  of  the 
establishment  of  the  Rail  Garrison.  Vs  pledge  that  we 
will  join  with  the  other  governmental  agencies,  the 
cities,  the  parishes,  the  state  ana  th#  federal 
government  in  alleviating  any  problems  that  may  appear 
ana  exist  as  a  result  of  the  economic  impact  study  that 
you  have  mentioned  tonight.  Vs  fssl  that  most  of  those 
questions  have  been  answered  ana  those  that  nava  not 
will  ds  answered  and  I  think  you  can  os  assured  that  ail 
of  the  public  agencies  in  northwest  Louisiana  will  oe 
solidly  behind  tha  effort  to  support  the  Rail  Garrison. 
Thank  you  vary  much. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Timothy 

Larkin . 

HR.  LARK  IN i  Good  evening,  my  naam  is  Timothy 
Larkin.  1  am  a  member  of  the  Bossier  Parish  Lsvee  Board 
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1 

and  I  am  nara  tonight  to  officially  represent  the  Levee 

located  one-quarter  of  e  mile  eest  of  the  proposed  site. 

2 

Board. 

2 

The  Levee  District  has  always  worked  in  close 

3 

The  Bossier  Parish  Levee  Board  has  taken  up  and 

3 

cooperetion  with  the  United  States  Air  Force  authorities 

4 

reviewed  carefully  the  impact  that  the  proposed 

4 

at  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base ,  United  States  Army  Corp  of 

5 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  development  will  have 

5 

Engineers  end  appropriate  state  end  local  authorities  in 

« 

on  the  drainage  systems  that  wa  maintain  in  th#  area. 

6 

order  to  provide  the  necessary  and  adequate  drainage 

7 

After  studying  const dsrat ion ,  ws  found  no  meaningful 

* 

structures  and  gsntlsmsn  you  can  raiy  on  our  cooperation 

8 

adverse  hydrological  sffact  on  any  of  our  drainage 

6 

In  this  program  project  now  and  in  the  futura.  Thank 

9 

systems.  Consequent  1 y ,  the  Board  unanimously  approved 

9 

you. 

10 

the  resolution  supporting  the  location  of  tha  Rail 

10 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Jamas  Bruce. 

-1 

Garrison  System.  That  resolution  passed  on  April  6th, 

" 

MR.  BRUCE:  My  name  is  James  Bruce.  I  live  at 

12 

1966. 

12 

62S  North  Reeves.  Vivian,  Louisiana.  I  am  Supervisor  of 

13 

Within  the  last  two  years,  the  Flat  River,  which 

13 

the  Caddo  Parish  School  Board. 

14 

drains  water  throughout  Bossier  City  ana  Barksdale,  has 

14 

I  wanted  to  stress  to  the  group  tomtit  the 

15 

been  enlarged.  The  purpose  of  the  enlargement  was  to 

is 

cooperation  that  th#  Caddo  Pariah  School  System  has 

16 

anticipate  the  future  growth  at  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base 

16 

shown  in  the  past  for  Bossier,  the  City  of  Shreveport, 

17 

and  in  Bossier  City  and  thus  provide  increased  drainage. 

17 

the  affairs  of  government  and  our  continued  support  in 

16 

Additionally,  approximately  ten  years  ago  the 

16 

the  future.  Probably  no  impact  wi 1 |  be  made  on  the 

19 

Bossier  Levee  District  working  in  cooperation  with  tha 

19 

Caddo  Pariah  School  Board  schools,  but  ws  want  to  stress 

20 

United  States  Army  Corp  of  Engineers  completed  the 

20 

our  support  and  cooperation  with  Barksdale  Air  Pore# 

2t 

northerly  phase  of  the  Deyou  tributaries  via  duet.  The 

21 

Base  and  our  futura  needs  in  this  arse.  National 

22 

physical  affect  of  this  Red  Chute  Bayou  was  also  to 

24 

22 

defense  is  very  i^ortanti  ws  consider  it  so.  The 

23 

provide  the  protection.  As  th#  map  preparaa  by  the  Air 

23 

positives  outweigh  the  negatives.  Thank  you  very  much. 

24 

Force  will  indicate,  Reo  Chut#  Bayou  is  located  two 

24 

PRESIDING  OFFICER  1  Thank  you.  Ed  Carpenter. 

25 

miles  east  of  the  proposed  eite  and  Flat  Rivar  is 

25 

MR.  CARPENTER:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Moderator. 

56 
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Anything  I  would  haw*  to  say  «c  this  point  is  Just 

You  will  De  hearing  moetentarl  ly  from  ■„  Diolog.st 

2 

repet  1 t loue.  The  only  thing  I  could  add  is  that  it 

2 

Hr.  Haygood  and  from  the  District  1  chist  biologist.  Hr. 

3 

aak«s  pure  common  sense  to  use  the  resources  that  wo 

3 

Jim  Taylor  with  the  Park  and  wildlife  ana  Fisheries.  I 

4 

have  got  here  at  Barksdale  to  establish  the  Peacekeeper. 

4 

have  worked  close  with  Doth  these  gentlemen  on  numaroum 

5 

Thank  you  very  much. 

5 

occasions  in  great  detail  and  I  have  nothing  Dut  the 

6 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Rodert  Taylor. 

6 

highest  praise  and  opinion  that  they  give  Doth 

7 

NR.  TAYLOR «  Ny  name  is  Rooert  Taylor.  I  am 

7 

Diologically  and  professionally.  The  point  I  would  like 

a 

President  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  a  canker.  As  a 

8 

to  make  that  the  Louisiana  alligator  is  not  an 

9 

Danker.  I  can  assure  you  that  we  are  very  much  aware  in 

9 

endangered  species  nor  a  threatened  species.  It  has 

10 

this  community  of  the  economic  impact  this  project  can 

10 

been  listed  and  it  is  hunted  commercially  and  puDlieaily 

u 

have  on  our  local  comounity.  On  the  others,  you  already 

27 

in  the  State  of  Louisiana. 

12 

adequately  answered  the  environmental  questions. 

12 

In  closing,  my  experience  as  Wildlife  and  Fisheries 

13 

I  think  the  citizens  of  Bossier  in  passing  the 

13 

Commissioner,  sportsman,  conservationist,  I  see  no 

U 

parkway  project  have  already  taken  a  step  to  alleviate 

detrimental,  environmental  or  biological  offset  to  Che 

IS 

one  of  the  problems  pointed  out  and  that  was  traffic 

15 

proposed  Rail  Garrison  sits  at  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base. 

16 

congestion  and  I  just  wanted  to  add  my  comments  that  the 

ie 

Thank  you  for  your  time. 

17 

Dusiness  comounity  and  the  Bossier  City  ana  the  Chamoer 

17 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Greg  Barro,  B- 

16 

of  Commerce  supports  your  proposal.  Thank  you. 

16 

a-r-r-o,  Barro.  Greg  Barro?  It  looks  like  he  is  out 

19 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Hark  Rooerts. 

19 

there. 

20 

HR.  ROBERTS:  Good  evening,  my  name  is  Hark 

20 

HR.  BARRO:  I  have  no  questions  at  this  time. 

21 

Rooerts.  I  am  a  resident  of  Shreveport.  I  am  a  memoer 

21 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  All  ntfit.  Thank  you. 

22 

of  the  Hilltary  Service  Council.  I  am  the  past 

22 

Tom  Neals. 

23 

commissioner  for  the  last  five  years  for  the  Louisiana 

23 

HR.  NEALEi  Thank  you  for  giving  us  the 

24 

Department  of  Wildlife  and  Fisheries  and  the  last  year 

28 

24 

opportunity  to  speak  tonight.  I  would  like  to  reiterate 

25 

served  as  Vice  Chairman  until  Decemoer  of  1987. 

25 

the  intention  of  the  founding  fathers  of  the  free 

60 
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speech,  it  is  nice  that  a  lot  of  people  say  yes  or 

i 

to  do  with  this  as  far  as  securing  the  health,  welfare 

2 

hurrah  for  everything,  out  that  is  also  a  vehicle  tor 

2 

of  the  American  people  and  in  the  world.  I  think  2.8 

3 

people  to  speak  against  the  same  thing.  When  someone 

3 

million  as  far  as  it  if  was  going  toward  education,  it 

4 

sees  something  is  wrong  or  something  is  improperly  going 

• 

would  do  a  lot  to  help  us  learn  how  to  deal  with 

5 

around,  then  they  can  speak  up. 

5 

advisanes  in  a  way  where  we  don't  have  to  hold  bombs  to 

6 

I  think  there  is  a  lot  of  problems  with  the  MX 

6 

their  heads  and  say  we  are  going  to  have  peace  now.  I 

7 

Missile  System  that  we  need  to  address  ana  ya' 1 1  need  to 

7 

don't  think  that  Is  the  way  to  resolve  confrontations  of 

8 

consiasr.  First  of  al I ,  I  think  the  disbursal  of 

S 

conflict.  I  don't  think  our  strength  comes  from  the 

9 

nuclsar  weapons  on  trains  is  perhaps  something  of  a 

9 

number  of  weapons.  I  think  it  comes  from  our  character 

10 

myth.  Once  they  get  out  on  the  track.  I'm  not  sure  what 

10 

and  I  think  our  character  is  strong  and  our  spirit  is 

•1 

keeps  them  from  oemg  the  victim  of  saoatoge,  there  is 

" 

very  great  and  1  don't  think  it  could  be  undone.  I  also 

12 

only  one  track  going  out  and  you  Knw,  I  don't  know  what 

28 

12 

feel  badly  that  our  leaders  and  sleeted  officials  I 

13 

the  —  it  seems  pretty  easy  for  saoatoors  to  blow  the 

13 

think  havs  someiSiat  failed  us.  I  don't  think  they  have 

track  and  therefore  keep  the  train  from  moving  in  one 

14 

any  questions  of  significance,  I  don't  think  they  can 

15 

place.  So  what  if  it  is  on  ons  track,  you  are  still 

15 

show  that  they  have  read  the  Impact  Statement  or 

16 

going  to  havs  —  they  can  drop  how  many  oamos,  ten  Demme 

16 

consider  vSiat  the  ramifications  of  this  is.  I  think  all 

17 

in  the  area  ana  what  about  the  electromagnetic  pulse 

17 

they  see  is  a  potential  for  jobs,  tfttich  in  1991  I  guess 

18 

that  it  sends  out.  will  the  NX  guard  against  that?  Is 

18 

ws  wi 1 1  havs  a  number  of  jobs  and  after  that,  it  will 

t® 

there  anything  to  protect  it  from  that?  As  1 

19 

dwindle  down  to  even  what  you  called  low  and  not  a 

20 

understand,  there  isn't  anything  to  protect  it  from  that 

20 

significant  factor.  So.  therefore,  I  fssl  like  we  are 

21 

electromagnet ie  pulse  and  therefore,  it  is  dead  on  the 

21 

grasping  after  something  here  that  is  perhaps  the  pie  in 

22 

tracks  again. 

22 

the  sky  material . 

23 

I  have  a  lot  of  questions.  First  of  all,  the 

23 

There  has  been  some  problem  with  Horton  Thiokol  in 

24 

military  budget.  I  find  it  hard  to  believe  that  with 

24 

developing  the  booster  rockets.  It  has  been  reprimanded 

25 

2.8  million  dollars  that  ws  can't  find  something  Del  ter 

25 

and  fined  several  times  in  the  past  ssveral  ysars  and 
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•  l»o  reprimandec  and  fined  for  shoddy  workmanship. 

the  system  with  the  otl-er  ‘rains  in  the  civiliar  system. 

2 

Northarn  Corporation  has  had  seven  parcant  of  its 

28 

2 

They  ere  going  to  be  cutting  it  close,  in  fact,  too 

3 

guiding  systems  rejected  because  they  can't  make  them 

3 

close,  so  I  think  you  might  be  concerned  aoout  that. 

4 

right.  There  is  also  something  about  why  are  we 

4 

I  think  that  is  el  1  1  have.  Thank  you  very  much 

5 

deploying  the  system  before  the  missiles  have  been 

5 

for  letting  us  speak  again 

6 

tested  for  a  launch.  We  are  making  the  final  sites  when 

6 

PRESIDING  OFFICERt  All  right.  Col.  Walsh, 

7 

we  don't  even  know  when  we  —  when  we  don't  even  know 

7 

are  there  some  of  those  areas  which  you  ere  able  to 

e 

that  the  testing  has  proven  chat  it  will  work.  1  think 

6 

address  at  this  time? 

9 

that  one  of  the  reasons  that  it  has  taken  so  long  in 

9 

COL.  WALSH;  Yes,  sir.  You  posed  a  senes  of 

10 

Congress,  it  has  been  a  good  eight  to  ten  years  working 

10 

questions  which  I  would  like  to  respond  to.  The  first 

n 

on  this  trying  to  understand  why  it  works  and  why  it 

11 

item  concerned  the  vulerability  of  the  system  to  attack. 

12 

doesn't,  and  it  has  taken  them  a  long  time  is  because 

12 

We  have  high  confidence  in  a  strategic  warning  such  that 

13 

they  think  it  is  a  vulnerable  system  and  it  just  might 

13 

we  could  disourse  these  trains  in  the  vast  quantity  ot 

14 

not  be  the  best  way  to  do  even  though  our 

rail  train  Defore  any  attack  could  be  initiated.  Now. 

IS 

Representative.  Jim  McCreary  is  in  a  great  minority  of 

15 

by  strategic  warning,  what  we  refer  to  is  oovious 

16 

those  who  thought  it  might. 

16 

actions  by  th»  Soviet  Union  to  bring  their  forces  and 

17 

Finally,  the  size  of  the  MX  missile  is  also  up  for 

17 

their  political  structure  for  any  attack.  This  could  be 

16 

question.  1  understand  that  it  is  going  to  oe  70 

16 

such  things  as  moving  their  submarines  off  their  ports. 

19 

something  feet  high  and  that  wouldn't  fit  in  this 

19 

any  movement  of  their  strategic  forces,  the  aircraft 

20 

building,  I  guess.  I  suppose  it  is  —  the  railroad 

20 

forces,  et  cetera,  we  would  perceive  this  in  the  event 

21 

cars,  the  average  railroad  car  is  nine  feet  wide  and  one 

21 

and  take  appropriate  action  not  only  with  our  train 

22 

MX  missile  is  supposed  to  oe  twelve  feet  wide  and  I  want 

22 

system,  but  also  other  strategic  resources.  If  there 

23 

to  know  how  they  are  going  to  De  transported.  Wnen  we 

23 

were  to  De  any  sabatoge  on  the  tracks  and  we  are  not 

24 

get  them  on  the  rails,  what  is  going  to  keep  them  from 

24 

denying  that  it  could  happen,  but  it  would  be  an 

25 

being  stable  and  secure  and  running  into  other  trams  on 

25 

ambiguous  indication  of  ill  intent  and  would  give  a 
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warning  for  us  to  take  the  appropriate  actions  to  other 

they  can  produce  it  that  has  caused  seme  difficulty. 

2 

portions  of  our  plan.  We  should  also  indicate  that  if 

2 

With  respect  to  the  train  itself,  the  carnage  that 

j 

sabatoge  was  perpetrated  and  attack  adjacent  to  a 

3 

will  carry  the  missile  will  conform  with  train  standards 

4 

garrison  base,  that  the  missiles  still  could  be  fired 

4 

and  as  a  matter  of  feet,  in  our  analysis  of  the  tracks 

5 

from  the  base  itself.  The  trains,  the  locomotives,  the 

5 

themselves,  we  have  identified  and  will  have  access  to 

6 

carriers  need  to  be  protected  so  therefore,  they  would 

6 

over  120  miles  of  track  at  a  minimum  and  possibly  that 

7 

be  mirvivaote  and  would  De  able  to  retaliate  should  they 

7 

total  will  move  up  to  140,000  miles  of  track.  Thank  you 

6 

elect  to  cause  an  attack. 

8 

very  much. 

9 

With  respect  to  your  other  question  of  how  the 

9 

PRESIDING  OFFICERt  Eileen  Oldas. 

10 

money  should  be  spent.  1  should  indicate  to  you  that  our 

10 

MS.  0LDA2 1  My  name  is  Eileen  Olaax,  I  am  a 

11 

purpose  here  is  to  determine  what  the  cost  Dasis  is  of 

" 

resident  of  Shreveport,  Louisiana.  Hy  mailing  address 

12 

the  proposed  action.  It  is  the  purpose  of  Congress  to 

12 

is  412  Robinson.  71105. 

13 

dstermine  the  relative  priorities  end  determine  what 

13 

It  Is  real  testing  when  during  the  introductory 

14 

should  go  into  social  and  vs  1  fare  and  what  should  go 

14 

oresentation  to  Oe  drawn  into  debate  which  I  understand 

15 

into  the  defense  program. 

15 

is  not  appropriate  at  this  time,  out  I  shell  save  all  of 

16 

With  respect  to  the  current  concerns  of  the 

16 

my  questions  and  write  them  and  make  a  statement  in 

17 

production  of  the  missile,  1  should  indicate  to  you  that 

29 

17 

response  to  the  presentation,  which  1  found  to  be  mostly 

16 

there  have  been  seventeen  various  successful  launches  of 

18 

a  matter  of  interpretations  as  to  whether  or  not  it  is 

19 

the  Peacekeeper  missile  where  the  missile  has  performed 

19 

half  full  or  half  empty.  Point  by  point.  I  have 

20 

beyond  expectations  and  what  you  read  in  the  newspaper 

20 

questions  that  were  based  on  information  contrary  or 

21 

is  a  production  proelem,  not  a  problem  associated  with 

21 

contradicting  or  in  addition  to  what  was  presented 

22 

the  equipment  itself.  The  manufacturer  of  what  we  call 

22 

taking  a  few  of  the  items  that  are  most  isportant  to  as. 

23 

the  I MU  has  had  difficulty  converting  from  our  research 

23 

From  the  very  introduction,  which  was  basically  a 

24 

and  development  efforts  to  the  production  line,  so  it  is 

24 

history  of  the  system  itself,  in  1985  after  e  seven  year 

25 

not  a  matter  of  how  well  the  unit  performs,  but  how  fast 

25 

battle.  Congress  approved  the  funding  for  the  production 
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of  the  MX  nuclear  b'wiIm  on  the  condition  *hat  they  be 

goods  We  are  told  that  the  tram  rail  systems  vm  not 

2 

in  silos  and  that  the  site  of  the  deploy  force  oe 

2 

be  deployed,  would  not  be  sent  to  populated  areas,  but 

3 

limited  to  fifty,  which  was  a  reduction  from  the  100 

3 

information  that  l  received  indicates  that  some  of  those 

4 

that  had  been  requested  by  the  Reagan  AtXnnistrat ion.  I 

4 

train  rail  areas  are  near  the  cities  of  Chicago.  Dallas 

s 

do  not.  to  the  best  of  ay  knowledge,  believe  that  the 

s 

and  St.  Louis  and  we  ourselves  are  a  populated  area.  1 

6 

acHinistratlon  was  requested  to  came  up  with  an 

6 

appreciated  that  you  indicated  that  there  is  a  very  low 

7 

alternative  housing,  out  in  '87  the  Pentagon  did  reopen 

7 

accident  rate  with  the  system  and  particularly  was 

S 

the  MX  issue  by  proposing  the  Rail  Garrison  Peace  Plan 

• 

interested  in  the  statistic  that  said  one  person  might 

9 

proposing  fifty  atssiles  that  would  be  placed  on  twenty- 

9 

be  killed  by  a  nuclear  accident  or  by  an  accident  from 

10 

five  trains.  The  Pentagon  requested  two  billion  in  the 

10 

this  system,  yet.  it  is  kind  of  like  trying  to  convince 

M 

fiscal  year  1988.  of  which  only  350  nil  lion  was 

n 

somebody  that  they  can  be  a  little  bit  pregnant.  If  one 

12 

approved.  That  3S0  million  was  not  necessarily  a  vote 

29 

12 

person  can  be  killed  Oy  this  system  being  miemanagea.  a 

13 

of  confidence  from  the  system,  but  basically  telling  in 

13 

100,000  people  ere  going  to  die  at  the  same  time.  One 

U 

thought  that  it  was  okay,  go  ahead,  but  indicating  that 

14 

person  is  not  going  to  be  killed  if  the  system  is 

IS 

on  part  of  the  Congress  ana  other  people  in  the  United 

IS 

mismanaged  or  misused  or  mi sfunct toned  in  some  way. 

16 

States,  their  serious  concerns  ana  considerations  for 

16 

One  question  that  I  would  like  to  give  you  or  that 

17 

the  MX  missile  system  as  a  whole.  Same  of  those 

17 

I  would  like  to  ask  is  how  long  will  the  system  oe 

16 

concerns  that  1  have  are  concerns  that  Tom  Neale  has 

18 

effective,  how  long  before  it  Decomes  obsolete  ana  how 

IS 

stated  as  far  as  the  design.  Even  thoucpi  we  have  been 

19 

long  before  it  becomes  overshadowed  or  ineffective  in 

20 

told  that  these  trains  can  go  into  a  commercial  train 

20 

the  way  it  works.  How  long  before  it  is  disbanded.  In 

21 

system  that  handles  4  to  7.000  trains  a  day.  1  question 

21 

the  current  air  we  have  peace  negotiations  or  bringing 

22 

how  the  unit  design  to  carry  ana  deploy  a  71  foot 

22 

back  reduced  arms. 

23 

missile  can  oe  designed  to  work  without  damage  and  with 

23 

One  of  the  areas  that  you  quoted  that  probably  most 

24 

total  safety  on  the  same  commercial  system  that  we  use 

24 

interested  me  is  the  fact  that  it  will  not  interfere 

25 

for  railroad  cars  that  are  handling  normal  manufactured 

25 

with  the  private  sector  growth,  but  the  fact  is  that  the 
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dollars  that  are  spent  on  this  system  are  not  spent  m 

are  being  invested  in  this  system,  apposed  to  other 

2 

other  arees  of  private  sector  that  are  highly  critical. 

29 

2 

socioeconomic  concerns  in  this  community  is  an  impact 

3 

particularly  to  our  area  and  to  the  country  as  a  whole. 

3 

that  needs  to  be  seriously  studied. 

« 

You  have  given  us  an  alternative  action  plan  that  shows 

4 

I  would  say  that  I  agrea  with  Mr.  Waggoner  that  I 

5 

100  NX  missiles  being  deployed,  but  the  fact  is  there  is 

5 

am  not  paranoid  and  I  an  not  irrational,  but  I  am  not  in 

6 

also  a  no  action  plan  which  can  oe  offered  and  the  no 

6 

favor  in  any  way  of  having  the  MX  system  brought  here. 

7 

action  plan  would  offer  us  the  opportunity  to  take  the 

7 

PRESIDING  OFFICER!  Eileen,  did  you  went  an 

6 

money  that  we  put  into  the  system  ana  use  them  in  other 

e 

anm*er  to  the  question  you  asked  earlier  or  did  you  want 

9 

ways  in  our  country. 

9 

that  in  the  report? 

10 

I  don't  know,  is  John  Hussey  still  here?  Well. 

10 

MS.  0LDAZ i  I'm  sorry.  I  didn't  understand 

•1 

John  Hussey  and  Tom  Arceneaux  spoke  on  my  Dehalf,  so  now 

It 

you. 

12 

I  am  going  to  speak  on  their  behalf.  I  would  say  that 

12 

PRESIDING  OFFICERt  You  asked  a  question  of 

13 

if  John  Hussey  and  Tom  Arceneaux  were  offered  ten  to 

13 

the  panel,  did  you  went  an  answer  to  that  question? 

14 

fifty  million  dollars  for  this  community  over  the  next 

14 

MS.  0LDA2:  No,  sir,  that  was  rhetorical  and  I 

15 

five  years,  which  is  the  cost  that  is  anticipated  to  go 

IS 

will  write  the  questions  later. 

16 

into  this  system,  if  they  were  given  that  money  to  spend 

«6 

PRESIDING  OFFICERt  All  right.  I  think  we 

17 

on  this  community.  thsy  would  not  choose  to  buy  a 

17 

need  to  move  on. 

16 

Peacekeeper  system,  they  would  not  choose  to  invest  in 

16 

MS.  0LDAZ:  Thank  you.  Hay  I  just  say  that 

19 

an  ispact  system.  Those  monies  would  be  well  used  ana 

19 

like  Tom  Arceneaux.  1  do  have  a  commitment  to  peace,  I 

20 

are  critically  needed  in  other  areas. 

20 

do  not  have  a  commitment  to  the  MX  system. 

21 

It  has  been  saig  that  part  of  the  BIS  goal  is  to 

»• 

PRESIDING  OFFICER!  Thank  you.  Father  Murray 

22 

Miggest  actions  on  the  areas  of  where  impacts  are  to  be 

22 

Clayton. 

23 

made  and  I  would  say  that  the  two  identified  ismaet 

23 

COL.  WALSH i  Excuse  ms.  sir. 

24 

ereas  are  very  isportent.  out  looking  at  the 

24 

PRESIDING  OFFICER!  Yes. 

25 

socioeconomic  impact  on  this  area  and  on  tne  monies  thet 

25 

COL.  WALSH i  While  there  was  a  rhetorical 

70 
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1 

guest  Jon  in  those  questions,  there  was  some  implied 

2 

Inconsistency  or  implied  facts  that  are  incorrect  ana  I 

3 

would  just  like  to  make  those  corrections,  not  to  be 

4 

just  in  writing,  but  to  state  them. 

5 

The  Air  Force  has  not  precluded  any  portion  of  the 

8 

national  rail  lands  from  operation,  so  we  have  not  made 

7 

any  statement  that  vie  would  stay  out  of  the  tram  yards 

8 

m  Chicago.  Kansas  City  or  anywhere  else  for  that 

9 

matter,  and  I  believe  in  your  statement  you  implied  that 

to 

we  have.  Ve  have  not  made  ouch  a  statement.  The  only 

n 

other  cements  1  nave  is  that  it  only  requires  you  to 

12 

look  at  alternative  actions  that  support  the  underlying 

13 

need  that  has  been  identified  ana  in  this  case,  the 

14 

underlying  need  is  to  modernize  the  ICN  Program,  so  we 

IS 

look  at  the  alternative  solutions  to  that  neea  ana  we  do 

18 

not  look  at  alternate  uses  of  money  for  social  programs. 

17 

et  cetera.  Again,  that  is  the  purpose  of  Congress  is  to 

18 

make  those  kinds  of  decisions. 

19 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Father  Hurray 

20 

Clayton. 

21 

FATHER  CLAYTON:  Thank  you.  I  am  the  Pastor 

22 

of  St.  Joseph's  Catholic  Church  and  a  member  of  the 

23 

Potscristy  (phonetic)  International  Catholic  Movement 

24 

for  Peace. 

2S 

First  of  all,  this  impact  missile  is  seven  stories 
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ths  Joint  Chiefs. 

To  conclude.  I  do  not  understand  how  anyone  who 
Dears  the  name  of  Christ  as  a  Christian  can  read  the 
fifth  chapter  of  Matthew's  gospel,  the  Sermon  on  the 
Mountain  or  read  Lucas'  Sermon  on  the  Plain  and  where 
Goa  calls  himself  the  father  of  us  all  that  we  are  all 
of  his  image  in  likeness,  Russians.  Soviets,  atheists, 
Moslems ,  Christians,  we  are  his  children  and  how  can  he 
Dless  us  if  he  sees  that  we  are  ready  and  prepared  to 
unleash  this  kind  of  death  upon  so  many  of  his  children, 
tr.e  oojects  of  his  love.  They  are  His  and  we  stand  here 
Dragging  that  ws  are  ready  to  kill  and  destroy  women, 
children  and  old  people.  There  is  no  aouDt  in  my  aino 
that  the  Jesus  Wio  preached  the  Sermon  on  the  Mountain, 
the  Sermon  on  the  Plain,  if  he  were  here  tomtit,  no 
would  walk  up  this  aisle  and  denounce  this  kina  of 
weapon.  There  is  no  doubt.  I  don't  see  how  anyDody 
seriously  says  that  they  are  His  followers  ana  can  came 
up  here  and  say  that  they  are  ready  ana  prepared  to 
unleash  this  kind  of  death  upon  mo  many  of*  God's 
children,  that  It  amazes  me,  it  amazes  me,  because  just 
get  out  those  passages  and  read  them  out  loud  and  slowly 
to  yourself  word  by  word.  They  are  powerful  and  then 
tell  me  that  Jesus  of  Nazareth  would  condone  what  we  are 
proposing  here  —  that  you  are  proposing  here  tonight. 
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tall  as  I  understand  It,  a  hundred  tons.  It  Is  a  first 
strike  capaole  weapon  and  that  has  not  been  brought  out. 
It  is  capable  of  striking  the  Soviet  ICBM's  in  their 
silos.  It  is  a  first  strike  weapon.  Anytime  that  it 
would  be  moved  about,  for  whatever,  perhaps  innocent 
common,  it  is  not  going  to  deter  our  adversaries,  out  to 
sake  them  very  jumpy.  If  they  saw  the  movement  of  these 
fifst  strike  weapons,  it  is  going  to  turn  deterrents 
into  profluaation  because  they  know  we  could  unleash  them 
and  destroy  their  weapons.  And  if  we  say  that  we  are 
dealing  with  an  enemy  or  adversary,  that  lost  20  mi  II  ion 
people  in  one  wi.-.  six  million  in  one  battle.  Of 
course,  they  are  neurotic  and  they  are  jumpy,  but  as  the 
good  Quaker  said  to  us,  ‘You  don't  deal  with  a  neurotic 
Dy  waiving  a  pistol  In  their  face*  and  so  I  am  not  at 
all  prepared  to  accept  the  MX  as  a  deterrent.  It  is  a 
first  strike  weapon  whose  mobility  and  moving  around  of 
it  could  provoke  a  first  strike  from  our  enemies  ana  I 
Delieve  I  read  with  good  information  that  it  takes  from 
four  to  six  hours  to  deploy  the  MX  after  we  get  the 
strategic  warning.  1  just  don't  think  that  this  is 
going  to  help  keep  peace.  Retired  Aetni ra 1  Gene  Mural t 
who  now  heads  the  Center  for  Defense  Information  pleads 
strongly  that  wo  reduce  the  MX.  Minuteman  and  Midgetman. 
that  is  his  position  and  I  think  he  was  once  a  member  of 
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Thank  you  very  much  for  listening  to  me  and  God  bless 
you . 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  1  have  been 
told  that  we  do  have  another  elected  official.  Vanda 
Bennett . 

MS.  BENNETT :  I  thank  you  very  much  for  the 
opportunity  to  came  this  evening  and  say  a  few  words.  I 
did  not  feel  In  my  heart  what  I  wished  to  speak.  Vhen  I 
came  in,  I  decided  that  I  do  wish  to  speak.  I  wi ) l  keep 
my  comments  simple  and  brief. 

Vhen  I  came  to  the  first  public  hearing,  I  was  here 
to  learn  and  to  listen  and  hear  what  it  was  that  was 
being  offered  to  our  camazinity  and  how  it  would  affect 
our  coasHjnity.  I  did  not  comment  at  that  time,  but  I 
went  away  after  hearing  the  presentation  and  I  talked  to 
the  people  who  lived  within  our  easnunity,  because  that 
is  the  purpose  of  the  Bossier  City  Council.  I  wear  two 
hats  here  tonight. 

First  of  all.  I  am  a  citizen  of  Bossier  and  I  live 
within  one-fourth  of  a  mile  of  the  North  Gate  of 
Barksdale  Air  Force  Base,  so  from  a  selfish  viewpoint.  I 
look  at  my  own  safety  of  my  family,  myself  ana  everyone 
involved.  I  wanted  to  know  from  the  standpoint  of  a 
citizen  what  it  will  do  to  my  community  as  an  impact, 
win  it  be  negative  or  wi  i  i  it  be  positive.  I  walked 
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away  and  I  looked  *t  everything  you  haa  to  provioe  us 
with.  You  were  kino  #nou^«  to  sena  me  your  report  ana  I 
thank  you  gentlemen  and  everyone  who  haa  had  any  part  in 
putting  this  together,  oecause  you  have  gathered  an 
awful  lot  of  information.  You  have  given  me  the  comfort 
to  know  that  what  we  are  looking  at  is  somewhat  benign 
as  far  as  a  danger  in  some  areas  that  I  have  worried 
about ,  quite  frankly. 

Then  I  put  on  the  other  hat  and  I  looked  at  a>self 
as  the  elected  official  who  has  to  look  at  the  health, 
safety  and  welfare  of  every  citizen  within  our  community 
and  to  look  at  the  set  goals  ana  visions  for  the 
community  itself.  That  is  where  (  find  myself  and  of 
course.  Father,  I  agree  with  you  that  it  is  hard  to  come 
up  here  and  say  that  you  are  for  anything  that  is  —  or 
could  oe  the  annihilation  of  any  kind  of  civilization. 

Of  course,  we  are  putting  the  words  defense  there 
because  1  think  Goa  too  tells  us  that  Jesus  haa  one 
specific  nation  in  mind,  so  I  think  that  gives  us  the 
right  then  to  defend  ourselves  against  any  aggressor  who 
would  come  in  ana  who  would  take  our  lives  and  our 
citizens.  !  can  tell  you  this.  I  wi 1 1  pray  for  peace 
every  night  so  that  we  may  never  Have  to  use  the*  But 
there  again,  from  the  community  standpoint,  we  have  gone 
over  all  of  the  economic  things  that  it  will  do.  we  have 
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SISTER  McCAFFREY t  I  am  Sister  Margaret 
McCaffrey.  1  live  at  820  Columbia,  Shreveport. 

Louisiana  and  I  strongly  ooject  to  this  missile.  I 
really  believe  that  the  word  Peacekeeper  is  blasphemy 
and  we  need  to  say  it  as  it  is.  It  is  a  very 
destructive  weapon  that  will  kill  millions  of  women, 
children  and  innocent  people.  There  is  no  way  that  1 
could  support  this  missile.  !  strongly  ooject  to  it.  I 
believe  that  it  is  an  environmental  danger.  I  an  not 
convinced  in  any  way  that  it  is  safe.  I  looked  up  there 
and  1  read  periodically  that  there  will  be  risks.  What 
does  that  mean?  When  we  really  get  down  to  negligible 
risk,  we  are  saying  the  risk  doesn't  count.  Well,  it 
does  count.  We  are  talking  about  killing  millions  of 
people.  We  are  talking  about  endangering  our 
environment.  Louisiana  already  has  one  of  the  highest 
cancer  rates  in  this  country.  St.  Jude's  Hospital  said 
that  the  greatest  number  of  their  children  patients  with 
cancsr  came  from  Louisiana.  We  do  not  need  to  increase 
risk.  I  don't  care  how  negligible  it  is.  If  there  is 
any  risk,  it  is  too  great  of  a  risk  to  increase  the 
cancer  possibility  of  our  children  and  of  our  future 
children.  This  is  what  I  consider  absolutely  wrogg.  I 
am  a  member  of  the  Potscristy,  the  International 
Catholic  Peace  Movement.  We  work  for  peace  and  we 
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looked  at  the  environmental,  we  have  looked  at  what  It 
wi I  I  do  for  our  community  ana  I  think  what  I  found  here 
is  that  as  I  look  around  the  roam,  each  evening  when  we 
came  before  these  public  hearings  ana  a  lot  of  these 
people  don't  have  anything  to  say,  they  leave  It  to 
people  like  myself  to  speak  for  them,  but  they  are  here 
as  private  citizens  that  to  wham  it  may  concern. 

The  people  who  will  make  that  inevitable  decision 
as  to  where  this  Peacekeeper  Rail  wi 1 1  be  located,  I 
want  them  to  know  and  I  want  the  record  to  know  that  the 
citizens  of  Bossier  City  as  they  have  spoken  to  me  and 
as  they  have  said  in  this  room,  are  saying  we  are  all 
for  it,  the  defense  of  this,  our  United  States,  and  if 
our  conmunity  can  play  a  part  in  that,  we  want  it  to. 

We  appreciate  the  fact  that  you  are  considering  our 
area.  We  appreciate  the  fact  that  you  are  certainly 
doing  your  homework,  you  are  coming  to  us  prepared, 
trying  to  do  away  with  questions  and  answer  those  for  us 
and  I  appreciate  that  and  !  appreciate  the  fact  that  yoi< 
are  willing  to  listen  to  a  I  I  of  us  who  sometimes  are 
long  winded.  We  look  forward  to  the  day  that  we  welcome 
you  and  this  Peacekeeper  into  our  community.  Thank  you 
very  much. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER!  Thank  you.  Sister 
Margaret  McCaffrey. 
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, 

believe  that  non-violence  is  much  better  approach  to 

2 

peace  than  force. 

3 

I  have  seme  questions  that  I  would  just  like  to 

« 

address  that  I  do  not  want  answered,  but  I  would  like  to 

5 

see  that  they  are  addressed  in  the  final  analysis.  I 

6 

repeat  the  question  of  Hr.  Tom  Neale.  When  we  looked  at 

7 

this  missile  on  the  railroad,  we  have  to  address  the 

S 

width,  hel^it,  the  weight  and  how  it  relates  to  the 

9 

center  of  gravity.  There  is  a  serious  question  as  to 

10 

the  width  of  this  missile.  The  ordinary  width  of  the 

,, 

box  car  is  90  feet.  It  would  have  to  be  enlarged  to 

35 

12 

accoesiodate  this  missile.  This  will  create  an 

13 

imbalance.  I  would  like  to  see  that  this  is  addressed 

14 

in  detail  in  the  report  of  how  the  missile  is  going  to 

15 

be  handled  to  prevent  an  overturn  of  this  railroad  car. 

16 

Also,  with  this  width  of  this  particular  car.  there  will 

36  „ 

have  to  be  an  alert  signal  of  the  other  railroad  trains 

16 

to  warn  of  this  train's  coming.  How  are  we  going  to 

37 1  ” 

keep  the  Russians  from  knowing  about  when  we  have  got 

20 

them  on  alert  to  let  this  tram  come  through.  Also.  1 

21 

don't  think  the  answer  was  addressed  adequately  as  to 

38  22 

how  we  are  preparing  for  sabatoge.  Haw  are  you 

23 

preparing  for  possible  sabatoge  of  terrorists  upon  these 

24 

missl les? 

391  * 

I  do  believe  that  this  money  2.8  billion  dollars 

79 
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39 


12 

13 


18 

19 


2« 

22 

23 

24 

25 


can  be  Much  better  open*  **  help  the  -conofny  of  our 
community  end  of  our  country.  2  work  daily  with  people 
who  ere  unemployed;  this  i e  not  the  way  to  truly  Duiid  e 
good  economy.  We  need  to  build  —  we  need  to  increese 
our  production  goods.  We  ere  now  a  debtor  nation  to  the 
world  and  we  don-t  need  more  weapons.  Other  countries, 
even  Russia,  has  learned  that  they  are  putting  too  much 
money  in  weapons  and  it  is  hurting  their  domestic 
economy.  We  are  faced  with  the  same  problems,  our 
homeless  are  increasing  Dy  the  hundreds  daily,  daily. 

We  just  cut  our  education  program.  We  are  cutting  the 
much  needed  programs  that  are  assisting  our  elders  and 
we  are  going  to  turn  around  and  put  2.8  oil  I  ion  dollars 
^n  weapons  to  destroy  ourselves  ana  others.  There  is  no 
way  we  can  justify  it. 

So,  I  do  thank  you  and  I  strongly  object. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER*  Thank  you.  Deoorah 

Roberts. 

COL.  BRANCH t  Can  I  make  a  statement  about  the 

size? 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Sure. 

COL.  BRANC I > i  There  have  been  questions  about 
size  and  I  represent  the  operating  command.  The  size  of 
the  missile  is  approximately  71  feet  long  and  the  weight 
is  195.000  pounds.  The  size  of  the  car  that  we  hav*  got 


9 

io 


(2 

13 


15 

16 


40 


18 

19 

20  l! 

21 
22 

23 

24  L 

25 


to  fit  on  would  be  approximately  89  feet  long  oy  10.2 
feet  long  by  17  feet  off  the  rail.  That  is  what  the 
railroad  industry  calls  a  Plate  F.  It  Is  a  standard 
size  rail  freight  car  that  they  use  extensively  on  the 
rail.  Many  of  you  may  see  them  on  the  railroads.  They 
are  used  to  haul  automooiles,  for  example,  from  the 
manufacturers  to  destinations  throughout  the  nation. 
There  are  also  many  cars  of  that  size  that  are  called 
High  0  box  cars.  Also,  they  are  called  automobile  parts 
carriers  ana  there  are  literally  thousands  of  those 
sized  freight  cars  on  the  rails  today.  They  are  larger 
than  the  normal  freitf it  box  cars.  Out  there  are  many  and 
many  of  these  of  the  size  of  freight  cars  on  the  rails 
today  operating  successfully. 

And  of  the  rail  mileage  that  Col.  Walsh  identified 
to  be  over  120,000  miles,  that  rail  network  is  that  rail 
network  which  will  specifically  accaemoaate  the  size  and 
weight  of  this  size  of  rail  car.  Thank  you. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER;  Deborah  Roberta. 

HS.  ROBERTS:  Hy  name  is  Deborah  Roberts.  I 
live  in  Shreveport.  Louisiana  and  I.  too,  am  strongly 
opposed  to  this  NX  missile  system.  I  object  to  this  as 
the  internal  Peacekeeper.  I  am  the  peacekeeper  when  I 
keep  the  ways  of  peace.  A  seven  story  missile  that 
contains  ten  nuclear  warheads  is  not  a  peacekeeper  by  my 
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this  project  and  that  are  Doing  proposed.  In  1968.  the 

2 

Hy  father  retired  after  almost  forty  years  as  a 

2 

Pentagon  received  353  million  dollars  for  research  ana 

41 

3 

railroad  engineer  recently  ana  to  hear  these  things  that 

3 

development  and  received  915  million  dollars  in  1988  for 

4 

anything  on  the  rails  will  not  De  thrown  into  a 

« 

twelve  missiles.  They  requested  837  million  dollars  for 

5 

collision  or  to  uerail.  that  really  bothers  me.  If  you 

44 

5 

1989  research  and  development.  I  deeply,  deeply  believe 

6 

believe  that,  you  need  to  ride  the  rails  in  this  area. 

6 

that  these  dollars  can  be  Better  spent  on  other  possible 

7 

because  it  is  bringing  this  missile  into  this  area. 

7 

ways  within  our  country  other  than  the  defense  system. 

0 

I  also  believe  that  you  all  are  not  bad  people.  I 

» : 

I  believe  that  we  need  to  hold  the  spending  of  the 

42 

9 

have  sat  here  and  looked  at  your  eyes  and  1  have  looked 

9 

Pentagon  check  until  we  figure  out  trtiat  their  spending 

10 

and  you  are  not  bad  people,  Dut  I  believe  you  have  got  a 

10 

habits  are.  We  know  that  there  are  serious  problem* 

t1 

bad  idea  and  I  urge  you  now  as  you  sit  here  and  listen 

" 

with  the  way  our  dollars  ere  being  spent. 

12 

and  as  you  travel  around  the  country  and  listen  to  the 

12 

This  system  that  w*  are  her*  about,  I  have  been 

13 

people,  pleas*  take  some  of  it  in  and  hear  the  people's 

13 

reading  about  it  throu<Ri  the  years.  It  strikes  me  that 

14 

concerns  and  hear  what  they  are  saying  and  see  if  any  of 

14 

this  is  —  It's  fantasy.  When  you  think  about  riding 

15 

this  does  make  sense  to  you. 

15 

nuclear  missiles  around  on  the  rail  cars,  it  is  Disney 

i« 

The  NX  system  has  Deen  subjected  to  close 

16 

World,  it  is  Disneyland  and  I  think  whoever  dreamed  this 

17 

potent ious  controversy  throughout  its  history.  There  is 

17 

up  is  struck  stupid. 

'8 

an  old  saying  that  you  all  know  that  whan  there  is  ■mr.i 

18 

There  is  a  saying  that  I  feel  is  really  appropriate 

43 

19 

there  is  fire  and  I  think  there  is  a  reason  %*»y  it  has 

19 

here  and  that  saying  is.  Taka  the  toy#  away  from  tha 

20 

been  a  controversy  project.  There  are  many  problems 

20 

boys  and  I  really  be  Have  that.  Thank  you. 

21 

inherent  end  the  mein  problem  has  been  the  beeing  mode. 

21 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Tom  Bourland. 

22 

There  is  no  satisfactory  basing  mode,  also  we  now  have 

22 

COL.  WALSHi  Excuse  me.  sir.  I  would  Ilk#  to 

23 

many  people  believe  that  the  military  deems  this  system 

23 

address  something. 

24 

is  not  adequate. 

24 

PRESIDING  OFFICER >  All  rltfit.  Just  a  second. 

44 

25 

I  oppose  to  tne  number  of  dollars  that  are  spent  on 

25 

Tom,  Col.  Walsh  would  like  to  say  something. 

82 

83 
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COL.  WALSH i  I  wish  to  address  your  statement 

2 

only  to  correct  ease  misinformation  contained  in  it.  In 

3 

it.  you  implied  that  we  had  said  that  there  was  no  risk 

* 

due  to  derailments  ano  collisions  about  trains,  et 

5 

cetera  and  that  is  not  correct,  w*  did  acknowledge  over 

6 

the  life  of  the  system  that  there  would  b*  derailments. 

7 

tram  collisions  and  collisions  of  railroad  crossings 

a 

and  we,  in  projecting  <4iat  tnos*  extras  would  b*  or  what 

9 

the  DIS  statement  contained,  we  used  the  statistics  from 

10 

the  Federal  Railroad  A<aai n istrat ion  and  we  forecasted 

11 

that  there  would  be  three  deaths  and  sixty 

12 

incapacitations  over  the  life  of  the  system  oased  upon 

13 

the  amount  of  mileage  we  expected  our  trains  to 

M 

accumulate.  What  w*  did  say.  however,  was  that  the  nek 

15 

due  to  the  cargo  would  be  negligible,  out  did  not  say 

16 

the  risk  due  to  the  normal  operations  would  d* 

17 

negligible.  Thank  you. 

'8 

PRFSI DING  OFFICER:  Tom  Bourland. 

'9 

HR.  BOURLAND:  Thank  you.  Judge.  Hy  name  is 

20 

Tam  Bourland.  1  am  a  reeioent  of  Shreveport,  Louisiana. 

21 

I  am  employed  with  the  Department  of  Wildlife,  however. 

22 

I  am  speaking  as  a  private  citizen  tonight.  I  examined 

23 

the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  with  respect  to  the 

24 

direct  and  indirect  environmental  impacts.  The  American 

25 

alligator  and  the  Red  Cockaoea  Woocpecker  in  particular 

64 
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, 

is  not  the  place  to  express  that  dissent  as  to  whether 

2 

you  like  it  or  don't  like  the  »<  missile.  That  is  not 

3 

the  subject  before  the  House. 

I  thinic  you  gcntltiwn  have  don*  «  fin*  joo .  I 
Chink  that  w*  can  Mt  Chat  the  adverse  environmental 
impact  of  this  missi'e  on  this  area  is  minimized  by  the 
cooperation  of  the  government,  the  United  States 
Representative,  the  United  States  Senator,  the  Mayors  of 
both  cities  and  everybody  else  who  pledges  that  they 
will  work  hard  to  minimize  that  environmental  impact.  I 
think  that  the  favorable  cons i lerat ions  for  this  area 
are  at  least  as  fzvorable  as  they  are  anywhere  in  this 
nation  and  1  request  that  you  strike  from  the  record 
those  expressions  of  opinion  that  are  not  the  subject 
before  this  House.  Thank  you. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER i  Thank  you.  Sister  Claire 

Just i e* . 

SISTER  JUSTICEi  Good  evening.  I  would  like 
to  max*  on*  short  statement  and  ask  that  two  questions 
that  I  would  like  to  be  insured  in  your  final  report. 

The  mere  contemplation  of  the  use  of  weapons  of 
this  nature  is  based  on  fallacy  that  nuclear  war  is 
mirvivabl*.  These  are  weapons  not  only  of  violent 
destruction,  out  also  of  violent  death  and  malformed 
babies  and  children  dying  of  cancer.  They  are  weapons 
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and  wildlife  habitat  in  general  in  my  opinion,  the  Rail 
Garrison  project  poses  no  significant  environmental 
problems.  Wetland  habitat  should,  however,  be  mitigated 
through  on  site  wetland  enhanceswnt  as  proposed.  In  my 
opinion,  at  least  from  an  environmental  prospective,  the 
Railroad  Garrison,  at  least  from  an  environmental 
prospective,  the  Railroad  Garrison  Project  should 
proceed.  Thank  you. 

PRESIDING  OFFICERi  Thank  you.  Leroy  Scott. 

NR.  SCOTTt  Colonel,  my  name  is  Roy  Scott.  I 
live  at  2620  —  my  office  is  at  2620  Centenary, 
Shreveport,  Louisiana.  I  speak  to  you  as  an  attorney, 
as  a  private  citizen,  as  a  private  naval  officer.  I 
think  that  many  of  the  consents  that  have  been  mad*  her* 
tonight  are  not  the  subject  that  is  before  you  tomtit. 
It  is  not  tor  us  to  decide,  nor  have  w*  been  asked  to 
decide  of  this  Board  the  wisocm  or  lack  of  viscxxa  of  the 
Peacekeeper  missile.  It  is  not  for  us  to  decide  where 
it  goes.  It  is  only  for  us  to  discuss  the  environmental 
impact  of  this  particular  location  that  has  been  very 
adequately  covered  here  mostly  by  Nr.  Fayard,  who  1 
think  did  a  very  remarkable  presentation  on  the  subject 
that  Is  before  the  panel. 

There  is  room  for  dissent  in  this  country,  that  is 
why  we  have  tc*  cream  in  thirty-eight  flavors,  but  this 
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of  unrecordabl*  end  of  human  history.  I  as,  therefore. 

48 

2 

qualified  to  oppose  it. 

3 

Hy  two  questions  are :  Number  one,  mention  was  mad* 

Q  4 

of  missile  mirvi vabl 1 ity  in  the  event  of  war.  If  th* 

49  , 

area  of  the  prior  residence  of  the  missile  is  destroyed 

6 

along  with  other  sites,  is  missile  surviving  being  given 

7 

priority  over  the  survival  of  the  citizens  of  this 

• 

country?  Hy  second  question  1st  If  technology  and 

50  9 

consultants  exist  that  can  assure  the  safety  of  the 

10 

movement  of  this  missile  with  our  rail  system,  why  are 

" 

w*  continuing  to  have  railway  accidents  that  are  killing 

12 

Civilians?  Thank  you. 

13 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Or.  Camsagnol . 

14 

DR.  CASSAGNOL t  I  am  Dr.  Cassagnol .  I  am  the 

15 

Chairman  of  the  Doctor  Cassagnol  Foundation.  I  have 

16 

gone  through  and  studied  the  impact  statament  concerning 

17 

Barksdale  Air  Fore*  Bam*  and  I  do  not  see  any  negative 

18 

i^act  of  this  project  on  our  community.  First,  I  don't 

19 

think  anybody  should  be  worried  about  traffic.  I  have 

20 

lived  in  New  York  for  fifteen  years  and  I  can  tell 

21 

anybody  what  traffic  is  when  you  have  to  go  to  school 

22 

and  go  to  work  and  than  spend  four  or  five  hours  of 

23 

driving  or  sitting  in  the  bus.  so  the  traffic,  I  don't 

24 

think  this  traffic  should  bs  any  problem  for  any  cities 

25 

that  ara  in  here.  On*  thing  you  have  to  remember  when 

B7 
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, 

you  are  hunger y.  your  kids  are  hunger y  ana  your  kids 

2 

need  clothing.  I  don't  think  we  worry  that  ouch  about 

3 

traffic. 

* 

1  know  Sister  Margaret  for  her  works  and  I  have  a 

5 

lot  of  respect  for  the  Father,  out  l  can  tell  you  that  I 

6 

am  not  going  to  register  as  an  expert,  but  I  can  tell 

* 

you  that  project  will  benefit  the  great  minorities  in 

Cl 

a 

9 

very  badly  and  this  project,  in  my  books  will  really 

10 

help  minorities  in  Shreveport.  I  fully  support  the 

" 

position  of  Jim  McCreary.  In  order  to  oe  in  peace,  we 

12 

have  to  build  our  strength  ana  this  project  is  just 

13 

doing  that. 

’4 

As  I  can  remember,  when  I  was  «  «u,  .{  you  were 

<S 

the  strongest  kid.  all  of  the  other  kids  were  scared  of 

'6 

you  and  did  not  want  to  touch  you  and  I  am  sure  that  the 

17 

missile  will  help  our  strength  and  keep  our  peace. 

16 

Thank  you. 

19 

PRESIDING  OFFICER;  Thank  you.  Laverne 

20 

Dolphin. 

21 

MS.  DOLPHIN ■  My  name  is  Laverne  Dolphin.  I 

22 

am  a  private  citizen  and  1  live  in  Shreveport.  I  am 

23 

opposed  to  the  MX  missile.  Environment  is  a  precious 

52 

gift  given  for  our  use;  it  is  not  ours  to  destroy.  1 

26 

cannot  believe  that  Our  water  and  other  resources  will 
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i 

sweating  our  citizens  and  providing  justice  tor  the 

’ 

poor.  Thank  you. 

3 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Last  but  not  least.  Dewey 

- 

Burchet  t . 

> 

MR.  BURCHETT:  Than*  you.  gentlemen.  I  am 

6 

Dewey  Burchett.  I  am  Secretary-Treasurer  for  the 

7 

Bossier  Levee  District. 

8 

I  spoke  before  on  the  last  time  and  I  just  wanted 

9 

to  direct  your  attention  to  the  map  enclosed  in  the 

'0 

brochure  and  at  about  an  inch  and  a  half  on  the  right 

hang  side  where  the  map  indicates  the  weapon  storage 

12 

area,  the  canal  lines  Flat  River.  I  want  to  indicate  to 

13 

you  that  Hr.  Larkin  has  done  a  follow  up.  I  believe,  in 

1983  the  Board  of  Commissi  oner e  for  the  Bossier  Levee 

15 

District  in  conjunction  with  United  States  Army  Corp  of 

Engineers  did  a  major  project  on  the  Flat  River  to  clean 

out  Flat  River  to  provide  for  drainage  throughout  the 

>6 

Barksdale  area  and  north  of  Barkedale  and  also  south  of 

19 

Barksdale.  By  so  indicating,  I  am  indicating  to  you 

55 

2° 

that  there  should  oe  no  adverse  effects  or  relocation  of 

2’ 

other  improvements  in  this  area.  The  Flat  River  passes 

22 

right  near  --  I  can  t  tell  from  the  scale  how  tsc,  out 

23 

it  is  not  very  far  away  from  this  site  and  the  Flat 

River  wae  meant  to  dram  Boseier  City  and  Barkedale  ana 

n 

other  areas  to  provide  drainage  because  of  the  fact  that 

90 
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i01 

not  be  affected. 

2 

I  believe  that  the  money  would  be  oetter  spent  on 

3 

human  services  and  meeting  human  needs  and  to  educate 

S3 

* 

our  children  to  be  human  peacekeepers  rather  than  focue 

5 

on  an  instrument  of  construction  and  mislead  us  as 

6 

peacekeepers.  Thank  you. 

’ 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thank  you.  Ms.  Kristine 

8 

Barbers. 

9 

MS.  BARBERS:  Thank  you.  My  name  is  Kristine 

10 

Barbers.  I  am  a  resident  who  lives  at  9504  Blueberry 

1* 

Drive  in  Shreveport.  I  want  to  spend  a  minute  here  and 

12 

make  a  statement  concerning  the  Rail  Garrison  Program. 

13 

I  am  speaking  as  a  concerned  citizen.  I  am  speaking  frcm 

’« 

a  human  prospective  and  not  a  technological  proapective. 

15 

I  strongly  oppose  the  Peacekeeper  Program,  the  Rail 

16 

Garrison  Program.  I  want  to  suggest  a  series  of 

17 

considerations  of  alternatives.  Instead  of  the  Rail 

16 

Garrison  Program,  I  want  to  suggest  that  a  comprehensive 

54 

19 

test  ban  to  end  all  testing  of  nuclear  weapons  by  the 

20 

United  States.  I  am  suggesting  that  we  as  a  city  and  as 

21 

a  country  adopt  a  human  solution  to  the  human  proolems 

22 

or  world  conflict  and  tension  instead  of  technological 

23 

solution.  I  see  national  security  as  being  beyond  mere 

24 

sophisticated  weapons.  I  believe  that  national  security 

25 

involves  solving  the  environmental  problems  and 
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it  this  area  were  to  expand,  there  should  be  no  adverse 
effects  on  this  Peacekeeper  Missile  Project. 

In  addition,  the  Levee  District  passed  a  resolution 
in  April  indicating  their  cooperation  and  their  full 
cooperation  vi l l  be  forthcoming.  I  can  assure  you  of 
their  cooperation  if  they  are  located  here.  Thank  you, 
gentlemen. 

PRESIDING  OFFICER]  Thank  you.  I  have  just 
Dean  handed  one  more  card,  Tim  McElroy. 

MR.  McELROY:  I  am  Tim  McElroy,  the  incoming 
President  of  the  Shreveport  Chamber  of  Cansnerce  and  also 
President  of  McElroy  Medals,  a  Bossier  based 
manufacturing  business. 

The  Shreveport  Chamber  of  Commerce  believes  that 
the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  responds 
to  the  need  for  enhancing  our  military  force  and 
therefore,  our  national  defense.  It  is  the 
Congressional  mandate  to  modernize  the  deterrent  of  our 
defense  system.  Two,  after  reading  the  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  we  believe  that  it  benefits  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system  with  reoard  to  national 
defense.  It  far  outweifRis  the  very  negligible,  minimal 
adverse  impacts  that  the  project  would  have  on  the 
environment.  We  also  believe  that  the  implementation 
directed  through  mitigation  would  reduce  the  impacts  on 
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the  blot ogle* 1  resources  of  Barksdale  Air  Force  Base. 

certificate 

2 

Thenk  you  very  such  for  el  lowing  ate  to  speek . 

2 

STATE  OF  LOUISIANA 

3 

PRESIDING  OFFICER:  Thenk  you. 

3 

PARISH  OF  CADDO 

* 

Ladies  end  gentlemen,  It  is  time  to  conclude  the 

* 

I.  HARK  ST0FFELS,  Certified  Shorthand  Reporter,  do 

5 

proceedings.  Pleese  rente  tier  thet  you  heve  until  31 

5 

hereby  certify  that  the  said  witnesses  came  before  me  at 

the  time  and  place  set  forth  herein,  that  the  hearing 

6 

August  to  submit  written  materials  to  oe  included  in 

6 

7 

this  trenseript  of  the  heenng  end  those  written 

> 

was  reported  by  me  and  thereafter  transcribed  under  my 

8 

statements  will  be  fully  considered  end  will  be 

8 

supervision  and  is  a  true  and  correct  record  of  the 

9 

aodressed  in  the  fine)  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

9 

proceedings  had  at  said  hearing. 

10 

Once  again,  Che  oral  end  writeen  statements  or  contents 

10 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  not  of  counsel  or  related 

" 

wi 1 1  oe  efforoed  equal  weight. 

" 

to  or  employed  by  any  of  the  parties  to  this  cause  or  in 

12 

The  officials  of  the  Air  Force  appreciate  your 

12 

anywise  interested  in  the  event  thereof. 

13 

efforts  to  cose  out  tonight  ano  contribute  your  views  to 

'3 

DATED  THIS  dav  of  Audust .  190A 

u 

this  public  hearing.  We  thank  you  for  your  courteous 

14 

15 

attention  and  adherence  to  the  rules  of  the  hearing.  I 

15 

16 

thank  you  and  have  a  gooi  evening.  It  would  be 

16 

17 

appropriate  to  adjourn  at  this  time.  9:52  p.m.  Tnank 

18 

you . 

<8 

19 

(Whereupon,  the  public  meeting  was  concluded.) 

19 

20 

20 

MARK  STOFFELS  ^ 

Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 

21 

2i 

22 

22 

23 

23 

24 

24 

25 
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Hhen  w«  cone  back,  1  will  call  on 
people  with  question*.  After  the  questions  1  will 
call  on  those  who  wish  to  make  a  statement  which 
will  be  included  in  the  record. 

Let  -  take  a  ten-minute  recess  at  this 


(Recess;  10  minutes. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Ladies  and 
gentlemen,  if  you  would  start  to  get  back  in  your 
seat,  we  will  begin  again. 

All  right,  if  we  could,  let's  go  ahead 
and  get  started. 

He  will  start  with  Colonel  Walsh 
introducing  the  other  panel  members. 

Colonel,  would  you  go  ahead? 

COLONEL  WALSH:  Good  evening  again. 

To  assist  me  in  responding  to  the 
questions  this  evening,  I  have  a  team  of  experts 


On  ay  immediate  right  I  have  Major  Van 
Hess.  He  is  a  lawyer  with  the  Air  Force  Regional 
Civil  Engineer. 

On  my  far  right,  1  have  Colonel  Branch 
from  Headquarters  strategic  Air  Command. 

On  my  immediate  left,  I  have  Mr. 
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Hickman.  He  is  responsible  for  human  resources, 
and  he  works  for  Tetra-Tech  Corporation  which  it 
under  contract  to  the  Air  Force  to  preparr  the 
Environmental  impact  Statement. 

On  my  far  left,  I  have  Or.  Kramer  who 
is  responsible  for  physical  resources  and  also 
works  for  Tetra-Tech. 

Thank  you,  sir. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE :  Since  we  have  just 
the  one  microphone  here  and  it  is  a  little  bit 
awkward  for  folks  to  get  directly  down  to  it,  let 
me  call  out  about  three  names  and  if  you  could 
sort  of  cone  forward,  we  will  start  with  Temple 
Dickson  to  be  followed  by  Jess  Holloway  and  then 
Downing  Bol Is. 

Mr.  Dickson,  Senator-elect  Dickson. 

MR.  DICKSON;  Thank  you,  sir.  It  is  a 
pleasure  to  be  here. 

For  the  record,  my  name  ia  Temple 
Dickson.  1  am  the  Democratic  nominee  for  the 
State  Senate,  the  24th  Senatorial  District,  a 
district  that  has  the  greatest  military  presence 
of  any  senatorial  district  in  the  United  States. 

It  covers  from  Nolan  County  just  west 
of  Dyess  and  Taylor  County  to  Bell  County,  and  on 


the  other  end  from  Abilene  to  Concho  County. 

I  an  here  simply  to  tell  you  that  for 
the  past  few  months  I  have  spent  time  visiting 
with  the  people  of  this  district,  and  I  find  that 
those  people  in  the  tradition  of  Texas  to  be 
extremely  proud  of  their  willingness  to  take  part 
in  the  defense  of  this  country. 

I  am  very  interested  in  the  economic 
impact  that  was  discussed?  however,  I  think  the 
people  of  the  District  are  primarily  interested  in 
their  feeling  of  an  obligation  to  help  defend  this 


In  talking  to  the  people  throughout 
this  District,  I  have  found  very  little  opposition 
to  doing  our  part  in  taking  part  in  doing  that 
that  needs  to  be  done. 

I  find  that  the  people  are  still 
thrilled  by  the  words  of  people  like  John  Kennedy 
who  said  that  we  would  pay  any  price,  we  would  aid 
any  friend,  oppose  any  foe. 

I  go  throughout  this  District,  and  t 
find  virtually  no  one  who  is  not  willing  to  take 
that  obligation  and  to  do  our  part  again,  and  that 
is  what  I  find  among  the  people  that  I  represent. 

I  was  asked  to  write  or  to  read  a 
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46 

47 

1 

letter  that  was  -  into  the  record  that  was 

1 

"Me  look  forward  to  providing  a  home 

2 

addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  from  the 

2 

in  Abilene  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

3 

Lieutenant  Governor  of  the  State. 

3 

"Sincerely,  Bill  Hobby." 

4 

He  says,  "Mr.  Secretary,  The  State  of 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

Texas  stands  firmly  behind  the  efforts  of  Abilene 

5 

COLONEL  NCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

6 

to  secure  the  location  of  this  vital  strategic 

6 

Judge  Jess  Holloway. 

7 

system  at  Dyess  Air  Porce  Base. 

7 

JUDGE  HOLLOWAY:  Colonel  HcShane,  for 

8 

'There  is  unanimous  suppo; l  for  this 

8 

the  record,  thank  you  for  inviting  us  here  today. 

9 

project  from  the  state,  the  city  and  the  business 

9 

I  am  Jess  Holloway,  Taylor  County 

10 

community  and  our  citizens. 

2 

10 

Judge,  and  I  want  to  make  it  quite  clear  that  I  am 

u 

"I  would  chal lenge  any  other  state  to 

11 

speaking  xn  favor  of  the  Rail  Garrison  c<miing  to 

12 

present  a  better  proposal.  Texas'  support  of  a 

12 

Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

13 

strong  national  defense  is  well  known  and 

13 

I  have  had  an  opportunity  for  the  last 

14 

community  support  of  Dyess  Air  Porce  8ase  is 

14 

several  weeks  to  look  over  the  proposal  of  the 

15 

second  to  none. 

15 

Environmental  Impact  Study,  and  I  think  I  can 

16 

"Not  only  does  Dyess  met  the  technical 

16 

report  to  you  that  the  citizens  1  have  talked  to 

17 

criteria  for  the  rail  system  but  it  is  located  in 

17 

and  the  information  I  have  shared  from  your 

18 

a  state  where  the  quality  of  life  is  second  to 

18 

proposal  we  have  one  asset  that  has  not  shown  up, 

19 

none . 

19 

and  that  is  our  citizens  of  Taylor  County  that  are 

20 

'He  can  offer  the  military  and  the 

20 

very  much  behind  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  and  the 

21 

civilian  support  team  excellent  schools,  fine 

21 

proposals  you  make. 

22 

universities,  great  highways  and  air  connections 

22 

I  can  report  also  that  we  would  do 

23 

and  the  committment  fiom  the  state  government  to 

23 

everything  within  our  power  to  aid  in  this 

24 

do  whatever  is  necessary  to  secure  the  location  of 

24 

project,  end  we  would  welcome  you  here  in  Taylor 

25 

this  important  weapon  system. 

25 

County. 
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Thank  you  very  much. 

COLONEL  MCSHANEi  Thank  you.  Sir. 

Hr.  Downing  Bolls. 

HR.  BOLLS:  Thank  you.  Colonel,  and  I 
would  like  to  add  my  welcome  also  to  that  of  Judge 
Holloway  for  you-al 1  coming  back  to  Abilene. 

I  am  Downing  Bolls.  I  reside  at  4234 
South  5th  here  in  Abilene  79605.  I  am  a  county 
ccnmissioner ,  an  elected  official. 

I  think  that  the  Air  Force  should  be 
commended  in  the  thoroughness  of  the  Environmental 
Impact  Study. 

I  have  just  gone  over  it,  not  only  the 
portion  relating  to  Dyess  but  to  the  various  other 
bases  as  well,  and  r  have  been  impressed  with  the 
thoroughness  of  the  study. 

I  did  want  to  comment  very  briefly  on 
a  few  environmental  things  as  they  pertain  to 
Dyess  in  your  biological  resources  portion  of  the 
itudy. 

I  noted  that  yoL  anticipated  some 
mortality  among  the  ground  squirrels. 

I  would  like  to  assure  you  that  the 
ground  squirrels  of  West  Texas  are  more 
resourceful  than  you  would  imagine. 
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You  may  manage  to  kill  a  few  but  the 
rest  will  pick  up  and  move  down  the  road  a  little 
piece  and  set  up  another  colony. 

Second  I  notice  you  take  no  cognizance 
to  the  fact  that  there  are  wild  turkey  on  the 
reservation. 

It  may  be  that  if  you  destroy  some  of 
the  habitat  they  will  move  further  out  into  the 
country  and  be  less  of  a  hazard  to  flight 
operations  at  Dyess. 

Third,  there  is  a  little  critter  which 
you  also  failed  to  mention  and  I  may  as  well  warn 
you  about. 

Those  who  dig  holes  in  (test  Texas  come 
into  contact  with  the  Nest  Texas  bumblebee. 

They  build  their  nests  in  holes  in  the 
ground,  and  I  assure  you  that  when  you  disturb 
them  they  are  testy  little  critters  and  they  will 
let  you  know  it. 

If  you  have  contractors  that  are  going 
to  be  digging  here,  you  might  want  to  warn 
them. 

There  are  some  folks  who  are  also 
concerned  about  losing  a  night's  sleep  because 
they  will  be  situated  here  in  a  target  area. 
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SO 

1 

what  tney  don’t  realize  is  that  ever 

2 

since  Dyeos  was  built  and  the  first  B47s  arrived. 

3 

we  have  been  sleeping  in  the  middle  of  the  bull's 

4 

eye,  and  it  will  be  thus  as  long  as  Dyess  and 

5 

Abilene  support  national  defense. 

6 

One  of  our  noted  jurists  one  time, 

7 

John  Philpott  Duran  said  internal  vigilance  is  the 

8 

price  of  freedom. 

9 

If  this  weapon  system  helps  to  keep 

10 

our  enemies  at  arms  length,  this  is  a  small  price 

11 

to  pay  for  the  freedoms  that  we  enjoy. 

12 

Finally,  I  wouid  like  to  share  with 

13 

you  the  sentiment;,  of  moot  of  ny  constituents  who 

14 

are  going  to  help  pay  for  the  cost  of  this  system 

15 

out  of  some  dollars  that  are  pretty  hard  to  come 

16 

by  these  days. 

17 

inasmuch  as  the  environmental  impact 

18 

at  Dye&s  would  be  minimal  and  the  costs  would  be 

0 

19 

ouch  less  than  some  of  the  other  locations,  they 

20 

would  join  in  urging  you  to  give  careful 

21 

consideration  to  Dyess. 

22 

We  thank  you. 

23 

COLONEL  KCSUAIIZ:  Thank  you,  sir. 

24 

The  next  three  individuals  are  Don 

25 

Dudley,  Samuel  B.  Hatta  and  Dale  Ferguson. 
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muse  preserve.  We  have  it  now,  let’s  keep  it,  so 
please  consider  Dyess  and  complement  the  Strategic 
Air  Command  and  the  site  base  with  the  missile. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE :  Hr.  Hatta,  please. 

HR.  HATTA:  Thank  you,  sir. 

Colonel  McShane  and  other 
representatives  of  the  United  States  Air  Force, 
let  me  add  my  word  of  welcome  to  you. 

We  welcome  you  to  Abilene,  and  we 
appreciate  very  much  your  inviting  us  to  be  here. 

My  name  is  Samuel  B.  Hatta.  I  am 
currently  serving  as  justice  of  the  peace  of 
Taylor  County  Precinct  1  Place  2  and  as  the  only 
Hispanic  elected  official  in  the  Big  Country  it  is 
with  great  honor  that  l  address  the  issue  before 
us  today. 

I  have  prepared  my  statement  in  the 
form  of  a  resolution,  and  I  will  precent  it  as 
such  if  I  may. 

Gentlemen,  whereas  America  is  the 
greatest  nation  on  the  face  of  the  earth  and 
whereas  there  exists  those  in  the  world  who  are 
determined  to  change  that  fact  by  constantly 
threatening  America  and  world  peace  alike  and 


HR.  DUDLEY:  Gentlemen,  welcome  to 
Abilene,  and  I  an  Don  Dudley.  I  live  in  Herkel. 
That  is  our  little  neighboring  town  16  miles  to 
the  west. 

I  am  also  an  elected  official.  I  am 
commissioner  of  Precinct  No.  2. 

Hy  fellow  commissioner  Downing  Bolls 
failed  to  tell  you  that  we  do  have  a  few 
rattlesnakes  but  don’t  worry  about  them  they  are 
plentiful  as  well  as  he  also  covered  the 
sgui rrels. 

Gentlemen,  I  think  the  missile  will 
certainly  complement  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

As  the  gentlemen  awhile  ago  pointed 
out,  we  are  located  right  on  1-20,  tne  Onion 
Pacific  Railway. 

He  failed  to  mention  and  I  would  like 
to  call  to  your  attention  that  just  south  of  Dyes 
is  the  Santa  Fe  Railway  which  could  also  be 
connected  with  just  less  than  a  mile  with  that 
track. 

We  would  certainly  like  to  see  the 
nissile  come  for  numerous  reasons,  but  the  main 
reason  is  let's  keep  the  peace. 

It  is  one  thing  that  ve  have  that  we 
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whereas  we  as  Americans  are  charged  with  defending 
the  honor  of  our  forefathers  who  gave  there  very 
all  so  that  we  might  enjoy  peace  and  freedom  for 
ages  to  come,  and  whereas  we  the  citizens  of 
Abilene  love  our  country  and  all  that  it  stands 
for  and  whereas  as  has  been  seen  and  displayed  in 
the  past  Abilene  and  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  have 
what  we  consider  an  excellent  and  unique 
relationship  in  our  joint  effort  to  keep  the  peace 
of  our  beloved  nation  and  whereas  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  is  a  weapon  system  which  all  America 
can  be  proud  of  as  a  deterrent  to  enemy  aggression 
then  be  it  resolved  that  we  the  people  of  Abilene 
gladty  and  strongly  support  its  implementation 
and,  of  course,  a6  always  we  would  welcome  the 
project  into  our  very  home  with  open  arms  because 
there  is  no  greater  honor  or  sense  of  patrotism 
than  that  of  being  part  of  the  defense  of  the  land 
of  the  free  and  the  home  of  the  brave. 

Gentlemen,  if  I  might  add,  as  a 
representative  of  the  people  of  Abilene  and  Taylor 
County,  you  may  search  from  the  mountain  to  the 
valley  to  the  ocean  white  with  foam  but  nowhere 
and  I  repeat  nowhere  will  you  find  a  more 
supportive  or  patriotic  people  than  the  citizens 
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•Your  favorable  consideration  of  the 
Dye s s  Air  Porce  Base  as  home  of  the  Peacekeeper 


Rail  Garrison  would  be  greatly  appreciated. 

"Sincerely,  Representative  Erwin 


Gentlemen,  thank  you  and  nay  God  bless 


COLONEL  HCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

Mayor  Dale  Ferguson. 

MR.  FERGUSON:  1  an  Dale  Ferguson, 
nayor  of  Abilene,  Texas,  and  I  wish  *o  thank  you. 
Colonel  HcShane,  and  all  of  you  gentlemen 
representing  the  Air  Force  for  this  opportunity  to 
make  a  few  comments  regarding  the  possible 
deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missile  System  at 
Dyes:;  Air  Force  Base. 

It  i3  my  understanding  the  decision  on 
deployment  of  the  Rail  Garrison  System  will  be 
based  on  a  number  of  elements  including 
environmental  impact  study,  costs,  mission 
conflicts,  operation  effectiveness  and  political 
impl  icationr.. 

I  want  to  confine  my  remarks  tonight 
to  the  Environmental  Impact  Study  and  the  support 
for  the  Rail  Garrison  System  from  the  community. 
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three  different  groups,  all  one  group  together, 
and  that  is  the  way  we  think  of  Dyess  and  the 


The  City  of  Abilene  believes  that 
peace  in  today's  world  means  that  America  must 
maintain  a  strong  defense. 

That  is  why  in  the  early  '50s  this 
community  raised  the  funds  to  buy  the  land  and 
give  it  to  the  United  States  to  establish  a 
military  base  in  Abilene. 

The  Peacekeeper  Missile  System  is  the 
next  step  in  an  ongoing  effort  to  ensure  that  this 
nation's  defenses  meet  the  challenge  of  the 
world's  security  through  strength. 

The  City  of  Abilene  wants  to  continue 
to  be  a  part  of  the  proud  men  and  women  who  serve 
to  make  this  country  safe. 

Me  don't  shrink  from  the  challenge 
rather  we  embrace  it. 


COLONEL  HCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 
The  next  three  individuals  will  be 


Mayor  Violet  Law,  Mayor  Rick  Rhodes  and  City 
Councilman  Harold  Nixon. 


MS.  LAM:  Colonel  HcShane,  my  name  is 
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Violet  Law.  t  represent  the  City  of  Tye  as  their 


I  an  happy  to  report  that  at  our 
regular  council  meeting  this  month  that  the  full 
council  voted  to  support  the  Peacekeeper  and  the 
Rail  Garrison  Program. 

They  represent,  they  govern  1680 
people,  and  I  believe  the  majority  of  those  people 
are  very  supportive  of  the  mission  of  Dyess. 

I  certainly  support  the  mission  of 
Dyecs  and  its  project,  and  I  certainly  support  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program. 

I  believe  that  every  American  should 
support  its  country,  should  work  for  programs  that 
defend  its  country  in  the  aggressive  nature  of 
some  of  the  countries  that  we  see  in  our  world 
today  that  we  have  an  obligation  to  defend  our 
country  .u  any  way  we  can. 

The  people  of  Tye  probably  recognize 
sacrifices  and  concessions,  but  I  know  the 
majority  of  them  are  for  this  program,  and  r 
certainly  hope  that  Dyess  is  successful  in  getting 


1  have  a  little  bit  of  comedy,  comedy, 
excuse  me,  to  add. 
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County,  and  I  would  like  to  very  briefly  just  tell 
you  that  we  are  very  supportive  of  the  defense 
efforts  of  this  area  and  certainly  thic  activity 
of  the  Rail  Garrison  Defense  System,  the  weapon 
system. 

We  are  just  excited  and  proud  to  be  a 
part  of  the  defense  of  our  country  and  be  a  part 
of  a  region  that  defense  is  such  a  big  part  of  it, 
and  we  are  good  neighbors  to  the  west. 

We  are  about  30  miles  from  Dyess  Air 
Fore*  Base  and  very  supportive  of  their  activities 
and  know  that  they  do  a  good  job  of  handling 
this. 

I  have  been  monitoring  closely  the 
comments  of  our  people  as  the  publicity  is 
beginning  to  get  more  frequent  on  this  project  and 
have  had  absolutely  no  negative  comments 
whatsoever  and  a  lot  of  positive  comments  about 
they  really  hope  that  it  will  come  to  this  part  of 
the  country  and  would  be  very  glad  to  be  a  part  of 
that . 

I  also  have  a  letter  I  would  like  to 
share  this  evening  from  Senator  Bob  Glasgow  from 
the  22nd  Senatorial  District  in  Texas,  and  I  will 
just  read  a  portion  of  the  letter. 


My  friend  on  the  commission  said  he 
lived  in  Merkel  which  is  16  miles  west  of  here. 

Well,  1  live  in  Tye  which  is  just 
adjacent  to  Dyess  west  of  here,  and  in  the  case  of 
a  national  emergency  if  there  is  any  way  possible 
I  would  just  as  soon  you  send  those  trains  east 
instead  of  west  if  it  is  at  all  possible. 

Thank  you. 

COLON  EL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  ma'am. 

Ilayor  Rhodes. 

MR.  RHODES:  Thank  you.  Colonel 

HcShane. 

My  name  is  Rick  Rhodes,  and  X  am  the 
mayor  of  Sweetwater,  and  I  must  adsit  that  being  a 
mayor  of  a  small  town  when  I  came  tonight  to  a 
public  hearing  and  I  drove  up  to  the  Civic  Center 
and  saw  on  the  marque  World  Class  Wrestling,  it 
kind  of  concerned  me  about  the  activities  that  we 
were  going  to  be  involved  in  tonight. 

I  have  been  to  some  public  hearings 
that  were  close  to  that,  but  r  was  relieved  to  see 
that  that  is  not  until  August  1st,  so  I  was  glad 


It  is  a  pleasure  for  me  tonight  to 
represent  the  people  of  Sweetwater  and  Nolan 
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He  says,  "I  would  like  to  add  my 
support  for  the  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in  Abilene, 


’I  believe  this  area  offers  all  of  the 
benefits  needed  to  support  this  program  and  will 
work  with  you  and  the  Department  of  Defense  to 
achieve  the  placement  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  in  Abilene. 

"Very  truly  yours.  Bob  Glasgow." 

Thank  you  again  for  th*  opportunity  to 
exercise  the  freedom  of  expressing  our  opinions. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE :  Thank  you,  sir. 

Harold  Nixon,  please. 

MR.  NIXON:  I  am  Harold  Nixon.  I  am 
an  independent  businessman  here  in  Abilene,  a 
citizen  for  many  years  serving  my  sixth  year  on 
the  Abilene  City  Council. 

One  of  the  greatest  joys  during  this 
six-year  period  on  the  council  has  been  the 
relationship  that  I  have  developed  with  the  men 
■nd  women  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

I  believe  all  of  our  citizens  could 
make  this  same  statement,  and  we  would  welcome 
other  men  and  women  of  the  Air  Force  to  came  with 
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the  Peacekeeper  to  share  in  this  relationship  that 
we  have  here  of  all  of  our  citizens  with  the  Air 


Of  course,  we  have  to  look  at  the 
impact  that  maybe  we  need  the  Peacekeeper  here  now 
because  of  the  economic  problems  that  we  are 
having  in  our  part  of  the  state,  but  yet  as  I  read 
the  information  before  us  I  believe  we  would  save 
the  United  States  Government  millions  of  dollars 
to  chose  Abilene  for  the  location  here  because  of 
our  closeness  to  the  national  rail  system,  the 
availability  of  land  at  Dyecs  Air  Force  Base  and 
surcounding  the  area,  gentlemen,  we  need  the 
Peacekeeper,  and  we  believe  the  Peacekeeper  needs 


Thank  you  for  coming  tonight. 

COLONEL  flCSH AN E :  Thank  you,  sit. 

I  would  next  like  to  call  on  Walter 
tV  he  a  t ,  Dale  King  and  Louis  Gee. 

HR.  WHEAT:  Colonel  McShane, 
gentlemen,  my  name  is  Walter  Wheat. 

My  name  is  Walter  Wheat.  I  reside  at 
1625  Glenhaven  here  in  Abilene. 

I  also  like  Harold  a  membec  of  the 
city  council  of  Abilene,  Tejcas  serving  my  fifth 


l  learned  a  long  time  ago  that 
anything  I  could  do  to  deter  my  enemy  I  surely 


Anything  that  would  protect  me,  my 
family,  my  city  and  my  country,  I  would  certainly 
welcome  anything. 

I  think  perhaps  a  national,  a  strong 
national  defense  is  probably  the  biggest  deterrent 
we  have  to  foreign  aggression  in  our  country,  and 
T  am  sure  that  the  missiles  that  we  are  discussing 
here  tonight  is  probably  one  of  those  major 


we  have  to  locate  those  things 
somewhere.  I  would  like  to  see  them  located  in 
Abilene  because  I  feel  that  we  love  our  country 
enough  that  we  are  willing  to  take  a  chance  on 
employing  such  a  weapon  to  deter  our  enemy  from 


My  family  supports  me,  and  I  hope  the 
citizens  of  Abilene  do. 


Thank  you  very  much. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 


MR.  KING:  I  have  a  statement  fra 
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Abilene  has  long  been,  proud  to  be  a 
home  of  freedoms  forces,  and  it  is  only  natural 
that  Dye83  should  become  one  of  the  future  sites 
of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

The  longstanding  community  support  for 
Dyess  is  ample  evidence  of  the  pro  defense 
attitudes  of  the  vast  majority  of  Texans. 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  can  expect  a 
strong  and  positive  Texas  welcome  at  Dyess. 

The  Draft  Enviromental  Impact 
Statement  released  by  the  Air  Force  last  month 
further  demonstrates  the  strengths  of  the  Dyess 


The  report  states  the  proposed  action 
and  the  alternative  action  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base 
would  not  result  in  significant  impacts  on  any 
resource,  quotation  closed. 

Dyess  was  one  of  the  few  proposed 
sites  which  received  this  clean  bill  of  health. 

The  Texas  Congressional  Delegation 
supports  us  wholeheartedly^  Here  are  the  members 
in  addition  to  Congressman  Stenholm  who  signed  the 
letter  to  the  secretary.  Jim  Chapman,  Charles 
Nilson,  Steve  Bartlett,  Ralph  Hall,  John  Bryant, 
Joe  Barton,  Bill  Archer,  Jack  Fields,  Jack  Brooks, 
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1 

Jake  Pickle,  Marvin  Leath,  Jin  Hnght,  Beau 

i 

I  was  in  college  here  in  Abilene  at 

2 

Boulter,  Mac  Sweeney,  Kika  de  la  Garza,  Ronald 

2 

the  time  of  Pearl  Harbor.  The  military  lost  most 

3 

Coleman,  Larry  Coabeat,  Henry  B.  Gonzalez,  Lamar 

3 

of  its  glamour  when  I  joined  the  Brown  Shoe  Army 

4 

Smith,  Toa  DeLay,  Albert  Bustamante,  Martin  Prost, 

4 

Air  Corp. 

5 

Mike  Andrews,  Richard  Armey  and  Solcmon  Ortiz. 

5 

I  know  something  of  the  problem  of 

6 

The  evidence  is  clear.  The  Abilene 

6 

decent  housing  for  dependents  in  the  cities 

? 

community  wants  and  supports  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

7 

crowded  by  servicemen. 

8 

Garrison. 

8 

1  felt  some  of  the  treatment  as  a 

9 

As  your  Congressman  and  as  a  citizen  I 

9 

second  class  citizen  by  some  local  civilians  who 

10 

enthusiastically  encourage  the  selection  of  Dyess 

10 

seemed  primarily  interested  in  making  a  buck. 

11 

Air  Force  Base  as  home  to  another  integral  part  of 

11 

During  those  difficult  years  Abilene 

12 

our  national  defense  system. 

12 

worked  hard  to  build  a  partnership  with  the 

13 

We  have  every  confidence  that  the  Air 

13 

mi  litary . 

14 

Force  will  consider  all  of  this  strong  evidence 

14 

I  was  here  when  Congressman  Omar 

15 

when  making  the  final  decision. 

15 

Burleson  and  local  officials  dug  the  first  spade 

16 

May  I  put  aside  my  Congressional 

16 

of  dirt  for  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

17 

employee  hat  for  just  a  moment  and  speak  as  a 

17 

We  had  five  military  installations  in 

18 

lifelong  resident  of  the  Abilene  area. 

18 

the  Congressional  district  as  late  as  the  '60s. 

19 

I  am  Dale  Xing.  I  live  at  1649 

19 

Historically  a  honeymoon  with  the 

20 

Washington  Boulevard  here  in  the  city.  Let's  turn 

20 

civilian  population  lasts  for  a  few  months  or  at 

21 

back  the  years  for  just  a  moment. 

21 

the  most  a  few  years. 

22 

1  sat  on  the  cow  lot  fence  over  in 

22 

It  is  not  pleasant  to  try  to  work  out 

23 

Jones  County  with  my  dad  and  watched  the  45th 

23 

many  of  these  local  problems. 

24 

Division  move  to  Darkeley.  All  day  from  dawn  to 

2< 

These  have  always  been  minimal  almost 

25 

dark  the  trucks  rolled  by. 

25 

microscopic  with  Abilene. 
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1 

:  do  not  know  of  a  single  serious 

1 

anywhere  bar  none. 

2 

problem  involving  Abilene  and  Dyess  that  was  not 

2 

COLONEL  riCSHANE:  Than*  you,  Sir. 

3 

solved  at  the  local  level  without  calling  in  the 

3 

Louis  Gee. 

4 

inspector  general  or  anyone  except  local 

4 

MR.  GEE:  Gentlemen,  1  am  Louis  Gee, 

5 

leaders. 

5 

3910  Monticello  Street,  Abilene,  Texas. 

6 

I  want  to  put  in  the  record  that  Fred 

6 

I  would  like  to  cead  into  the  record  a 

7 

Lee  Hughed  has  not  been  the  chairman  of  the 

2 

letter  from  Mr.  Ken  A.  Caperton,  State  Senator, 

8 

Military  Affairs  Committee  of  the  Abilene  Chamber 

8 

District  5,  State  of  Texas. 

9 

ever  since  the  Civil  War. 

9 

"To  the  Secretary  of  Defense,  Dear 

10 

We  have  had  many  great  leaders. 

15 

10 

Secretary,  I  lend  my  support  to  the  selection  of 

11 

Oliver  Howard,  Dub  Wright  made  great 

11 

Dyess  Air  Force  Bace  as  the  site  for  the 

12 

contributions. 

12 

Peacekeeper  NX  Missile  Rail  Garrison. 

13 

Fred  Lee  will  hasten  to  add  the  names 

13 

"The  Abilene  community  wholeheartedly 

14 

of  many  local  men  and  women  who  have  spent  their 

14 

supports  selection  of  their  area  as  the  site  for 

15 

own  money  and  worked  long  hard  hours  to  keep  the 

15 

the  MX  missile  which  is  consistent  with  their 

16 

Dyess/Abi tene  partnership  the  very  be3t  in  the 

16 

general  patronage  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  existing 

17 

enti re  nation. 

17 

status  as  the  site  for  other  nuclear  weapons  such 

18 

One  very  important  testimony  for  uo 

18 

as  the  B-47,  the  0-52  and  the  B-l. 

19 

comes  from  the  thousands  of  Air  Force  personnel 

19 

"1  appreciate  your  consideration. 

20 

all  over  the  world  who  want  to  come  to  Oyecs  at 

20 

Sincerely,  Kent  A.  Caperton.* 

21 

their  very  first  opportunity. 

21 

Thank  you. 

22 

Our  country  needs  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

22 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

23 

Garrison.  The  Air  Force  needs  Dyess  to  house  the 

23 

The  next  individuals  would  be  Jia 

24 

Rail  Garrison  and  Dyess  need6  Abilene  to  have  the 

24 

Heaney  and  Brad  Cheves. 

25 

best  support  that  can  be  given  by  any  community 

25 

NR.  HEANEY :  Good  evening.  Colonel 
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HcSham  and  members.  ®y  name  is  Jin  Heaney.  I  an 
a  resident  of  Abilene,  Texas. 

I  have  a  letter  written  to  the 
Honorable  Prank  Carlucci  from  Hugh  Parmer,  Senator 
Hugh  Parmer  of  District  12  in  Port  Worth. 

’Dear  Mr.  Secretary,  I  am  writing  in 
support  of  locating  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison 
at  Dyess  Air  force  Base,  Abilene,  Texas. 

"For  many  years  Texas  and  Texans  have 
dedicated  themselves  to  the  full  support  of  the 
United  States  military. 

'Texas  is  blessed  with  many  highly 
skilled  civilians  and  service  personnel  who  call 
Texas  hone. 

'Among  those  sites  which  have  deep 
roots  and  long  ties  to  Texas  and  the  defense 
system  of  the  United  States  is  Dyess  Air  force 
Ba-e. 

"At  Oyess  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  would  find  a  suitable  home.  1  think 
Dyess  is  logical  as  well  as  economical  and 
effective  since  it  is  a  strategic  military 
installation  and  readily  accessible  to  170,000 
miles  of  rail  lines. 

"I  would  hope  that  the  people  of 
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1/1; 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force  0a3e 

1  2 

at  Abilene,  Texas. 

i 

"The  Department  of  Defense  could  not 

4 

find  a  more  supportive  community  for  this  program. 

S 

"Abilene  has  hao  a  long  history  of 

6 

community  and  military  cooperation  and  this 

7 

project  would  be  no  different. 

a 

"There  is  no  question  that  the  Dyess 

9 

Air  Force  Base  location  meets  the  technical  needs 

10 

for  the  program. 

11 

"This  defense  system  is  vital  to  our 

12 

national  interest  and  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  would 

13 

be  an  ideal  location  for  a  defense  system  of  this 

14 

nature. 

IS 

"Sincerely  yours.  Bob  Hunter." 

16 

Further  I  would  like  to  report  that  we 

17 

will  submit  for  the  record  several  letters,  many 

18 

letters  from  state  representatives  from  all  across 

19 

Texas  representing  all  geographic  regions,  north. 

20 

south,  east  and  west. 

21 

I  will  submit  the  letters  but  I  would 

22 

like  to  read  the  list  of  those  representatives. 

23 

Community  leaders  and  citizens  will  be 

24 

reading  other  letters  that  will  be  submitted  later 

2$ 

in  the  hearing,  but  for  the  record.  State 

Abilene  and  all  of  Texas  could  look  to  you  to 
recognize  the  historical  support  we  have 
provided  to  the  United  States  military  and  note 
that  the  Peacemaker  Rail  Garrison  should  be 
located  at  Dyess. 

“Thanks  for  your  consideration. 

"Sincerely,  Hugh  Parmer,  Senator  from 
the  12th  District." 

And  i  would  like  for  the  record  that  I 
concur  wholeheartedly  with  the  Senator's 
statement. 

Thank  you. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you.  Sir. 

Brad  Cheves. 

MR.  CHEVES:  Colonel  McShane,  my  name 
is  Brad  Cheves.  I  represent  and  serve  as 
executive  assistant  to  Representative  Bob  Hunter, 
State  Representative  of  District  79. 

The  District  is  primarily  made  up  of 
the  City  of  Abilene  and  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

I  would  like  to  read  for  the  record  a 
letter  from  Mr.  Hunter  and  have  some  comments 
following  the  reading  of  the  letter. 

"Dear  Hr.  Secretary,  I  am  pleased  to 
wholeheartedly  endorse  the  placement  of  the 
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Representatives  Jerry  Beauchamp,  Speaker  Pro 
Tempore  Hugo  Berlanga,  Prank  Collazo, 
Representative  Robert  Early,  Robert  Eckels, 

Orlando  Garcia,  John  Gavin,  Gerald  Geistweidt,  Ron 
Givens,  Kent  Grusendorf,  Lena  Guerrero,  Jack 
Harris,  Dudley  Harrison,  Jim  Horn,  Ron  Louis,  Jim 
McWilliams,  Bob  Helton,  Hike  Mil  leap,  Alex  Moreno, 
Anna  Mowery,  A.  R.  Ovard.  Jim  Parker,  L.  P. 
Patterson,  Glenn  Repp,  Jim  Rudd,  Sam  Russell, 
Robert  Saunders,  Curtis  Seidlits,  Larry  Don  Shaw, 
Hugh  D.  Shine,  Richard  Smith,  John  Smlthee,  Monte 
Stewart,  Mark  Stiles,  Jim  Tallas,  M.  A.  Taylor, 
Barry  Telford,  Keith  Valigura,  Richard  Waterfield, 
Foster  Whaley,  Steven  Nolens,  Jerry  Yost,  and 
Robert  Earley. 

I  think  you  will  find  '.heee  letters  to 
be  most  supportive  and  indicative  of  the  support 
the  whole  State  of  Texas  is  giving  to  this 
project.  I  would  subnit  these. 

And  further  I  would  like  to  also 
report  for  the  Congressional  Record  that  Mr.  Dale 
King  has  been  the  17th  District  Congressional  aide 
since  the  Civil  War. 

Thank  you,  sir. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Now,  you  nay  have 
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noticed  that  all  of  the  folks  who  have  spoken  so 
far  are  representatives  of  public  officials  or  the 
public  officials  themselves  and  the  balance  of  the 
cards  that  1  have  here  did  not  indicate  any  public 
title  or  anything  like  that,  so  if  we  don’t  have 
it  and  somebody  is  a  public  official  that  didn't 
put  it  down,  you  will  be  nixed  in  with  the  rest  of 
the  other  individuals  here,  and  what  they  did  is 
they  collected  all  of  these  cards  and  then  they 
shuffled  then,  so  I  am  just  going  to  call  then  out 
in  the  order  that  I  have  then  and  ask  again  three 
people  to  come  forward  at  a  time,  and  I  will  start 
with  Dr.  Paul  Jungraeyer,  Roger  Stone  and  Tin  Rice 
McClarty. 

DR.  JUNGMEYSR:  Colonel  McShane,  I  am 
Paul  Jungraeyer.  I  live  at  1149  Hollis  here  in 
Abilene. 

I  am  vice-president  for  Academic 
Affairs  and  dean  of  the  college  at  McMurry 
College.  7  an  also  president  of  the  Abilene 
Rotary  Club. 

Colonel  McShane,  gentlemen,  I  wish  to 
make  a  statement  this  evening  in  support  of  the 
deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at 
Dyess  Air  Porce  Base. 
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Thank  you. 

COLONEL  nCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

Roger  Stone. 

MR.  STONE:  I  am  Roger  Stone.  My 
wife,  Betty  and  I  are  managers  of  LaQuinta  Motor 
Inn,  and  we  live  at  the  same  location  sometimes 
unfortunately,  but  we  are  there. 

I  am  also  president  of  the  Hotel/tlotel 
Association,  and  I  feel  proud  and  honored  to  have 
the  opportunity  here  tonight  to  come  in  and  say 
and  tell  you  gentlemen  that  you  have  the  full 
support  from  the  Hotel/Hotcl  Association. 

Being  an  ex-serviceman  myself  for 
several  years,  I  didn't  have  the  beard  at  the 
time,  my  hair  wa3  a  little  shorter,  my  last  four 
years  I  was  with  the  Hike  Hercules. 

I  understand  the  need  and  the 
importance  of  a  national  defense. 

Unfortunately  there  is  no  way  that  we 
have  found  yet  today  that  we  can  guarantee  peace, 
and  we  have  to  increase  and  enlarge  our  defense. 

in  just  finalizing,  defense  is 
probably  like  our  Super  Bowl.  The  winners  come 
out  with  the  beat  offers*  and  defense,  and  we  all 


McMut  ry  College  is  especially  proud  of 
the  relationship  that  it  has  had  with  Dyess  Air 
Porce  Base. 

Por  three  decades  McMurry  College  has 
delivered  undergraduate  instruction  to  the  men  and 
women  of  Dyess. 

The  relationship  between  McMurry  and 
Dyess  has  been  exceptionally  harmonious.  We  at 
HcHurry  College  feel  a  special  responsibility 
toward  these  students  because  of  the  significant 
and  unique  role  they  play  in  defending  our 
nation's  freedoms. 

McMurry  has  attempted  during  nearly 
the  30  years  of  our  relationship  at  Dyess  to  be 
sensitive  to  the  educational  needs  of  Dyess 
personnel  whether  it  be  scheduling  of  courses  at 
times  which  permit  airmen  and  air  women  to 
accommodate  their  work  schedules  or  offering 
programs  and  courses  which  are  needed. 

McMurry  College  wishes  to  pledge  to 
continue  its  philosphic  commitment  to  Dyess  and  to 
the  Air  Porce  and  to  commit  moreover  what 
resources  are  required  to  enlarge  if  need  be  the 
McMurry  College/Dyes6  program  in  the  event  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  is  deployed  at  Dyess  Air 
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1 

want  to  win  the  Super  Bowl,  so  we  are  just  happy 

2 

to  have  the  opportunity  to  have  you  here. 

3 

Thank  you. 

4 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sit. 

5 

Mr.  HcClarty. 

6 

MR.  MCCLARTY:  My  name  iE  Tim 

7 

McClarty.  I  am  an  architect  here  in  Abilene.  I 

8 

represent  the  American  Institute  of  Architects 

9 

here  in  Abilene,  Texas.  I  am  the  president. 

10 

I  aleo  represent  another  group  of 

11 

people,  my  family. 

12 

I  have  three  children,  my  wife,  and  we 

13 

have  lived  m  this  town  since  19S2  when  I  was  born 

14 

hece. 

15 

I  am  not  going  to  endorse  any  program 

16 

at  all  that  would  jeopardize  my  family. 

1  17 

I  endorse  this  program.  I  love  this 

20 1  is 

town.  I  love  the  people  in  this  town,  and  we  want 

19 

this  program  here. 

20 

Thank  you. 

21 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you. 

22 

The  next  three  individuals,  Peter 

23 

Velasquez,  Hal  Flanders  and  Brad  Helbert. 

24 

NS.  VELASQUEZ:  My  name  is  Maria 

25 

| 

Velasquez ,  and  I  live  at  2910  south  22nd. 
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1 

I  have  lived  there  for  the  pest  33 

1 

are  defective  and  who  knows  we  might  be  wiped  out 

2 

years,  I  swan  in  Abilene. 

2 

from  the  first  -  from  the  face  of  the  earth  not  by 

3 

Hy  concern  is  that  as  a  citizen  and  a 

3 

the  Russians  but  by  our  own  defense  contractors 

- 

4 

taxpayer  I  an  very  much  concerned  is  what  is 

4 

that  have  sabotaged  our  system. 

5 

happening  lately  with  our  defense  contractors. 

5 

Thank  you. 

6 

It  looks  like  we  have  been  sabotaged 

6 

COLONEL  HCS11ANE:  Thank  you. 

4 

7 

from  within.  Our  contract,  our  defense  weapons 

7 

Hal  Flanders. 

21 

8 

are  defective  so  how  can  we  accept  responsibility 

8 

HR.  FLANDERS:  We  have  been  reminded 

i 

9 

for  something  this  enornous  to  be  traveling  among 

9 

of  our  purpose  here,  environmental  concerns,  not 

10 

our  cities  and  the  United  states. 

10 

moral  issues. 

11 

Also,  let  me  say  that  I  am  for  strong 

11 

We  were  similarly  cautioned  at  the 

12 

defense.  I  am  a  taxpayer.  I  have  never,  neither 

12 

previous  meeting. 

13 

I  or  any  member  of  my  family  have  ever  operated 

13 

At  that  meeting  some  35  people  spoke. 

14 

with  tax  exempt  bonds. 

14 

Of  those  some  26  people  supported  the  proposal 

15 

I  am  not  a  tax  dodger.  I  pay  my 

15 

with  patriotic  speeches  but  no  environmental 

16 

taxes.  If  you  take  a  survey  of  some  of  the  people 

16 

concerns . 

17 

that  support  this  defense  weapons,  most  of  them 

17 

Nine  others  concerned  about  the  impact 

18 

will  operate  with  tax  exempt  bonds,  will  invest  in 

18 

of  this  proposal  on  the  health  of  the  world  also 

i 

19 

tax  exempt  bonds,  therefore  I  believe  that  they 

19 

spoke. 

i 

20 

are  not  operating  or  supporting  a  strong  defense 

20 

Of  these  only  one  environmental 

21 

like  I  and  my  family  are. 

21 

question  was  specifically  addressed  affecting  the 

22 

My  only  concern  is  that  we  should  pay 

22 

health  of  the  planet. 

close  att^nMon  who  wc  award  a-.J  trirt  the.'-e 

23 

That  item  dealt  with  porneides  and 

24 

weapons  to  because  let's  face  it  the  truth  is  that 

22 

24 

biocides  both  used  frequently  in  construction  and 

25 

the  biggest  and  most  expensive  weapons  we  have  now 

25 

maintenance  by  contractors  and  railroads. 
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1 

1  fail  to  find  reference  to  this 

1 

undesirable  in  my  view  at  least  we  6hould  be  firm 

2 

practices  nor  intentions  to  discourage  them  in  the 

2 

in  our  conviction  that  our  planet  should  be 

3 

draft . 

3 

safeguarded  by  taking  all  of  the  precautions  we 

4 

At  least  two  classes  of  possible  abuse 

4 

know  how  to  do  ir.  the  process. 

5 

exist. 

5 

2  would  like  to  see  this  addressed. 

6 

During  construction  affecting 

6 

COLONEL  liCSHAHE :  Colonel  Walsh,  did 

7 

biological  water  and  air  quality  as  by  now  even 

7 

you  have  a  --  all  right. 

9 

the  uninformed  are  aware. 

8 

Brad  Helbert. 

9 

Applications  of  biocides  and 

9 

HR.  HELBERT:  I  am  Brad  Helbert, 

10 

pesticides  to  the  railroad  rights  of  way  widely 

10 

executive  director  of  the  West  Central  Texas 

11 

done  already  and  not  likely  to  reduce  in  the  face 

11 

Council  of  Governments. 

12 

of  concern  about  possible  sabotage  or  terrorism. 

12 

I  reside  at  1910  Willow  Drive.  I  have 

13 

Increasing  water  pollution  and  air 

13 

just  placed  on  the  table  letters  from  30  of  the 

i 

14 

quality  reduction  is  being  reflected  in  growing 

14 

elected  officials  including  county  judges,  mayors. 

t 

15 

numbers  of  people  labeled  as  the  environmentally 

IS 

city  council  members  and  commissioners  from 

16 

HI. 

16 

throughout  our  19  counties. 

< 

17 

These  unfortunates  stand  in  the 

17 

Many  of  our  elected  officials  are  here 

18 

position  of  the  canary  to  the  coal  miner  who 

18 

tonight  to  share  with  you  their  dreams  for  the  big 

19 

watched  the  birds  carefully  while  in  the  mine. 

19 

country. 

20 

If  the  birds  fell  eick  the  miners  ran. 

20 

Also  a  resolution  from  the  Council  of 

21 

The  envi  romental  ly  ill  are  sick  because  of  the 

21 

Governments  which  it,  a  political  subdivision  of 

22 

poisons  we  are  spreading  without  being 

22 

the  state  made  up  voluntarily  of  the  government 

X 

23 

sufficiently  aware  of  the  long-term  impact. 

23 

bodies  of  this  area. 

24 

If  the  decision  maker  decides  to  go 

24 

We  have  something  like  60  school 

4 

25 

ahead  with  the  system  both  unnecessary  and 

25 

districts  represented  on  out  board,  19  counties, 

■< 

4 

i 

1 

1 


i 


3-46 


DOCUMENT  502 


56  cities,  soil  and  water  conservation  districts, 
hospital  districts,  water  authorities  and  others. 

We  would  like  for  you  to  take 
seriously  the  fact  that  the  8-1  bomber  and  also 
the  Rail  Garrison  not  only  is  housed  in  Dyess  but 
it  plays  in  the  back  yards  of  the  counties  across 


They  welcome  you  here.  They  do  not 
dread  the  Items  that  have  been  mentioned  but  look 
forward  to  what  can  happen  when  we  join  together 
as  brothers. 

bet  me  share  with  you  a  few  other 
items.  Abi lentans  and  the  Big  Country  have  always 
had  a  unique  position  in  the  defense  of  our 
nation. 

Ooginning  with  the  outpost  of  Fort 
Phantom  Hill  m  the  mid  1800s  and  in  the  more 
recent  times  Camp  Barkeley  in  the  ’40s  then  came 
Dyess  in  the  '50s  and  the  Nike  missiles  in  the 
’60s  and  now  we  welcome  the  B-l  bomber,  and  we 
wish  to  extend  to  you  a  welcome  to  the  Rail 
Garrison. 

In  the  1850s  a  young  man  stationed  at 
Fort  Phantom  sent  a  letter  to  his  fiancee  in  the 
east  and  said  that  God  did  not  intend  for  this 
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to  consider  the  findings  of  the  Environmental 
impact  Statement  on  this  program  which  indicates 
that  Abilene's  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  would  be  one 
of  the  best  possible  sites  for  a  Rail  Garrison 


"I  enthusiastically  support  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  and  am  confident 
that  the  Congress  will  appreciate  the  benefits  of 
this  significant  addition  to  our  overall  national 


"The  citizens  of  the  state  of  Texas 
are  proud  of  the  role  we  play  in  preserving  our 
national  security  and  look  forward  to  this 
opportunity  to  make  additional  contributions. 

"Sincerely,  William  P.  Clements,  Jr., 


I  have  one  other  one  from  nr.  Gibson 
D.  Gib  Lewis,  the  speaker  of  the  Texas  House  of 
Representatives,  also  addressed  to  the  Secretary 


"r  want  to  add  my  name  to  others  who 
have  voiced  their  support  of  Dyess  Air  Porce  Base 
in  Abilene,  Texas  as  the  site  for  the  Peacekeeper 


"It  is  my  understanding  that  the 


vast  land  to  be  inhabited  by  man  but  people  who 
had  courage  dreamed,  had  a  dream  and  the  fortitude 
to  fight  the  hardships  and  came  forward  to  carve  a 
home  in  our  western  land. 

Today,  the  tenacity  of  our  forebearers 
lives  on  in  us.  We  are  a  red,  white  and  blue  flag 
waving  group  of  citizens  and  we  welcome  the 
defense  of  our  nation  to  be  placed  m  our  hands. 

We  promise  you  a  barbecue  fest  and  not 


COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you.  Sir. 

I  next  call  on  Fred  Lee  Hughes,  John 
S.  Conner  and  Grady  Barr. 

MR.  HUGHES:  Colonel  IlcShane  and 
members  of  the  panel,  I  am  Fred  Lee  Hughes.  I 
live  at  1462  Woodland  Trail. 

I  am  an  Aggie,  car  jockey,  banker  and 
a  former  mayor,  and  even  though  I  may  look  like  I 
have  been  chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs 
Committee  since  the  Civil  War  it  really  has  only 
been  about  ten  years. 

I  have  two  letters  of  which  I  would 
like  to  read  to  you  in  part.  One  is  from  the 
office  of  the  governor  in  Austin,  Texas. 

His  last  paragraph  says,  *l  urge  you 
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Abilene  site  is  the  only  Air  Porce  Base  in  Texas 
to  make  this  short  list. 

"I  am  confident  that  you  will  be 
impressed  with  the  local  and  state  support  during 
your  public  hearing  in  Abilene. 

'The  people  of  West  Texas  look  forward 
to  continuing  to  serve  their  country's  national 
defense  system. 

“Sincerely,  Gib  Lewis,  Speaker  of  the 
House.  Thank  you." 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 


MR.  CONNER:  I  am  John  E.  Conner.  I 
live  at  2109  River  Oaks.  I  have  lived  in  Abilene 
for  27  years.  I  was  assigned  here  from  France  in 


I  have  flown  combat  in  two  wars  in 
fighters  and  have  found  no  environmental  impact  on 
my  life  in  Abilene. 

My  wife  lives  with  me  and  feels  the 


we  have  raised  four  children  here  and 
sent  them  out  into  the  world.  One  of  them  went 


back  into  the  service. 

I  bring  to  you  a  letter  from  Bill 
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1 

Arnold,  State  Representative  fro®  the  District 

1 

would  even  strengthen  that  support. 

2 

106. 

2 

"We  would  appreciate  a  positive 

3 

This  is  to  the  Honorable  Frank  C. 

3 

response  to  this  important  issue."  Signed  Bill 

4 

Carlucci.  Secretary  of  Defense. 

4 

Arnold. 

5 

'Dear  Mr.  Secretary,  we  are  in  strong 

5 

Thank  you  very  much. 

6 

support  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  the  site  for 

6 

COLONEL  MCSIIAHE :  Thank  you,  sir. 

7 

the  Peacekeeper  missile. 

7 

Nr.  Barr. 

e 

'Our  investigation  has  revealed  that 

8 

HR.  BARR:  Thank  you.  Hy  name  is 

9 

the  community  of  Abilene  as  well  as  the  Chamber  of 

9 

Grady  Barr.  I  live  at  741  Rivercrest  here  in 

10 

Commerce  are. very  supportive  of  this  project  and 

10 

Abi lene. 

li 

have  pledged  their  support  in  the  accomplishment 

11 

I  am  a  family  man.  I  own  and  operate 

12 

of  this  endeavor. 

12 

a  small  business  here.  Dyess  has  and  is  an 

13 

'The  track  record  shows  that  there  has 

13 

integral  part  of  the  City  of  Abilene. 

14 

been  a  long  standing  rapport  between  the  citizens 

14 

Any  addition  to  Dyess  would  be  an 

15 

and  the  military  of  this  city. 

15 

addition  to  the  City  of  Abilene,  and  I  too  would 

16 

"Our  investigation  also  shows  that 

16 

like  to  read  a  portion  of  a  letter  from  Chet 

17 

Abilene  would  rank  very  high  against  the  other 

17 

Brooks,  State  Senator  to  enter  into  evidence. 

10 

nine  sites  being  able  to  utilize  their  existing 

18 

It  is  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 

19 

ratlroad  capacity  in  Texas  for  the  use  of  this 

19 

Defense.  "Texas  proudly  has  been  one  of  the 

20 

particular  strategic  weapon  system. 

20 

leading  states  in  military  activities  since  1845 

21 

"The  State  of  Texas  has  long  been 

21 

and  became  the  birth  place  of  military  aviation 

22 

recognized  as  the  state  that  exhibits  political 

22 

when  Lieutenant  Benjamin  D.  Foulois  flew  an 

23 

support  towards  the  armed  forces. 

23 

airplane,  an  Army  airplane  at  Port  Sam  Houston  on 

24 

"It  is  our  opinion  that  to  locate  the 

24 

March  2,  1910. 

25 

Peacekeeper  Ra •  1  Garrison  at  Dyess  Mr  Force  3ase 

25 

■Citizens  throughout  Texas  have 
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1 

embraced  the  strong  military  presence  in  our  state 

1 

4413.  "Total  MX  related  jobs  would  range  from  464 

2 

and  reciprocation  bv  military  personnel  Is 

2 

in  1390  to  1.175  in  1991  and  stabilize  at  555  in 

3 

evidenced  by  the  large  number  who  make  Texas  their 

3 

1993  and  thereafter.' 

4 

permanent  home  after  they  retire. 

4 

"The  effect  of  the  proposed  action  on 

5 

"Citizens  of  Abilene  have  been 

5 

personal  income  would  range  trorn  10.6  million 

6 

enthusiastic  in  their  support  for  Dyess  Air  Force 

6 

dollars  in  1990  to  26.4  million  dollars  in  1991 

7 

Base  and  they  would  welcome  the  honor  of  being 

7 

and  stabilize  at  10.5  million  dollars  in  1993  and 

8 

home  to  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

8 

thereafter. " 

9 

'I  feel  therefore  that  Dyess  Air  Force 

9 

We  are  talking  about  a  powerful  amount 

10 

Ba3e  would  be  an  excellent  choice  as  site  for  the 

10 

of  money,  and  it  isn’t  hard  for  me  to  understand 

11 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison." 

11 

the  motivations  of  the  local  citizens  testifying 

12 

Thank  you. 

12 

on  behalf  of  the  Rail  Garrison  System. 

13 

COLON  El.  MCSHANE :  Thank  you,  sir. 

13 

They  clearly  care  a  lot  about  the 

14 

Next  would  like  to  call  on  George 

14 

economic  well-being  of  their  community. 

15 

Palmer,  Greg  Shrader  and  David  Week 3. 

15 

I  am  remembering  after  the  scoping 

16 

HR.  PALMER:  Good  evening,  my  name  is 

16 

hearing  in  Hatch  a  conversation  I  had  with  a  local 

17 

George  Palmer.  I  represent  myself  and  the 

17 

businessman  who  testified  in  favor  of  this  system, 

18 

Physician-  i«t  Go-i-,  Responsibility. 

18 

in  favor  of  the  project  who  acknowledged  to  me 

19 

I  live  in  Dallas,  Texas.  I  was  struck 

19 

that  the  merits  of  the  NX  as  a  weapon  didn't  much 

20 

in  the  draft  statement  by  three  sentences  in 

20 

concern  him  but  he  wanted  the  jobs  and  the  money 

21 

particular  which  I  will  quote. 

21 

that  this  project  would  bring  here. 

22 

In  Section  4412,  "Total  employment  in 

22 

One  more  quote  from  Section  4412. 

23 

the  Abilene  area  has  declined  since  1984  mainly 

23 

"The  service,  government  and  trade  sectors  wete 

24 

due  to  a  downturn  in  the  oil  and  gas  industries. " 

24 

the  top  three  employers  in  the  Taylor  County  area 

25 

Then  the  next  two  are  from  Section 

25 

accounting  for  approximately  59  percent  of  the 
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total  employment  in  1980  and  1984.“ 

Wall,  service  doesn't  -  service 
industry  doesn't  generate  money  although  it  does 
redistribute  it. 

Trade  doesn't  generate  money.  It 
redistributes  it.  Government  provides  a  'at  of 
money  to  the  system.  That  is  where  much  of  the 
money  cooes  from. 

Abilene  looks  to  me  like  a  community 
with  a  needle  in  its  arm,  and  through  this  needle 
it  is  c oucsinq  the  narcotic  of  military  spending. 

:  don't  mean  to  be  melodramatic,  but 
you  can  see  the  --  somewhere  this  is  an  edge  in 
the  voices  of  the  people  who  -  the  business 
leaders  and  the  civic  leader,  who  are  testifying 


There  is  just  an  edge  of  desperation. 
They  need  the  money  here.  The  sane  thing  is 
happening  to  Abilene  as  has  happened  to  dozens  of 
communities  around  the  country. 

The  more  military  money  that  flows 
into  a  community  the  less  diverse  over  time  the 
local  economy  becomes  and  the  more  addicted  the 
local  economy  becomes  to  further  infusions  of 
money,  and  it  isn't  hard  to  see  how  citizen?  see 


military  projects  of  this  sort  as  the  HX  as 
useful,  necessary  and  even  patriotic. 

We  have  been  developing  the  HX  since 
1969.  For  the  last  ten  years  Congress,  the 
President  and  military  have  been  trying  to  decide 
what  to  do  with  it. 

The  Air  Force  has  proposed  over  30 
different  basing  modes.  All  of  them  have  been 
discarded  as  either  impractical,  strategically 
unwise  or  too  expensive. 

The  MX  program  has  already  cast  30 
billion  dollars.  The  Rail  Garrison  is  supposed  to 
cost  between  10  and  15  billion. 

!  bet  you  it  will  cost  closer  to  15 
than  to  10.  45  billion  dollars,  we  are  a  country 

that  has  upend  2  trillion  dollars  on  the  military 


Where  does  it  all  end?  I  mean,  what 


The  MX  is  the  perfect  example  of  a 
weapon  system  built  for  military  reasons  -  for 
political  reasons  rather  than  military  reasons. 

There  are  between  four  and  5,000 
contractors  and  subcontractors  for  the  MX  spread 
across  42  states. 
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1 

suited  for  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

i 

about  a  n-le  and  half  south  of  Oyess  with  a  cable 

2 

Garrison  Syn ten. 

2 

tool  rig,  and  since  then  I  have  give  that  area  a 

3 

"Our  railroad  network  in  West  Texas  is 

3 

lot  of  thought  as  you  might  imagine,  and  in  more 

4 

in  good  condition  and  is  access. r ole  for  moving  or 

4 

recent  time  1  have  given  it  sene  additional 

5 

static  deployment. 

5 

thought  as  to  what  impact  you  people  would  have  in 

6 

"The  people  of  the  Abilene  area 

6 

that  area. 

7 

support  th sa  vital  part  of  our  national  defense 

7 

I  notice  chat  Dyesc  as  it  sit6  there 

e 

and  I  join  in  their  enthusiasm  and  support  of  the 

8 

now  has  certainly  been  an  asset  to  the  community. 

9 

mission  with  the  Peacekeeper. 

9 

It  has  not  been  a  drawback  in  any  way  whatsoever. 

10 

"If  there  is  anything  my  office  can  do 

10 

It  is  something  that  you  drive  up  to 

11 

please  call,  We  will  be  happy  to  assist  you  in 

11 

and  if  you  look  at  everything  --  and  by  the  way  I 

12 

your  efforts. 

12 

did  go  to  Texas  AfcM  three  years  in  agronomy  before 

13 

"Chairman*  Jim  Nugent*  Texas  Railroad 

13 

I  got  my  degree  in  petroleum  geolgoy,  so  I  do 

14 

Commission." 

14 

recognize  the  benefits  of  the  soil  as  well  as  the 

15 

Thank  you. 

15 

underground,  and  :  am  sure  you  will  have  no  great 

16 

COLONEL  MCSHANE :  Than*  you. 

16 

impact  on  the  geology  of  this  area. 

17 

The  next  three  individuals  I  call  on 

17 

Our  tectonics  here  are  very  gentle. 

10 

ace  Ueith  'Jells,  Linda  Calcotc  and  Scott  Senter. 

19 

and  it  is  15,  16  mi  let  west  of  here  of  Oyess 

19 

MR.  WELLS :  Colonel  McShane, 

19 

before  you  run  into  any  faulting  or  undue  amount 

20 

gentlemen*  I  appreciate  you  taking  time  to  cone. 

20 

of  fracturing  or  that  type  of  thing,  so  1  think 

21 

By  the  way  I  am  .Teith  Wells  and  live 

21 

you  are  very  safe  as  far  as  the  geology  of  the 

22 

heie  in  Abilene,  downtown  Abilene. 

22 

area  is  concerned. 

23 

i  want  to  say  that  I  am  a  geologist. 

23 

As  to  --  I  want  to  say  this,  when 

24 

I  have  been  ovet  40  years  here  in  Abilene  and  the 

24 

World  War  11  broke  out  I  was  at  Texas  A&M  and  men 

25 

fust  well  I  ever  drilled  in  Taylor  County  was 

25 

like  this  young  man  right  here  had  been  fighting 
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1 

our  development,  and  when  war  broke  out  and  we 

1 

MS.  CALCOTE:  Colonel  McShane,  you 

2 

were  in  full  scale  war,  we  had  absolutely  nothing. 

2 

would  make  a  great  Texan.  The  first  time  you 

3 

'.le  had  nothing. 

3 

pronounced  ray  name  correctly. 

4 

They  had  to  take  the  rifles  from  Texas 

4 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you. 

5 

AIM  that  had  been  abused  there  for  twenty  years  by 

5 

MS.  CALCOTE:  i  am  Linda  Calcote.  I 

6 

all  of  those  Cadets  to  just  give  to  our  soldiers. 

6 

am  a  community  volunteer,  and  I  live  at  3499  Santa 

7 

If  the  Japanese  had  hit  the  West  Coast 

7 

Monica . 

8 

we  would  have  lost  the  war.  I  know  near  the  end 

8 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  Abilene  for 

9 

of  the  war  when  we  were  building  planes  so  fast 

9 

21  years,  and  when  I  brag  about  Abilene  which  is 

10 

and  furious  and  I  was  visiting  with  my  father.  I 

10 

very  often  I  point  out  with  great  pride  that  we 

11 

had  been  wounded  on  Iwo  Jima,  and  I  was  visiting 

11 

are  the  home  of  Dyesc  Air  Force  Base. 

12 

with  my  father  on  a  30  day  convalescent  leave,  and 

12 

Over  the  past  several  years  I  have  had 

13 

a  man  came  up  and  said*  oh,  he  says,  we  ace  just 

13 

the  privilege  of  touring  several  of  our  military 

14 

spending  too  much  money.  Look  at  all  of  those 

14 

Installations  throughout  this  country,  and  I  am 

15 

airplanes  we  was  building,  and  my  father  turned  to 

15 

convinced  that  we  must  have  an  adequate  defense 

16 

him  and  quickly  said,  "Muter*  if  we  build  10,000 

16 

system  if  we  are  to  have  any  hopes  of  continued 

17 

planes  too  many  and  we  like  one  building  enough. 

17 

peace. 

10 

then  that  is  what  we  need  to  think  about." 

18 

we  may  think  that  we  can't  afford  to 

19 

We  welcome  you  here,  and  if  you  think 

19 

spend  more  money  on  defense.  We  can't  afford  not 

20 

that  this  is  a  good  place,  l  guarantee  you  we  will 

20 

to. 

21 

back  you. 

21 

As  we  face  an  election  year,  we  will 

22 

Thank  you. 

22 

often  hear  of  the  need  of  Lousing  for  the  poor. 

23 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

23 

health  care  for  the  needy,  and  a  clean  environment 

24 

Linda  Calcote,  Calcote.  I  hope  I  am 

24 

in  which  to  live,  but  it  is  critical  for  each  of 

25 

not  pronouncing  that  too  badly. 

25 

us  to  realize  that  unless  we  have  a  strong  defense 
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1 

system  foe  thi3  country  we  have  nothing. 

l 

•The  citizens  of  Texas  have  been  very 

2 

I  strongly  support  the  location  of  the 

2 

supportive  of  our  country's  efforts  to  build  a 

3 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

3 

strong  national  security. 

4 

The  sen  and  women  assigned  to  this 

4 

•They  understand  that  a  strong  nuclear 

5 

unit  I  would  welcome  as  my  neighbor  and  my  friend 

5 

defense  is  a  major  deterrent  to  aggressive 

6 

as  we  join  hands  together  toward  the  pursuit  of 

6 

tendencies  by  other  countiies. 

7 

peace  that  will  enable  each  of  us  to  continue 

7 

•Therefore,  they  welcome  the 

8 

living  in  a  free  world. 

8 

opportunity  to  be  a  strategic  part  of  that 

9 

I  would  also  like  to  read  a  letter 

9 

defense.  In  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  !  believe  you 

10 

addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense  from  Don 

10 

have  all  of  the  ingredients  for  a  successful 

11 

Henderson  a  member  of  the  Texas  Senate  from 

11 

installation  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

12 

District  7. 

12 

"I  sincerely  hope  that  you  will  give 

13 

A  portion  of  this  letter  states. 

13 

it  every  consideration.  Sincerely  yours,  Don 

14 

•Dyess  Air  force  Base  is  situated  in  a  strategic 

14 

Henderson. " 

IS 

location  for  quick  and  easy  dispersion  of  the 

15 

Colonel  KcShane  and  ciii-tinguisnec 

16 

missiles  should  the  need  arise. 

16 

members  of  this  panel,  I  am  very  glad  that  you  are 

17 

’The  qualities  of  the  base  are  well 

17 

here  tonight  at  Abilene  and  at  Dyesc.  I  hope  you 

18 

known.  It  is  the  community  and  the  state  that  I 

18 

will  come  back  again  and  ■.tay. 

19 

would  like  to  bring  to  your  attention. 

19 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  ma'am. 

20 

"The  people  of  Abilene  and  the 

20 

Scott  Senter. 

21 

military  community  have  a  long  history  of 

21 

MR.  SENTER:  Colonel  and  distinguished 

22  j 

cooperation  and  concern  for  each  other. 

22 

panel,  i/e  appreciate  you  being  in  Abilene,  Texas. 

23  ! 

"The  base  was  established  due  to  a 

23 

My  name  is  Scott  Senter,  and  I  am  in 

24 

community  effort  at  the  beginning.  The  people  arc 

24 

the  real  estate  business  here  locally. 

25 

proud  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

25 

I  was  born  and  raised  here  in  Abilene, 
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1 

Texas  and  went  off  to  go  to  school  and  Chore  to 

1 

Rail  Garrison  now. 

2 

move  back  because  this  is  a  town  that  loves  the 

2 

"I  support  the  battle  strategic 

3 

military. 

3 

piogram  in  its  location  in  Abilene.  Sincerely, 

4 

We  appreciate  what  you  folks  do  for 

4 

John  Leedom,"  and  this  was  addressed  to  the 

5 

our  country.  We  want  you  to  continue  doing  what 

5 

Secretary  of  Defense  Carlucci. 

6 

you  are  doing  so  well. 

6 

Thank  you  guys  for  your  time,  and  come 

7 

We  would  like  to  support  the  idea  of 

7 

back  and  see  us  and  come  eat  some  barbecue. 

8 

the  second  possible  site  on  Dyess.  That  north  end 

8 

COLONEL  MCSMA‘12:  Thank  you. 

9 

of  Dyess  looks  like  it  may  have  some  merit  as 

9 

I  next  would  like  to  coll  on  Karl 

10 

opposed  to  the  south  end.  and  we  would  like  that 

10 

I.'a r renbrock,  John  Turner  and  Kathy  Estes, 

u 

to  be  explored  while  the  committee  is  doing  that. 

11 

HR.  KARREN3ROC;: :  Colonel  McShane, 

12 

and  I  would  also  like  to  support  that  we  had  a  lot 

12 

gentlemen,  I  am  here  in  a  dual  capacity  as  a 

13 

of  extra  barbecue  this  last  year,  and  we  need  some 

13 

member  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee  at  the 

14 

more  people  down  here  to  help  eat  that  barbecue, 

14 

Chamber  of  Commerce  and  also  as  a  private  citizen. 

15 

and  we  need  the  Rail  Garrison  in  Abilene,  Texas. 

15 

I  would  like  to  t ead  portions  of  a 

16 

I  would  like  to  read  a  letter  into  the 

16 

letter  from  Senator  Grant  Jones,  the  mcimbent 

17 

record  from  John  Leedom,  Senate  District  16  in 

17 

Senator  of  District  24,  State  of  Texas. 

18 

Da  1  1  a  3 ,  Te  xa  s . 

18 

"Abilene  has  consistently  been 

19 

It  says,  "The  peace  of  our  nation  and 

19 

supportive  of  our  nation's  nuclear  deterrent 

20 

its  security  is  important  to  the  people  of  Texas. 

20 

forces.  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  was  built  on  land 

21 

“Dyess  Air  Porce  Base  is  one  of  the 

33 

21 

contributed  to  the  Air  Force  by  the  community  and 

22 

ten  sites  in  the  country  being  considered  for  the 

22 

a  clo3e  cooperative  relationship  continues  to  be 

23 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

23 

fostered  by  the  community  as  a  whole  with  the 

24 

"Dyess  is  housing  a  portion  of  our 

24 

personnel  and  the  purpose  of  the  forces  stationed 

25 

nuclear  forces  and  ready  to  add  the  Peacekeeper 

25 

at  Dyess. 

32 
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“The  people  of  Abilene  have  probably 
worked  harder  on  base  community  relations  than  any 
other  municipality  similarly  situated  in  the 


"The  Air  Force  has.  on  several 
occasions  brought  civilians  in  from  other 
locations  to  see  what  an  excellent  job  Abilene  has 
done  in  maintaining  an  atmosphere  of  respect  and 
support  for  its  military  installation .  • 

And  on  a  personal  note,  just  about  IS 
years  ago,  I  came  to  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  and  my 
family  came  to  Abilene. 

1  came  as  an  active  duty  Lieutenant 
Colonel  Air  Force  chief  of  personnel  at  Dyess  Air 


Shortly  after  I  arrived  I  was  asked  to 
serve  on  the  oudget  panel  of  the  United  Way  of 


Subsequently  I  was  invited  to  become  a 
member  of  the  Civic  Club.  From  that  I  became  a 
member  of  the  board  of  directors,  of  Abilene  Health 
and  Daycare  Center  on  the  elderly. 

Prom  there  I  became  a  member  of  the 
Boys  Club,  served  as  president  of  that  board  and 
currently  serve  as  the  president  of  the  Abilene 


Council  on  Alcohol  and  Drug  Abuse. 

I  mention  these  things  only  to 
underscore  how  readily,  how  quickly  and  how 
thoroughly  Abilene  assimilates  the  military  into 
the  community. 


COLONEL  MCSHAJIE :  Thank  you,  sir. 


HR.  TURNER:  Thank  you.  Colonel, 
distinguished  panel,  my  name  is  John  E.  Turner.  1 
live  at  1817  Jackson. 

I  have  been  a  resident  of  Abilene 
approximately  3$  years.  I  helped  dedicate  Dyess 
Air  Force  Base  when  it  became  Dyess  Air  Force 


1  am  in  the  broadcasting  business  and 
have  worked  with  the  Air  Force  people  at  Dyess  for 
■any,  many  years  on  many  projects,  and  we 
certainly  are  in  favor  of  the  MX  Peacekeeper 
missile  being  based  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base. 

The  people  of  Abilene  have  for  many 
years  wanted  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  and  have  through 
the  years  wanted  a  strong  national  defense. 

We  had  the  Atlas  missile  here  many 
years  ago,  so  let's  move  forward  with  the  MX 
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Peacekeeper  Rail  damson  System  and  be  ready  to 
stand  to  meet  any  aggressor  that  might  cone  our 


COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir 


MR.  JOHNSON:  Gentlemen,  welcome  here 
tonight.  My  name  is  Lance  Johnson.  I  live  at 
4626  Stonehedge  here  in  Abilene,  Texas. 

I  am  with  Ben  E.  Keith  Company,  and  we 
would  like  to  thank  you  for  considering  Dyess  Ait 


MS.  BSTi’S :  Colonel  McShane,  member? 
of  the  panel,  I  am  jfraid  that  I  don't  have  a 
letter  to  read..  .  don't  have  a  eloquent  speech  to 


I  don't  even  have  a  dissertation 
prepared.  I  just  have  one  statement  that  I  would 
like  to  make  on  behalf  of  myself  and  the  Catclav 
Chapter  of  the  American  Businesswomen's 
Association,  and  that  is  that  we  welcome  the 
prospects  of  having  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
in  Abilene  and  give  our  support  to  this  project. 

We  feel  that  the  Peacekeeper  will  be 
an  important  part  of  our  nation's  defense  system, 
and  we  are  proud  to  be  part  of  a  community  which 
would  aid  and  support  such  a  mission. 


COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you. 

I  would  next  like  to  call  on  Lance 


Johnson,  James  Aneff  and  Bill  Wright. 


As  an  Abilenian  I  am  proud  to  have 
Dyess  as  part  of  our  city,  and  I  am  in  100  percent 
support  of  this  project. 

At  this  time  I  would  like  to  read  a 
letter  from  the  Attorney  General  of  the  State  of 


“Dear  Secretary  Carlucci,  The  purpose 
of  this  letter  is  to  support  the  application  of 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base  as  a  possible  site  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison. 

“Throughout  the  years  Dyess  Air  Force 
Base  has  done  a  fine  job  for  the  United  States  of 
America  and  the  people  of  Abilene  have  been 
strongly  supportive  of  each  and  every  program 
which  has  been  conducted  by  the  Air  Force. 

“I  would  appreciate  your  consideration 
and  support  on  behalf  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  in 
locating  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess. 

“Thank  you  very  much  for  your 
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consideration  and  support,  Jin  Mattox,  Attorney 
General  for  the  State  of  Texas.' 

Thank  you. 

COLONEL  nCSHAUE:  Thank  you. 

Janes  Aneff. 

HR.  WIEPF:  Good  evening,  gentlemen. 

My  name  is  James  Aneff. 

I  live  at  3210  Curry  Lane  here  in 
Abilene,  and  I  cone  as  a  private  citizen. 

I  would  like  to  say  that  I  support 
this  project,  and  I  think  that  many  people  and 
many  of  my  friends  in  the  community  and  the 
surrounding  area  support  it  likewise. 

i  would  like  to  specifically  say  that 
for  more  than  50  years  people  in  this  cooounity 
have  supported  the  defense  of  our  nation  and  have 
welcomed  the  military  into  our  community. 

fly  family  has  been  here  almost  100 
years,  and  I  can  remember  my  grandparents  telling 
me  when  Camp  Barkeley  was  established  and  the 
soldiers  came  out  here  during  World  War  1!  and 
would  drive  past  our  hone  that  oftentimes  they 
would  come  into  the  community,  and  there  was  a  lot 
of  support  back  then. 

I  didn't  realize  what  they  were 
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1 

support  the  United  States. 

2 

I  would  also  like  to  3tate  that  there 

3 

are  a  number  of  heroes  that  live  here  in  Abilene, 

4 

men  such  as  Keith  Wells  who  spoke  earlier  was  a 

5 

commander  who  helped  capture  Ira  Jima. 

6 

John  Conner  who  fought  on  -  who  flew 

7 

on  the  first  missions  into  Prance  in  World  War  11 

B 

in  the  invasion  of  Normandy. 

9 

There  are  people  like  this  who  live 

10 

here  because  they  like  Abilene,  they  like  our 

11 

community,  and  they  like  what  we  stand  for,  so  we 

12 

welcome  you  and  hope  that  you  will  give  vs  a  lot 

13 

of  consideration. 

14 

Thank  you. 

15 

COLONEL  MCSIIAUE :  Thank  you.  sir. 

16 

Bill  Wright. 

17 

MR.  WRIGHT:  Thank  you.  Colonel 

18 

McShane. 

19 

I  am  Bill  Wright.  I  live  at  1473 

20 

Woodland  Trail  here  in  Abilene. 

21 

I  am  a  businessman  and  an  ordained 

22 

environmentalist,  and  I  would  like  to  address  some 

23 

comments  to  the  Section  44  -  4.4.12  in  the 

24 

cultural  section. 

25 

One  of  the  statements  sayu  —  first  of 

38  » 


talking  about  until  I  went  away  to  school  in  the 
north  at  the  University  of  Michigan,  and  I  met  a 
doctor  who  had  been  stationed  at  Camp  Barkeley  and 
told  me  about  the  relationship  that  he  had  from 
the  citizens  of  the  community  of  Abilene  to  the 
soldiers  at  that  time. 

My  father-in-law  who  happens  to  still 
be  my  father-in-law  was  an  electrical  engineer  who 
helped  build  Camp  Barkeley  by  putting  in  a  lot  of 
the  electrical  equipment  throughout  the  base  at 
that  time. 

He  has  related  many  stones  of  the 
community  and  the  support  of  the  citizens  back  in 
the  '40s  to  the  military,  and  I  would  like  to 
assure  you  today  we  still  have  this  same  type  of 
support  for  the  military  in  our  community. 

I  am  a  past  president  of  the  Southwest 
Abilene  Rotary  Club,  and  I  would  like  you  to  know 
that  for  many  years  we  have  honored  the  men  and 
women  at  Dyess  Air  Force  Base  who  are  the  pride 
airmen  and  HCO  of  the  quarter  by  providing  a 
special  program  for  them  to  honor  them  for  their 
work  that  they  do  in  the  defense  of  our  country. 

He  do  this  out  of  a  pride  that  we  have 
for  our  country  and  for  the  men  and  the  women  that 
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all,  let  me  say  that  !  concur  with  the  findings  of 
the  report  with  regard  to  the  environmental 
impacts  in  the  Dyess  area. 

Certainly  they  are  minimal  and  the 
statement  that  I  would  like  to  refer  to  goes  as 
follows,  "While  data  recovery  is  possible, 
avoidance  of  archeological  sites  that  might  be 
found,  avoidance  is  preferred  because 
technological  advances  m  the  discipline  will 
permit  future  researchers  ..o  make  more  effective 
use  of  the  resources." 

Taking  that  statement  )ust  the  way  it 
Bounds  would  indicate  that  if  cultural  remains 
were  found  in  an  investigation,  an  archeological 
investigation  of  Dyess  that  the  capability  of 
deciphering  those  resources  would  be  better  left 
to  future  generations,  and  I  have  here  a  letter 
from  Bob  Maloof  who  is  the  Texas  State 
Archeologist,  and  I  would  like  to  quote  just  a 
portion  of  that  letter  and  then  1  will  present  it 
as  evidence. 

"The  reference  on  page  34  having  to  do 
with  avoidance  of  sites  is  a  standard  approach 
used  in  archeology  these  days.  It  simply  means 
that  when  possible  archeological  sites  should  be 
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left  alone  rather  than  be  unnecessarily  impacted 
by  construction. 

"It  does  not  mean  that  archeologists 
do  not  have  the  expertise  currently  to  mitigate 
the  impact  of  science  due  to  construction 


I  do  point  out  that  the  cultural 
returns  in  this  particular  area  are  very 


Certainly  we  don't  have  a  Chaco  Canyon 
or  a  Matthew's  Peak  in  this  particular  area,  and 
we  think  that  as  a  member  of  the  Archeological 
Committee  of  the  Texas  Historical  Foundation,  I 
can  tell  you  that  in  my  opinion  that  we  don't  have 
a  problem  with  archeological  cultural  remains. 

I  think  the  remainder  of  the 

report  speaks  for  itself.  I  concur  with  it,  and  a 
pe.son  a  little  earlier  said  where  does  it  end, 
what  is,  the  point. 

I  would  like  to  speak  personally  for  a 
moment.  Last  year,  a  year  ago,  r  had  occasion  to 
be  in  Prague,  Czechoslovakia,  and  I  was  having  a 
meeting  with  a  Czech  official  in  his  office,  and  I 
asked  him  a  question. 

1  was  pleased  that  there  seemed  to  be 


DOCUMENT  502 


Texas  March  13,  1942  as  a  brand  new  lieutenant 
from  Fort  Benmng,  Georgia  when  i  reported  into 
Camp  Berkeley  and  since  that  time  my  wife  and  I 
have  been  either  a  part  of  the  military  or 
strongly  supportive  of  it  here  in  Abilene  and 
though  we  strayed  away  for  17  years  to  Mew  York 
when  it  came  time  to  retire  we  headed  back  to 
Abilene  because  it  i3  a  great  place  to  live. 

The  population  probably  has  somewhere 
between  35  and  40  percent  retired  military  or 
families  of  retired  military  becauce  they  find  it 
a  place  that  is  congenial,  amiable,  patriotic  and 
supportive  of  the  things  that  are  for  the  good  of 


He  hope  that  Abilene  will  be  the  site 
of  one  of  the  trains  or  two  of  the  trains  that 
base  the  missile. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  air. 

Tommy  Harendt. 

MR.  HARENDT :  Hi,  I  am  Tommy  Ilarendt, 
and  I  am  reside  at  3110  Broken  Bough  here  in 
Abi ltne. 

I  am  the  current  president  of  the 
Abilene  Home  Builders  Association.  The  tradition 
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a  thawing,  an  improving  of  relations  between  our 
countries,  end  he  said,  "Let's  go  to  lunch,”  and 
he  said,  "I  would  like  to  take  you  to  lunch.” 

He  stepped  out  of  his  office  and  when 
we  were  on  the  street  away  from  anything  he  cays, 
"Let  me  tell  you  something.” 

He  said,  "You  don't  really  know  what 
freedom  is  until  the  tanks  roll  down  your  street," 
and  that  i6  a  sobering  thought,  and  that  is  really 
the  point  of  being  prepared. 

We  thank  you.  We  hope  that  you  chose 
Abilene.  I  can't  comment  on  the  validity  of  the 
syst  em . 

Others  have  to  do  that,  but  if  you 
build  it,  Abilene  is  the  best  place  to  build  it 
because  of  the  ecological  impact  and  because  of 
the  support  of  this  community. 


COLONEL  MCSHANE :  Thank  you,  sir. 

I  would  next  like  to  call  on  Robert  J. 


Tiffany,  Tommy  Ilarendt  and  Kristina 


MR.  TIFFANY:  Colonel  McShane  and 
gentlemen,  we  are  delighted  you  are  here. 

I  saw  the  light  of  day  in  Abilene, 
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of  strong  military  support  or  the  tradition  that 
Texas,  Texans  and  Abilenians  have  always  supported 
the  military  has  been  mentioned  many  times 
tonight. 

Another  tradition  that  hasn't  been 
mentioned  is  the  tradition  of  home  ownership,  and 
the  Abilene  Home  Builders  Association  and  the 
Texas  Association  of  Builders  and  the  National 
Association  of  Builders  all  believe  that  it  is 
still  the  dream  of  ever  American  to  own  their  own 
home  in  the  home  ownership  tradition,  and  that 
dream  is  just  an  empty  dream  without  a  strong 
national  defense,  a  strong  national  security  and 
secure  borders,  so  the  Department  of  Defense  has 
decided  that  the  Rail  Garrison  System  is  a 
necessary  and  vital  part  of  our  military  defense 
end  if  that  decision  has  been  made  by  them  we  have 
confidence  in  them  that  that  is  a  proper  decision 
and  we  certainly  support  that  decision  and 
encourage  you  to  consider  Dyess  as  a  home  for  the 
Rail  Garrison  System. 


COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you.  Ms. 


MS.  VALASQUEZ:  Howdy.  My  name  is 


3-55 


DOCUMENT  502 


DOCUMENT  502 


Kristina  Valasquez.  X  am  21  years  old,  anc  3  have 
lived  in  Abilene  ail  of  my  life. 

I  am  proud  to  be  an  American.  I  am 
proud  of  our  strong  defence,  but  I  am  here  to 
enter  into  the  record  tay  nonsupport  of  this  system 
anywhere  in  the  United  States. 

I  have  lived  here  all  of  my  life  and  I 


Because  of  the  B-l  bomb  and  of  this 


system  we  would  be  higher  up  on  the  target  and 
when  those  -  the  tine  of  national  need  comes  those 


system,,  the  B-13  and  tne  system  of  the  garri; 
will  not  be  here  but  the  citizens  of  Abilene 


be,  and  they  will  be  the  ones  left  as  the  target. 

Thank  you  very  .much  for  your  tine 


COLO'lwi,  .’ICSHA'IS :  Thank  you. 

.  would  ne::t  call  on  Lon  Burnam,  Jim 
Siagg  and  Joe  Canon. 

JR.  BUn.lA.'l:  Good  evening,  lly  name  : 
Lcn  3urnam.  :  am  a  35  year  resident  of  Fort 
•lor ch,  Texas,  and  :  am  not  here  to  talk  about  hou 
good  it  was  to  grow  up  on  the  west  side  of  Fort 
'•forth  and  have  Air  Force  personnel  living  on 
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roclanat.on  or  disposal  of  the  nuclear  Material 
contairec  in  the  i/a means  nay  well  change  during 
the  period  the  Peacekeeper  is  act.vely  deployed. 

Consequently  the  Air  Force  has  focused 
this  ”.3  on  those  actions  which  ace  reasonably 
for..eeable.  The  Air  Force  will  follow  a!i 
relevant  laws  at  the  time  of  decorum u-.' toning. 

Further,  in  the  statement  you  refer  to 
the  responsibilities  or  the  DO”  and,  in  fact, 
di.-Cit.m  any  responsibilities  for  the 
dccunm i :» r toning  ot  the  management  of  the  waste, 
and  :  th'nk  it  ir  clear  and  obvious  that  this  i.  a 
Major  concern  as  a  part  of  the  Cnvi r omenta  I 
'mpact  Statement,  and  I  an  extremely  displeased 
that  you  did  not  bother  to  addeer..,  it  ;n  thi- 


In  Section  2  the  summary  of  comparison 
of  program  impact,  1  would  like  to  call  your 
attention  to  2.1.1,  national  economic  Impacts 
where  you  give  a  rather  light  treatment  of  the 
overal 1  economic  impact  of  deployment  of  thir 
particular  weapon  system. 

Taken  out  of  context,  the  15  billion 
dollar  pi oject  is  not  very  expensive,  but  in  the 
context  of  doubling  our  military  budget  in  the 


I  had  a  very  happy  childhood  and 
enjoyed  being  with  those  people  at  that  time; 
however,  1  am  here  to  talk  to  you  tonight  about 
not  wearing  the  veil  of  red,  whi"e  and  blue  but  to 
talk  about  the  CIS  statement  and  some  of  my 
concerns  about  it. 

For  those  of  you  who  are  following 
closely  and  attentively  there  may  be  specific 
numbers  that  you  will  want  to  have  reference  to, 
and  I  would  be  glad  to  provide  that  for  you. 

First  of  all,  it  is  just  an  assumption 
that  you  can  approach  doing  the  E1S  in  this  manner 
without  considering  some  of  the  bigger  pictures 
and  bigger  questions  that  we  need  to  have 


I  would  call  to  everyone's  attention 
the  issue  1.9  decommissioning.  It  is  difficult  to 
predict  how  the  Peacekeeper,  and  I  find  it 
difficult  to  say  that  word,  would  be 
de commit -ioned. 

The  relevant  laws  and  procedures  may 
change  substantially  in  the  20  or  more  years  tnat 
the  system  would  be  in  use. 

lloreover  techniques  for  handling  the 
disposal  of  obsolete  an  si  l  e  fuel  and  the 
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last  eight  years 


very  expen live  anc 


controversial  -yutera  which  there  :e  a  great  deal 
of  reason  to  give  much  mote  than  three  or  four 
paragraphs  to  the  icr.ue  cf  national  economic 


1  realize  a,  with  the  first  ir sue  that 
I  raised  you  may  consider  it  not  your  job  and  not 
your  problem,  but  the  fact  of  the  matter  is  a  very 
important  second  item  in  the  aspects  of  economic  - 
of  the  environmental  Impact  Statement  ir.  simply 
not  addressed. 

You  do  go  and  elaborate  on  this  point 
over  on  page  411,  so  at  least  you  are  giving  six 
paiagraphs  of  credit  to  this  i r sue  or  concern  for 
thir.  issue,  but  you  certainly  haven't  dope  any 
mote  to  address  the  concerns  that  any  reasonable 
and  rational  person  would  ask. 

Are  we  getting  anything  in  a  cost 
benefit  way  for  this  system,  and  that  is  simply 
not  addressed  in  this  impact  analysis. 

llext  I  would  refer  you  to  Section  4.4 
which  ir.  the  specifics  of  the  Dyecs  Air  Porce 


I  appreciate  the  mayor  pointing  out 
that  there  are  a  number  of  minor  technical 
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statistical  issues  tnat  are  wrong  in  the  report. 

1  think  it  would  be  behoove  you  to  go  back  and 
correct  chose. 

I  think  the  mayor  is  right,  they  are 
probably  not  that  relevant  to  the  SIS  ar.  a  whole, 
they  are  probably  not  that’  important  in  the  scheme 
of  things  but  what,  or  course,  concern-,  me  is  I 
think  it  it.  probably  representative  o i  the  same 
mistakes  that  were  made  in  the  false  assurances  cc 
the  people  »r.  Utah  and  Uevada  that  above  ground 
testing  was  nut  dangerous, 

'  think  it  is  probably  representative 
of  the  fa! re  asr-ui ancec  that  have  been  wade  in 
Mas  a  ngtcn  state  that  the  probieor  don't  exist  at 
that  TOE  facility. 

I  thin.;  it  is  probably  representative 
of  tac  fali-c  assurance,  that  Pante::  nuclear 
weapon.,  facility  jure  outride  cf  Anatillo  that 
that  facil.ty  doe:-  not  have  major  waste  on  cite 
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"o  uno 

>  ha;,  -poken  for 

more  tnan  —  * 

HR.  3UR-:AM 

:  Ye-, 

they  have 

COUTH:!.  UCSUAME : 

---  f./e  i 

you  ha 

ive  been  here  six 

MR.  3Ur;:am 

:  On  . 

52  there  i: 

pa : ag: 

api  .n  reference 

to  DOE 

:  that  .  th 

/ouid 

behoove  you  and 

all  of 

the  member. 

audience  to  read. 

1  i  JUi! 

t  r  ead 

the  first  . 

The  document  is  certainly  weigntea, 
but  it  i.  not  conprenensive.  !t  ir:  a  shell  game 
a-  l ~  the  f ! ay  waver-:  who  want  to  ignore  that  the 
eal  reason  they  want  thn  weapon  system  here  is 
economic  development. 

■  have  no  real  beef  against  socialism 
oi  economic  development  for  economically  deprease 
area.;,  but  th..  i-  not  an  cconom < ca I  ly  useful 
development  pcojcct  nor  i:.  it  co.'t  effective  nor 
is  it  environmentally  sound,  and  this  report  is. 


that,  you  know,  the  whole  safety  section  ;  don't 
have  the  time  nor  the  qualifications  to  go  through 
it  point  by  point  although  I  certainly  would  like 
to,  but  if  there  it  obvious  mistakes  in  this 
report,  what  can  we  the  citizens  of  Texas  not  be 
concerned  about  throughout  the  rest  of  the  report. 

I  would  like  to  second  a  request  that 
one  of  the  th’ngr.  thac  w»~  most  frequently  spoken 
to  that  was  specifically  an  environmental  issue  at 
the  scoping  meetings  was  the  issue  of  pesticide 
and  chemical  use,  and  you  : imply  fai.ed  tc  raise 
ic  in  tnir.  prelira* nary  draft,  and  .  expect  that 
you  should  have  that  in  your  final  draft  if  you 
a:e  going  to  claim  at  a! 1  a  complete  report. 

COM'IW.  .1  CSUAIC:  Mr.  Dor nara,  .  have 
given  ycu  mote  than  the  three  minutes  which  we  can 
do. 

You  are  lenndeo  that  you  nay  submit 
any  written  comments  you  want.  Those  need  to  be 
in  by  the  3lst  of  August. 

MR.  BURMA;!:  Colonel,  I  have  three 
mote  points  I  would  like  to  raake  and  I  have  sat 
here  all  evcn*ng  with  people  speaking  three  times 
a-  long  as  :  have. 

colour;.  liCSliA'IS :  Mo,  they  have  not. 
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Thank  you  fo:  the  extra  time.  Colonel. 

COLO.  ID’.  (ICSUAHE:  Thank  you. 

Hr.  Biagg. 

MR.  D.AGC:  Thank  you.  Colonel 

".cOnane. 

My  name  it  Jim  31agg,  and  I  an  the 
city  manager  of  the  City  of  Abilene.  I  reside  at 
3102  Moodlake  Drive. 

Let  me  speak  to  one  issue  that  the 
gentleman  before  me  raised,  the  mayor's  comment! 
about  inaccuracie. . 

T  believe  the  mayor's  comments  were 
that  there  were  some  ineonsir.tenc: er  between  your 
report  and  the  f.gures  used  by  the  City  of 
Abilene.  K  is  not  to  say  that  either  of  those 
are  incorrect,  simply  different. 

1  would  like  to  speak  to  two  items  in 
the  CIS,  one  dealing  with  public  services  and  the 
other  dealing  with  water  and  wastewater  cervices. 

The  CIS  indicates  that  the  program 
related  increases  in  population  would  lead  to 
increases  in  public  services  provided  by  the  City 
of  Abilene  of  ’ess  than  1  percent  ever  the 
baseline  levels. 
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Those  inci'ea-e j  based  on  the  EiS  will 
likely  occur  in  the  police,  fire  and  public  works 
depa  c  twentt . 

Let  me  emphasize  that  over  the  last 
eigh<:  years  from  1900-31  to  1938-89  that  the 
number  of  employees,  net  number  of  employees 
employed  m  those  particular  departments,  are 
approximately  the  same  while  the  population  over 
that  period  of  time  :n  Abilene  has  increased  f i ora 
101,900  to  approm mately  107,000. 

This  increase  in  demand  for  services 
has  been  .met  through  'nproved  efficiency, 
productivity  and  tne  appl-.cat.cn  of  technology. 

'Je  agree  w.th  the  report  that  the 


he  city1:,  ability  to  pro/ ice  quality 
ce:  n  this  commun*.  ty. 

The  City  of  Abilene  has  alway.  looke 


iounu  na  ter  cesoucer. . 
.sens  of  thi..  community 

/crv/helm-.ngly  approved  by  voting  95  percent,  in 
avor  of  the  Stacy  Reservoir  Project,  a  project 
tha.  7.11  proviue  for  thi.  community*-  water 
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The  City  intends  to  spend  over  8 
million  dollars  over  the  next  four  years  to 
improve  our  ability  to  treat  wastewater  and  has 
just  completed  a  $350,000  study  on  the  feasiblity 
of  using  advanced  wastewater  treatment  to 
supplement  our  portable  water  supply. 

Again  the  C.ty  of  Abilene  is 
completely  in  concurrence  with  your  assessment  in 
the  environmental  Impact  Statement,  that  there  are 
no  significant  impacts  of  thi:  program  on  the  C.ty 
of  Abilene. 

Thank  you. 

COLONEL  .“CSIIAIIE:  Thank  you.  sir. 

Joe  Canon. 

NR.  CAIiO'l:  Good  ever.  ng.  :iy  name  is 
Joe  Canon,  and  I  an  executive  director  of  the 
Dodge  Tones  Foundation  here  in  Abilene  as  a 
private  charitable  foundation. 

t  want  to  say  at  the  outset  that  we 
a.e  awfully  grateful  and  flattered  that  the  doctor 
from  Dal  lar.  and  the  gentleman  from  Port  Worth 
drove  -evecal  hundred  miles  out  of  a  busy  day  to 
spend  time  with  us  this  evening  to  s-i*  to  us 
about  th*  eiv . .'..wient,  the  economy,  the  perverse 
and  nerniciou-  effect  of  the  narcotic  of  military 
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members  then,  and  i  am  confident  that  it  has 
continued  at  a  hich  level  today  indicating  to  me 
what  nay  be  even  more  important  and  more 
impressive  and  that  is  that  the  interest  ha-  not 
waned  a.;  the  aircraft  have  arrived  and  as  the  wing 
ha-,  been  t.-a.ned  and  equipped  to  go  forward  in 
that  mu:  ;on  for  the  interest  has  continued. 

I  think  we  can  be  sure  that  the  sane 
level  of  preparedness  and  planning  would  be 
brought  to  bear  for  thi:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
here  at  Dye. is  . hould  you  gentlemen  be  sc 
considerate  as  to  recommend  us  highly  far  this 
honor  and  for  th'j  miction. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

COLOL'EL  nCSll A:IE :  Thank  you.  1  will 
next  call  on  John  Russell,  Hack  Turley  and  .Russell 
Dresson. 

MR.  RUSSELL :  I  am  John  Russell  of 
2850  Stonecrett,  Abiiene,  Texas. 

Colonel  ricShane  and  Colonel  Ualr.h,  I 
salute  you  and  all  of  the  members  of  your  team  for 
^he  f.ne  work  that  you  have  done  with  thi? 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

I  spent  many  years  reviewing 
statements  of  this  type  both  military  and 
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civilian,  and  I  find  no  fault  with  your  docuwnt. 

I  have  found  it  has  no  false 
assurances.  .  have  found  that  there  is  not  even  a 
hint  of  Misleading  information. 

Ic  is  clear  and  concise  and  veil  done, 
and  :  salute  you  for  that. 

No  significant  impact  of  the  system 
env.  romental  ly  on  Abilene.  I  would  like  to  say 
that  Abilene  vould  have  a  significant  impact  on 
the  „ycteu  env i ronacntal ly . 

One  of  the  point  of  the  criteria  for 
selection  and  biddoun  for  Peacekeeper  Pail 
Gar r. son  way  public  support  for  strategic  weapons. 

Abilene  certainly  naj  on  record, 
historical  record  support  for  any  military  system 
that  serves  to  protect  the  freedom  of  this  nation. 

Currently  that  is  obvious  to  you,  and 
1  am  convinced  with  the  show  of  support  here 
tonight  that  that  will  continue. 

Thank  you  for  be;r,g  here. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  :.i  r . 

Mack  Turley. 

11R.  TURLEY :  Colonel  Mcshane,  panel,  l 
an  Hack  Turley,  i  live  at  3450  Ridgenont  in 
Abilene.  !  am  a  truck  rtop  operator  off  of  the 
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end  of  your  west  runway. 

As  a  ptivate  citizen  and  a  member  of 
this  community  and  based  on  your  environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  the  fact  that  this  community 
is  the  finest  supporter  of  the  military  and  the 
United  States  of  America  I  would  like  to  say  that 
you  cannot  go  wrong  by  putting  the  Rail  Garrison 
at  Dyess. 

In  fact,  let's  be  smart  about  it, 
let's  do  it  right,  let’s  put  it  at  Dyess. 

I  would  like  to  read  a  letter  from  the 
Senator  of  the  State  of  Texas  Carl  A.  Parker,  who 
is  the  chairman  of  the  education  commission. 

It  is  to  the  Secretary  of  Defense, 
‘Dear  Hr.  Secretary,  in  the  many  years  I  have  been 
acquainted  with  Senator  Grant  Jones,  I  have  been 
most  impressed  not  only  try  hu  dodxc*txon  and  hard 
work  to  the  people  of  his  community  but  also  by 
his  community's  dedication  to  the  economfc 
development  of  military  establishment  both  private 
and  governmental. 

‘Dyess  Air  Porce  Dase  In  Abilene  has 
long  been  the  home  to  the  Strategic  Air  Command 
bombers  from  the  0-47  to  the  new  B-l. 

"Abilene  has  alwayr  been  quite  proud 
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1 

of  thu  tradition  and  I  an  quite  sure  would 

1 

“This  commitment  coupled  with  the 

2 

continue  tc  support  the  Air  Force  in  its  efforts 

2 

awesome  capabilities  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

3 

to  construct  the  next  Rail  Garrison  at  Oyess. 

3 

Garrison  are  sure  to  produce  a  weapon  system  of 

4 

‘The  Department  of  Defense  would  be 

4 

superior  quality.” 

5 

hard  pressed  to  find  a  community  more  amenable  to 

5 

Also,  we  have  a  saying  out  here  In  the 

G 

your  needs,  and  :  encourage  your  support  of 

6 

we&t  that  went  back  to  our  fathers  or  forefathers 

7 

Abilene  ar;  the  rite  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

7 

and  it  says  that  when  somebody  is  the  right  kind 

8 

Garrison.  Sincerely  Carl  A.  Parker,  member  of  the 

8 

of  guy  and  the  people  you  can  depend  on  he  is  a 

9 

Senate,  state  of  Texas.* 

9 

person  to  ride  the  river  wnth  because  the  river 

13 

Of  all  of  the  choices  you  have  and  all 

10 

crossings  were  always  the  most  dangerous  in 

11 

of  the  places  you  have  looked,  !  assure  you  Dyess 

55 

11 

anything  out  here,  and  I  think  you  are  going  to 

is  your  best  choice. 

12 

find  as  we  have  found  with  Dyess  and  that  you  will 

13 

Thank  you. 

13 

find  with  Abilene  that  we  have  a  relationship  here 

14 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

14 

and  that  we  will  always  be  the  type  that  you  can 

15 

Russell  Oresson. 

15 

ride  the  river  with. 

16 

MR.  DRCSSOII:  Gentlemen,  I  am  Russell 

16 

Thank  you. 

17 

Dresson. 

17 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you,  air.  Let 

18 

I  live  at  5317  Meadow  Drive.  I  was 

18 

me  next  call  on  {falter  Morton,  Boyd  Hurst  and  Rona 

19 

born  and  raised  here  In  Abilene.  I  would  like  to 

19 

Harrell,  and  then  I  think  we  need  to  consider  that 

20 

take  thi3  opportunity  to  read  a  short  part  of  a 

20 

we  have  got  a  court  reporter  there  who  has  been 

21 

letter  here  from  Senator  Hector  Uribe,  Senator 

21 

exercising  her  fingers  for  almost  two  straight 

22 

from  Brownsville. 

22 

hours  and  we  need  to  give  a  her  a  little  relief. 

23 

“The  people  of  Abilene  end  Dyeec  Air 

23 

Mr.  Morton. 

24 

Porce  Base  have  been  and  always  will  be  committed 

24 

MR.  MORTON:  Colonel  HcShane, 

25 

to  preserving  out  peace. 

25 

gentlemen,  t  am  an  immigrant  to  Abilene  end  have 
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been  here  18  years. 

I  have  found  one  of  the  most  patriotic 
communities  in  the  United  Stater  having  lived  in 
nearly  every  area  cf  the  United  states. 

Your  report  rhows  that  it  ir.  most 
econ<xucal  to  have  the  base  at  Dyees.  All 
environmental  studies  says  this  is  the  place. 

■The  people,  the  majority  of  them  will 
support  you  100  percent. 

Many  other  things  that  I  intended  to 
say  have  been  said  by  other  speakers  and  would  be 
redundant  but  there  is  no  place  that  wi.il  give  you 
oore  support  to  the  personnel  and  equipment  than 
Dyes-  and  Abilene. 

We  welcome  you.  Piea^e  come  here. 

COLONEL  IICSMAWE:  Thank  you,  sir. 

3oyd  llurst. 

fin.  HURST:  Colonel  llcShane,  gentlemen 
af  the  pane:,  let  ae  commend  you  for  coning  to 


A1 1  of  you  a 
•ise  for  the 


"till  awake  and  a l 
lateness  of  the  ho 
Ily  nan 


3oyd  llurr.t,  and  ' 


4633  Royal  Court  Circle  here  in  Ab: lene. 

srnce  March  of  ‘82 
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i  were 

v  i  £  1 1 1  ng , 

and  !  -aid. 

"  1  don 

’  t  de 

tect 

the 

norma! 

•Je ut  Texas 

accent. " 

lie  a 

i  d ,  "No ,  t  ry 

the  ;; 

idwes 

t ." 

Me 

made  a 

statement. 

he  said,  "I 

think 

you  i 

will 

find, 

Doyd, 

the  reason 

T  ret i red  he 

rc  the 

best 

people  ii 

the  wo 

rid  and  a  few  me: quite 

trees 

and  a: 

f  ter 

six 

month i 

you  will  d 

iscovcr  as  ! 

did  we  re a 

1  ly  don 1 1 

need  the  ne -quite 

trees. " 

Thank 

you  very  mu 

ch . 

colon; 

3L  MCSIIANC: 

Thank 

you. 

-ir, 

Ronna 

:ia  r  re)  1  . 

president  of  the  Abilene  Board  of  Realtors  and 
would  like  to  express  to  you  the  strong  support  of 
the  Abilene  Board  of  Realtors  for  the  location  of 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Gatcis-on  project  in  Abilene. 

At  a  meeting  of  our  membership  this 
past  week  I  asked  for  an  indication  of  support  for 
the  project,  for  a  show  of  hand:-  foe  support  for 
the  project,  for  those  who  were  opposed  to  the 
project  and  for  those  who  -  for  the  location  of 
the  project  in  Abilene  and  for  those  who  didn't 
fee!  they  had  enough  information  to  make  a 


I  could  tell  you  of  being  a  Rotarun 
as  many  of  you  wear  many  hats.  I  could  tell  you 
of  being  a  Christian  and  a  member  of  the  First 
Methodist  Church. 

I  could  tell  you  a  lot  of  things,  but 
I  think  if  you  recall  the  music  of  My  Fair  Lady, 
Sliza  Dolittle  said,  "Don't  tell  me,  show  me,"  and 
I  would  call  your  attention  to  the  main  gate  at 
Dyess  Air  Force  Base  which  was  put  there  with  a 
great  deal  of  pride  and  love  by  the  citizens  of 
Abilene  and  Big  Country  at  a  cost  to  the  citizens 
here,  not  the  government  of  almost  a  quarter  of  a 
mi  I  lion  dol  lam. 

It  has  been  ny  pleasure  since  1983  to 
be  the  honorary  commander  of  one  of  the  units  at 
Dyess. 

1  am  an  independent  businessman,  and  I 
have  customers  in  all  SO  states  and  Puerto  Rico 
and  none  of  whom  are  government  people. 

Me  hope  you  decide  to  iocate  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  here  m  Abilene.  I 
think  it  will  be  an  excellent  choice.  One  of  the 
gentlemen  who  preceded  me  ir  from  the  Midwest, 

Karl  Karrenbrock. 

When  I  came  here  from  Dallas  Karl  and 
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knowledgeable  decision. 

had  one  person  who  indicated  a  lack 
of  knowledge.  Mo  one  opposed  the  location  in 
Dyesr  and  the  remainder  of  the  nearly  200  members 
present  at  the  meeting  did  support  the  location  of 
the  Peacekeeper  in  Abilene. 

Abilene  has  a  long  record  of 
commitment  of  support  and  appreciation  for  Dyess, 
and  we  would  like  to  continue  that,  and  we  do  feel 
that  Abilene  should  be  the  home  of  the 
Peacekeeper . 

Thank  ycu. 

COLON LL  MCSHAIIE :  Okay,  thank  you.  I 
think  Shirlee  Manly  our  court  reporter  there  has 
been  doing  yeunan  work  for  some  time,  and  we  need 
to  take  a  break  here  ano'  let  her  rest  up  a  bit,  so 
wf  will  be  in  recess . 

(Recess:  3  minutes. 

COLONEL  NCSIIANE:  Ladies  and 
gentlemen,  during  the  break  I  have  been  getting 
quite  a  few  indications  that  ten  o'clock  was  as 
long  as  we  really  should  run.  I  have  been  getting 
this  not  necessarily  from  members  of  the  panel  but 
from  local  citizens. 

I  know  everybody  would  like  to  have  a 
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139 

1 

chance  to  comment  and  make  statements,  and  you 

1 

REPORTER'S  CERTIFICATE 

2 

certainly  have  the  opportunity  to  make  comments  in 

2 

THE  STATE  OF  TEXAS 

3 

writing  and  submit  them  by  the  31st  of  August,  and 

3 

COUWTY  OF  TAYLOR 

4 

they  will  be  included  in  the  Final  Environmental 

4 

I,  Ms.  Shirlee  Manly,  certified  shorthand 

5 

Impact  Statement  that  is  done. 

5 

reporter,  state  of  Texas,  do  hereby  certify  that  the  above 

6 

r  apologize  for  the  confusion  here. 

6 

and  foregoing  138  pagei.  constitute  a  full,  true  and  correct 

7 

This  is  the  first  time  l  have  been  to  one  of  these 

7 

transcript  of  the  proceedings  had  at  the  Public  Hearing  on 

8 

hearings,  and  I  am  told  that  normally  ten  o'clock 

8 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  held  on  July  25,  1988 

9 

is  the  time  to  end  tne  meetings,  and  I  think  that 

9 

at  Abilene,  Taylor  County,  Texas. 

10 

vie  need  to  adhere  to  chat  practice,  so  thank 

10 

I  further  certify  that  a  stenographic  record  was 

11 

everyone  for  attending  and  participating  in  the 

11 

made  by  rae  at  the  time  of  the  hearing,  and  said 

12 

env . ronmental  impact  process,  and  it  is  important 

12 

stenographic  notes  were  thereafter  reduced  to  computer 

13 

so  that  the  process  can  be  done,  and  with  that  the 

13 

transcription  under  my  direction. 

14 

meeting  is  adjourned. 

14 

Witness  my  hand,  this  the  1st  day  of  August  1988. 

15 

Thank  you. 

15 

Of  /f  Si/) 

IS 

(Heating  adjourned. 

16 

MsT  Shi  r Teerianly,  f 

13 

17 

Certified  Shorthand  Reporter 

State  of  Texas 

18 

Cert.  Ho.  1610 

Expires:  12/31/08 

19 

19 

Address:  1517  Seaman's  Way 

Abilene,  Texan 

20 

:  (3151  673-9273 

21 

21 

22 

22 

23 

23 

14 

24 

25 

25 

INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 
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PUBLIC  HEARING 

RITZ  CIVIC  CENTER 
BLYTHEVILLE,  ARKANSAS 

PEL  (.KEEPER  RAIL 

GARRISON  PROGRAM 

BE  IT  REMEMBERED  that  on 

the  2nd  day  of 

August,  1988, 

commencing  at  7:00  p.ra.  in  the 

Rit*  Civic  Center 

Blytheville, 

Arkaneas,  a  public  hearing 

was  held  on 

the  proposed 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  and  testimony  was  as 

follows: 

Colonel  Mike  McShane 

Hearing  Officer 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 

Briefer 

Air  Force  Panel: 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 
Major  James  Van  Ness 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Gary  Emmons 
Mr.  Fred  Hickman 

Dr.  Dick  Kramer 

Attorney 
SAC  Liaison 
Tet ra  Tech 
Tetra  Tech 

Reported  by  Francis  Ward,  Jr. 

Certified  Court  Reporter 

1010  Nesbitt  Street 

Jonesboro,  Arkansas  72401 

Telephone  No.  501-932-2819 

10 


20 

2» 

22 

23 

24 
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, 

Strategic  Air  Command  and  he  will  respond  to  questions 

1 

don  t  get  to  oaxe  within  three  minutes,  you  may  turn 

2 

on  the  operations  of  the  system.  On  my  immediate  left 

* 

in  your  written  comments  after  this  meeting  or  send 

them  to  the  addresss  provided  in  the  handout.  I  recognize 

4 

that  some  people  may  wish  to  make  statements  on  defense 

prepare  this  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  he 

policy,  nuclear  weapons,  arms  control  and  fiscal  policy 

will  respond  to  questions  on  the  impacts  on  human 

6 

at  this  meeting.  However,  such  comments  are  best  directed 

1 

to  your  Congressmen  and  Senators.  We  limit  your  comments 

works  for  Tetra  Tech  Corporation  and  he  will  respond 

to  environmental  issues.  Please  refrain  from  public 

9 

to  questions  on  effects  or  impacts  on  the  physical 

demonstrations  either  for  or  against  statements  made 

resources . 

since  this  merely  subtracts  from  the  time  available 

, , 

BY  COLONEL  MIKE  McSHANE: 

" 

for  others  to  make  statements  or  ask  questions.  Remember 

<2 

Thank  you.  Colonel  Walsh.  The  question  and  answer  period 

that  each  person  should  be  given  a  reJpectful  hearing 

.3 

of  this  public  heannq  is  a  time  which  is  set  aside 

even  if  his  or  her  views  differ  from  your  own.  Let's 

to  allow  you  to  ask  questions  about  the  content  of 

,4 

take  a  ten  minute  rec<  «.s  at  this  time  and  please  try 

to  be  back  here  by  about  .  e  en  minutes  after  the  hour. 

; 

‘  !6 

j  -6 

(COURT  REPORTER  5  NulE:  utt  tne  record  for  short  break. ) 

• 

8  17 

s 

officials.  Once  you're  recognized  oy  name,  please  step 

We  will  begin  by  having  Colonel  Walsh  introduce  the 

i 

* 

•  ,9 

up  to  the  microphone  that  we  have  here  in  the  center 

«  19 

rest  of  the  panel  members. 

r 

t  70 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

i  ?i 

the  speaker  and,  in  addition,  it  is  being  recorded 

I  71 

On  my  Immediate  right  is  Major  Van  Ness  who  will  respond 

f 

for  the  record  so  you  need  to  get  it  into  the  microphone 

5 

to  questions  on  legal  matters.  He  is  assigned  to  the 

so  it  does  end  up  on  the  record.  1  would  ask  that  you 

1 

Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineers.  the  same 

! 

state  your  name  and  affiliation  or  addreas  and  then 

organizations  that  I  belong  to.  On  my  far  right  is 

ask  your  question  or  make  your  statement.  For  those 

Lieutenant  Colonel  Emmons.  He  is  from  Headquarters, 

1 
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, 

of  you  who  have  written  statements  that  you  want  to 

. 

It  is  believed  that  the  proper  and  justified  site  will 

7 

have  included  in  the  record  or  written  questions  you 

7 

be  Eaker  Air  Force  Base.  1  thank  you. 

3 

want  answered  at  a  later  tine,  you  can  just  put  then 

3 

By  COLONEL  MIKE  McSHANE: 

4 

on  the  stage  there  next  to  the  microphone.  We'll  start 

4 

Thank  you,  sir.  I  next  call  on  Joyce  Williams. 

5 

new  with  Mayor  Joe  Gude,  and  I  hope  I'm  pronouncing 

s 

BY  JOYCE  WILLIAMS: 

4 

that  close  to  right*  sir. 

6 

My  name  is  Joyce  Williams.  I  am  employed  by  Congressman 

7 

BY  MAYOR  JOE  GUDE; 

7 

Bill  Alexander  as  District  office  Manager  of  the  First 

a 

it's  a  privilege  to  be  here  tonight.  I  am  Joe  Gude, 

8 

Congressional  District.  Because  of  the  Congressional 

9 

Mayor  or  Blytheville,  and  I  want  to  thank  you  for  giving 

9 

schedule  prevents  his  attendance  tonight.  Congressman 

10 

us  the  opportunity  to  hear  the  impact  study  and  to 

10 

Alexandei  directed  me  to  represent  him  at  this  hearing 

.. 

make  comments.  My  mam  concern  for  Blytheville,  Arkansas 

•« 

and  to  present  the  following  statement.  Earlier  this 

17 

and  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  is  the  community  and  the 

17 

year,  Congressman  Alexander  participated  in  the  scoping 

13 

military  working  together.  we  do  that  here  in 

13 

meeting  held  in  Blytheville  on  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

<4 

Blytheville.  1  would  like  for  the  E1S  to  show  that 

Garrison  Program.  At  that  time,  he  presented  a  statement 

1) 

community  support  is  also  a  very  important  item  when 

.5 

supporting  the  efforts  of  people  of  Blytheville  and 

new  missions  are  considered.  We,  often  tines,  when 

* 

■  4 

Mississippi  County  in  connection  with  the  selection 

,7 

we  speak  of  the  City  of  Blytheville  and  Eaker  Air  Force 

CM 

17 

of  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  as  a  site  for  a  Peacekeeper 

18 

Base,  we  like  to  class  ourself  as  a  large  happy  family. 

18 

Rail  Garrison.  Congressman  Alexander  has  instructed 

„ 

working  together  to  improve  this  entire  community  and 

• 

19 

me  to  advise  you  that  the  views  he  expressed  at  that 

70 

this  is  something  that  we're  proud  of.  1  pledge  the 

f 

70 

time  are  unchanged.  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  would  be  an 

2' 

support  of  the  people  and  the  citizens  of  Blytheville 

1 

2 

7' 

appropriate  site  as  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  site 

77 

for  the  purpose  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Mission. 

s 

7? 

for  the  following  reasons:  the  base  is  and  has  been 

?J 

We  also  appreciate  the  cooperation  of  the  Air  Force 

i 

73 

for  many  years  an  important  part  of  the  nation's 

24 

during  the  study  and  I'm  sure  that  it  will  continue 

0 

74 

strategic  defense  network  and  of  the  Strategic  Air 

75 

to  the  successful  completion  of  the  selections  process. 

75 

Command.  Geographically,  the  base  is  located  in  a 

L 
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desirable  region  of  the  nation  in  relation  to  strategic 

, 

the  Air  Force  and  local  area,  these  impacted  areas 

7 

defense  concerns.  There  is  sufficient  undeveloped  land 

7 

of  archaeological  significance,  roads  and  schools  can 

3 

available  at  Eaker  for  use  as  a  Peacekeeper  Rail 

3 

be  satisfactorily  medicated.  I  direct  your  attention 

4 

Garrison.  Urban  development  has  not  encroached  on  Eaker 

to  the  many  impacted  areas  which  are  in  place  and  are 

5 

Air  Force  Base.  The  climate  of  the  region  is  highly 

3 

5 

of  sufficient  si2e  and  quality  to  readily  support  the 

6 

favorable  to  the  strategic  defense  operations  and  by 

6 

additional  mission.  A  worthy  note  is  outstanding 

7 

tradition  and  practice,  the  people  of  Blytheville, 

7 

and  overwhelming  community  support  of  Eaker  Air  Force 

a 

Mississippi  County,  and  the  region  are  strongly 

8 

Base  and  it's  present  operational  mission  and  the 

9 

supportive  of  the  national  defense  activities  generally 

readiness  to  continue  this  support  in  forthcoming 

10 

and  Air  Force  Base  activities  specifically.  Thank  you 

10 

missions.  Mississippi  County  is  proud  to  be  the  named 

M 

for  giving  me  this  opportunity  to  appear  at  this  meeting 

>• 

county  for  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  and  as  we,  as  citizens, 

'? 

on  behalf  of  Congressman  Bill  Alexander.  Thank  you. 

'7 

look  forward  to  a  very  progressive  future.  Thank  you. 

'3 

BY  COLONEL  MIKE  McSHANE: 

13 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

-4 

Thank  you,  ma'am.  Joe  Murry,  please.  Judge  Murry. 

■* 

Thank  you.  Carl  Ledbetter,  please. 

i» 

BY  MR.  JOE  MURRY: 

'5 

BY  CARL  LEDBETTER: 

-6 

Thank  y'all  for  providing  me  the  opportunity.  I  am 

t 

-6 

Thank  you,  sir.  1  am  carl  Ledbetter,  Mayor  of  the  City 

,, 

Joe  Murry,  County  Judge  for  Mississippi  County  and 

8 

of  Gosnell,  which  is  located  just  right  outside  the 

18 

as  the  ADministrative  Officer  for  the  county,  I  have 

t 

'8 

base.  1  come  here  to  tell  you  that  1  and  the  people 

.0 

read  the  Environmental  Impact  Study  with  great  interest. 

j 

of  Gosnell  feel  that  the  location  of  the  Rail  Garrison 

20 

I  commend  the  Air  Force  for  the  complete  and  candid 

£  4 

70 

at  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  is  important  to  us  and  if  it 

,, 

investigation  of  the  area  affected  by  Eaker  Air  Force 

t 

7' 

is  located  here,  we  pledge  to  help  in  any  way  that 

72 

Base  candidate  site.  As  was  indicated  quite  adequately 

\ 

27 

we  can  to  make  it’s  coming  here  as  smooth  as  possible. 

73 

during  the  previous  scoping  hearing,  the  proposed  mixtion 

l 

{ 

73 

We  also  pledge  to  make  the  new  people  that  would  oe 

24 

would  have  a  significant  positive  economic  impact  on 

74 

|  assigned  here  to  feel  welcome  and  to  become  a  part 

this  entire  area,  with  the  continuing  cooperation  of 

i  of  our  community. 

J 
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f  COLONEL  McSHANE : 

Thank  you.  Jim  Hendricks  olease. 

t  JIM  HENDRICKS: 

Good  evening.  I’m  Jim  Hendricks  and  I'm  here  representing 
State  Representative  Nancy  Balton  who  couldn't  be  here 
this  evening.  She’s  asked  me  to  read  this  statement 
(or  her.  Gentlemen,  as  State  Representative  from  South 
Mississippi  County  District,  I  send  my  statement  of 
support  for  the  MX  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Missile 
System  and  it’s  basing  at  Eaker  Air  Force  P.ase.  In 
it’s  continuing  role  as  a  vital  strategic  base  in  our 
national  defense  system,  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  provides 
an  excellent  site.  Mississippi  County  and  certainly 
my  constiuents  in  the  south  county  have  been  strong 
supports  of  the  Air  Force  mission  and  it's  presence 
here.  1  strongly  urge  the  Air  Force  to  consider  this 
outstanding  support  in  their  deliberations  for  basing 
selections.  Sincerely,  Nancy  Balton,  State 

Representative. 

'  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Thank  you.  Wayne  Wagner,  please. 

'  WAYNE  WAGNER: 

Good  evening.  I’m  Wayne  Wagner,  State  Representative 
for  District  23  which  includes  the  area  surrounding 
Eaker  Air  Force  Base  including  the  City  of  Gosnell 
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’ 

but  does  not  include  the  City  of  Blytheville.  In  my 

travels  throughout  District  23,  since  the  last  reporting 

3 

date  that  we  met  with  you,  there's  been  overwhelming 

4 

support  throughout  the  District.  I'm  happy  to  say  that 

5 

I  have  not  received  one  correspondence  with  any  negative 

feedback  whatsoever.  I'm  very  proud  of  that  fact  and 

7 

the  people  in.  Gosnell  and  throughout  District  2)  are 

6 

8 

very  proud  of  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  and  are  very  excited 

9 

about  the  possibility  of  receiving  the  Rail  Garrison 

to 

here.  And  like  the  other  people  have  seated,  with  the 

past  history  of  the  base  and  the  relationship  of 

t2 

Blythevill  and  District  23,  we  will  do  everything 

>3 

possible  to  make  the  transition  here  a  very  smooth 

transition  and  one  that  we  can  be  proud  of  in  years 

15 

to  come.  Thank  you. 

e 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

s 

,7 

Thank  you.  Lou  Maddix,  please. 

S 

'8 

BY  LOU  MADDIX: 

J 

Thank  you  very  much  for  the  opportunity  of  appearing 

t 

io 

before  this  committee  and  since  1  have  appeared  on 

1 

7' 

several  committee,  1  will  have  empathy  and  make  this 

t 

77 

real  brief.  1  represent  the  County  Commissioners  and 

i  7 

73 

the  Mayors  and  the  Legislators  that  I've  talked  to 

24 

in  Southeast  Missouri.  I've  had  absolutely  no  negative 

7 

remarks  and  absolute  committment  to  do  anything  and 
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everythinq  we  can  to  be  of  help.  I  want  to  assure  you 

to  that  of  any  other  base  being  considered.  As  stated 

7 

7 

that  if  we  can  be  of  any  service  in  any  way,  we  will 

7 

in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  issued  in  June 

3 

consider  it  a  privilege  to  do  so.  Thank  you  very  much. 

3 

of  this  year,  military  personnel  and  their  dependents 

- 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

4 

accounted  for  twenty-eight  percent  of  the  area's 

5 

Thank  you.  Steve  Bell,  please. 

i 

estimated  population.  It  is  easy  to  conclude  that  Eaker 

* 

BY  STEVE  BELL: 

6 

Air  Force  Base  plays  a  major  role  in  our  local  economy. 

I'm  Steve  Bell,  Alderman  from  Blytheville,  Ward  1. 

7 

with  an  unemployment  rate  far  above  that  of  a  national 

§ 

I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  address  this  panel 

8 

average.  It  is  obvious  that  basing  the  Peacekeeper 

* 

tcught.  it  is  very  satisfying  as  a  citizen  that  equal 

9 

^•’il  Garrison  at  Eaker  would  be  a  positive  decision 

,0 

time  is  "iven  to  those  whether  their  feelings  are 

'C 

from  several  aspects.  Here  in  Blytheville  and  Gosnell 

positive  or  negative  towards  basing  the  Kail  Garrison 

and  Eaker  Air  Force  Base,  we  are  proud  of  the  fact 

'7 

on  Base.  We  all  should  have  the  opportunity  to  share 

8 

1  J 

that  our  base  has  been  awarded  the  Omaha  Trophy 

o 

>  3 

our  personal  views  as  well  as  respect  the  views  of 

>  3 

representing  the  best  wing  in  the  Strategic  Air  Command. 

others.  As  most  of  you  are  aware,  the  community  of 

<4 

The  community  has  also  been  recoqnized  as  the  most 

1  5 

Blytheville  and  Gosnell  had  a  very  positive  and  most 

.5 

supportive  community  of  it’s  base  and  it’s  relationship 

1 

'* 

supportive  response  for  the  concept  of  the  Peacekeeper 

J 

'6 

witr.  officers  and  enlisted  personnel  sta* toned  here. 

\ 

RAi  1  Garrison  based  at  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  at  the 

s 

1  7 

This  community  support  is  evidenced  by  t  Barksdale 

; 

8 

ear'  -r  scoping  meeting.  The  majority  of  th.>*e  expressing 

„■ 

<* 

trophy  awarded  the  City  of  Blytheville  dur  ng  the  past 

r 

■  V 

their  opinions  supporting  basing  the  Rail  Garrison 

; 

1  9 

Boncop  symposium.  This  surely  represents  a  winning 

j 

70 

at  Eaker  far  outweighed  those  who  opposed  it.  I  ask 

r 

70 

combination  that  is  unmatched  at  any  base  in  the  Air  j 

i 

7  = 

yci  to  recall  the  outcome  of  previous  hearings  at  other  * 

f 

7 

Force,  we  are  proud  that  we  have  the  best  base  in  sack  i 

i 

7? 

installations  and  measure  the  support  the  Air  Force 

f 

t 

77 

and  the  best  community  in  sack.  This  is  not  political 

\ 

\ 

73 

has  received  at  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  compared  to  that 

i 

n 

retcric,  thi  is  factual  performance  from  out  military 

74 

at  other  basing  prospects.  I  think  that  you  will  find 

74 

personnel  and  civilians  within  the  community.  we 

73 

that  Eaker  Air  Force  Base  received  support  unparalleled 

75 

certainly  appreciate  the  effort  that  the  Air  Force 
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has  provided  in  determining  an  alternative  plan  of 
action  in  locating  the  Rail  Garrison  as  in  your  third 
proposal  tonight.  It  is  important  that  we  citizens 
and  the  Department  of  Defense  do  everything  possible 
to  preserve  such  archaeological  findinqs,  especially 
the  magnitude  of  this  one.  Hopefully,  the  alternative 
that  you  have  presented  to  us  can  change  the  impact 
from  significant  to  negligible.  We  are  proud  of  the 
heritage  oi  this  area  and  also  want  to  protect  it. 
I  think  this  has  been  accomplished  with  the  mitigation 
measures  you  have  presented  to  us  tonight.  The  enthusiasm 
that  you  will  see  here  tonight  is  not  without  basis. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Mr.  Bell,  time. 

BY  STEVE  BELL: 

I  apologize  for  overextending  my  allotted  time.  Unlike 
the  Honorable  Governor  of  our  great  state,  I  do  not 
want  to  appear  on  the  Johnny  Carson  show.  Thank  you. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Willie  Hammond,  please. 

BY  WILLIE  HAMMOND: 

Thank  you.  I  am  Willie  Hammond,  Alderman  of  Ward  3 
for  Blytheville.  I  would  like  to  echo  the  response 
that  you  received  here  from  all  of  tne  elected  officials 
and  say  that  I'm  not  going  to  go  over  three  minutes, 
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Colonel  McShane.  we  do  wint  the  Rai! 

you . 

3  j 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

4I 

Thank  you.  Ronnie  Middlebrooke . 

5 

BY  RONNIE  MIDDLEBROOKE: 

Thank  you  very  much.  My  name  is  Lonnie  Middlebrooke. 

1 

I'm  a  Blytheville  City  Councilman,  Ward  3,  Position 

8 

1.  I'm  also  President  of  the  Blytheville  Chickasaw 

V 

Kiwanis.  I  would  like  to  just,  at  this  time,  s av  that 

in 

10 

Eaker  Air  Porce  Base  has  been  a  great  impact  to  our 

community,  both  socially  and  economically,  and  we  have 

worked  very  well  together  and  both  as  a  public  official 

■  1 

and  a  private  citizen,  we  are  here  to  assist  in  any 

.4 

ways  possible  to  make  the  Rail  Garrison  Syatesi  Project 

is 

a  reality  in  Blytheville,  Arkansas.  Thank  you  very 

• 

16 

much. 

l 

17 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

s 

•a 

Thank  you.  Dick  Pruitt,  Mayor. 

: 

.V 

UiCK  FMUl'll‘1 

70 

Colonel  McShane,  gentlemen,  Ira  Dick  Pruitt,  Mayor 

i 

7' 

of  the  City  of  Osceola,  a  community  of  some  nine  thousand 

11 

77 

people,  approximately  fifteen  miles  s  h  of  Blytheville. 

!  11 

71 

Ea&er  Air  Force  Base  has  been  much  to  the  economic 

74 

impact  of  our  community.  I  really  appreciated  the 

7S 

excellent  presentation  that  Colonel  Walsh  made  showing 

1 

1 
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the  economic  and  som<_  of  the  environmental  impact  that 
it  would  have  on  our  community  and  on  Bl.theville. 

I  can  see  no  adverse  impact  whatsoever.  We  have  trains 
coming  through  our  community  very  day  that  d~  carry 
things  that  could  be  of  danger  but  I  see  no  added  danger 
with  the  Rail  Garrison  System  here.  As  a  member  of 
,  the  Blytheville  Base  Community  Council  and  Mayoi  of 

|  Osceola  for  some  seventeen  years,  I've  watched  this  ( 

base  and  it’s  performance.  This  would  be  an  ideal  | 
location  for  the  Rail  Garrison  Missile  anu  I  certainly  ■ 
i  urge  you  give  it  every  consideration.  Thank  you  very  | 

much ,  ! 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE:  i 

Thank  you.  Mayor  Michael  Wilson. 

BY  MICHAEL  WILSON: 

1  Colonel  McShane,  I'm  Mike  Wilson,  Mayor  of  w  ilion. 

I 

Alter  the  scoping  hearing,  the  City  Council  of  Wilson  j 
passed  a  resolution.  Por  »he  regard,  I’d  like  to  resd 
that  to  you  to  be  entered  into  the  record  and  I  would  i 
also  note  that  because  the  resolution  was  passed  on  i 
May  the  10th,  I  will  refer  to  Blytheville  Air  Force 
Base  instead  of  Eaker  Air  Force  b<*  The  resolution 
reads  whereas  the  City  Council  of  Wilson,  Arkansas 
,  recognizes  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Concept  as 

a  clever  addition  to  this  nation's  defense  system  and 
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I 

,  1  they  realize  that  the  ingenuity  ari  efficiency  of  I 

j  |  America's  military  is  this  country! '  best  assurance  I 

}  '  for  peace  and  whereas  the  U.S.  Air  Force  is  considering 

4;  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  at  Blytheville  Air 

5  Force  Base,  and  whereas  Blytheville  Air  Force  Base 

t  j  is  the  largest  industry  in  the  county  and  is  vital 

j  to  the  economy  of  the  county  and  this  addition  would 

9  i  bring  more  military  personnel  to  the  county  and  enhance 

0  I  the  future  of  Blytheville  Air  Force  Base,  now  therefore 

I 

,0  |  it  be  resolved  that  the  City  Council  of  the  City  of 

Wilson  Arkansas,  that  every  effort  be  made  to  encourage 
l?  I  members  of  the  United  states  Congress  to  approve  the 

tJ  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Concept  and  upon  further 

,t  the  U.S.  Air  Force  be  urqed  to  install  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

n  Gar  r i ton  System  at  Blytheville  Air  Force  Base.  This 

,A  I  was  passed  unanimously.  Thank  you. 

, ,  i  BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

|  Thank  you.  Mike  Gibson. 

( BY  MIKE  GIBSON: 

y,  l  am  Mike  Gibson,  Colonel  McShane,  of  Osceola.  Arkansas. 

j,  As  Mayor  Pruitt  said,  we  are  a  eit,  of  approximately 

nine  thousand  people,  located  fifteen  miles  south  of 
Eaker  Air  Force  Baae.  I'm  here  before  you  tonight  as 
?4  !  an  elected  public  official  in  my  capacity  at  City  j 

^  Attorney.  I  also  represent  the  citizens  of  south  ' 
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Mississippi  County  as  their  Prosecuting  Attorney  and 
I’ve  bean  asked  by  the  Mayors  of  the  City  of  Joiner, 
located  approximately  thirty-five  miles  south  of  Eaker 
Air  Porce  Base,  and  the  town  of  Bassett  which  is  about 
thirty  miles  south  of  Eaker  Air  Porce  Base,  to  speak 
on  their  behalf  tonight.  On  reviewing  the  socioeconomic 
issues  of  the  proposed  Environmental  Impact  Statement, 
it  is  noted  that  the  support  and  desire  of  the  citizens 
of  Mississippi  County,  for  the  location  of  the  MX  Rail 
Garrison  System,  is  not  fully  expressed.  The  people 
of  these  communities  have  a  largely  rural,  agricultural 
background  and  have  a  strong  and  proud  committment 
to  the  defense  of  this  nation.  The  citizens  of  Osceola, 
Joiner,  Bassett  and  other  citizens  in  south  Mississippi 
County  sincerely  want  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  System  at 
Eaker  Air  Force  Base.  I  don't  think  you  will  find  the 
adversity  to  the  MX  RAil  Garrison  System  in  Mississippi 
County,  Arkansas  that  perhaps  you  have  found  when 
compared  to  other  proposed  locations.  The  citizens 
of  south  Mississippi  County  realize  the  value  of  this 
system,  not  only  to  the  defense  of  this  great  country 
but  also  the  great  benefits  that  result  and  improve 
the  social  and  economic  conditions  as  a  result  of 
locating  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  at  Eaker  Air  Porce  Pise. 
Colonel  McShane,  we  not  only  just  want  you  to  locate 
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are  in  a  random,  totally  random  order.  John  Sullins. 


7  BY  JOHN  SULLINS: 


Thank  you.  Colonel.  1  am  John  Sullina,  President  of 
the  Blythiville  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  President  of 
Mississippi  County  Community  College.  Our  Chamber 
membership  is  comprised  of  the  areas  businesses  and 
industries  who  are  in  partnership  with  this  community 
and  with  Fak»r  Air  Porce  “ase.  This  partnership  has 
qrown  out  of  citizen  involvement  and  enthusiasm  and 
support  that  is  so  significant  and  so  repeatedly 
demonstrated  that  I  believe  the  evidence  of  which  should 
be  included  In  the  final  EIS.  Our  strong  support  for 
EAF8  selection  as  one  of  the  basing  participants  in 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program,  we  feel  has 
only  been  enhanced  by  the  preliminary  EIS.  The  EIS 
lists  little  or  no  impact  in  most  study  categories 
with  the  project  location  at  EAPB.  I've  read  no  inst  ;e 
of  measurably  long  term  impact  upon  land  utilization, 
highways  and  roads,  biological  cosimunities  or  water 
shed.  The  one  instance  of  mentioned  impact  is  abated 
by  your  alternative  alignment  of  tracking  and  lessens 
the  need  for  mitigation  of  that  impact.  Instead, 
attention  can  be  turned  to  opportunities  focused  upon 
cultural  benefits  to  the  area  citizenry  that  can  be 
possibly  derived  from  discussions  in  a  mitigation  process 
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the  MX  RAil  System  at  Eaker  Air  Porce  Base  but  with 


an  unemployment  rate 


excess  of  fourteen  percent. 


we,  in  fact,  need  you.  It  seems  to  me  that  two  points, 
two  additional  points,  perhaps,  need  to  be  addressed 
in  your  final  Environmental  Impact  Statement .  Number 
one,  you  should  more  fully  express  in  that  statement 
the  desires  of  the  citizens  of  this  community,  of 
Mississippi  County,  that  your  system  be  located  here 
at  Eaker  Air  Porce  Base,  that  we  want  you  and  we  need 
you.  I  would  also  ask  that  you  give  due  consideration 
to  thb.  economic  needs  of  the  community  in  which  you 
might  locate  this  system.  I  dare  say  that  no  other 
community,  when  compared  to  ours,  needs  these  jobs 
and  dollars  worth  in  their  communities.  It  seems  to 
me  that  this  is  an  excellent  opportunity  for  the  military 
to  not  only  keep  the  peace  kept.  Colonel  McShane,  but 
you  can  also  help  to  ensure  the  domestic  tranquility 
by  spending  dollars  for  defense  in  areas  that  are 
economically  depressed  such  as  Mississippi  County  and 
I  think  that  should  be  given  due  consideration.  TT  .nk 


72  BY  COLONEL  McSHANE : 

73  Thank  you.  Now,  the  balance  of  these  cards  that  1  have 

34  are  from  private  citizens,  at  least  that's  the  indication 

75  we  had  that  they  were  and  I've  shuffled  them  and  they 
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including  historical  discoveries.  I'm  both  appreciative 
of  and  impressed  by  the  interest  and  concern  expressed 
by  the  Air  Force  in  the  archaeological  discoveries 
and  the  persistent  attention  demonstrated  by  the  Air 
Force  in  the  protection  and  preservation  of  the  site. 
The  EIS  does  not  that  preliminary  evaluations  revealed 
that  four  of  the  ...  sites  with  the  possibility  of 
four  others  may  be  eligible  for  the  National  Register 
of  Historic  Places.  At  the  conclusion  of  my  statement. 
1  would  appreciate  some  elaboration  on  that,  if  you 
could.  I  am  competent  that  you  will  find  no  community 
demonstrating  a  greater  level  of  enthusiasm  or  support 
than  is  found  for  EAPB  and  it's  personnel  by  the  citizens 
of  our  area.  We  are  proud  of  what  EAPB  has  done  for 
us  and  we  are  equally  proud  of  what  we  have  done  for 


EAPB.  My  compliments 


the  fairness  and  the 


consideration  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Study.  Thank 


19  BY  COLONEL  McSHANE : 

?o  Colonel  Walsh,  do  you  have  someone  who  could  address 

71  Mr.  Sullins  concern. 

77  BY  COLONEL  WALSH; 

71  I  Yes,  I  would  like  Mr.  Hickman  to  respond  to  your 


71  BY  MK.  HICKMAN: 
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We  are  currently  in  the  process  of  preparing  the  final 
report  of  our  studies  on  the  archaeological  site  which 
is  about  seventy-four  acres  and  is  considered  to  be 
an  excellent  example  of  Mississipian  prehistoric  village. 
We  expect  that  we  will  be  preparing  the  papers  for 
nomination  for  the  National  Register  early  this  fall 
and  that  it  would  become  part  of  the  National  Register 
perhaps  by  the  end  of  the  year.  As  a  part  of  the  National 
Register,  once  it  is  part  of,  actually  becomes  a  historic 
place,  the  Air  Porce  will  be  preparing  a  memorandum 
of  agreement  in  conjunction  with  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Office  in  order  to  document  what  actions 
will  be  necessary  to  maintain  all  of  the  artifacts 
and  to  collect  when  necessary,  the  information  necessary 
To  preaerve  that  data  and  the  artifacts  that  are  present 
there.  This  process,  currently,  will  not  actually  require 
any  activity  on  the  site  but  rather  will  be  in 
anticipation  of  any  disturbance  that  might  be  required 
in  the  future,  as  Colonel  Walsh  said  earlier,  currently 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program,  no  disturbance 
at  this  site  is  primed. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Shirley  Green. 

BY  SHIRLEY  GREEN: 

Colonel  McShane,  you  really  know  how  to  wear  us  little 
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1  I 

old  ladies  out.  I  think,  if  1  had  a  chance  to  vote, 

I  would  have  voted  not  to  have  seen  the  same  thing 

tonight  that  we  saw  the  last  time  that  took  up  the 

first  hour  but  my  name  is  Shirley  Green,  I‘m  a  housewife, 
I*m  a  wife,  I'm  a  mother  of  five,  I'm  a  grandmother 
of  three,  so  1  think  that  qualifies  me  to  say  a  few 

things  about  this.  Number  one,  I  uon't  understand  why 

l  we're  spending  all  this  money.  This  program,  the  amount 

j  of  money  that's  spent  on  it  is  obscene.  I  just  see 

no  need  in  it  at  all  when  the  MX  itself  is  not  even 

in  good  shape.  It's  almost  as  bad  as  the  ...  bomber 

which  I  think  1  read  they  were  going  to  put  that  here 

to  and  that  would  be  good  because  the  kutsu  would  grow 

over  it  good  because  we  all  know  it  can't  fly.  But 

I'd  like  to  quote  Chairman  Lee  Aspen,  Democrat  of 

Wisconsin,  I’m  sorry  I'm  loosing  my  voice,  I*ve  been 
doing  it  ever  since  I  came  from  Las  Vegas,  it's  too 

dry  up  there,  Chairman  Lee  Aspen,  Democrat  of  Wisconsin 
|  of  House  Arms  Services  Committee  gives  the  MX  ballistic 

j  missile  a  D  for  performance.  The  problem  with  the  MX 

j  has  been  late  deliveries  and  poor  production  of  the 

guidance  system,  a  vital  element  called  enercial  i 

measurement  unit.  There  are  thirty-three  HXs  now  deployed 
but  only  two-thirds  have  workable  IMUs.  So  I  really 

don't  understand  why  we’re  spending  all  this  money 
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to  talk  about  developing  up  to  one  hundred  when  we 
don’t  even  know  what  we're  doing  with  the  little  handful 
we  have  now.  And  then  a  couple  of  other  questions  that 
I  believe  were  addressed  before  but  I  did  not  see  answers 
in  the  study  were  I've  lived  in  Memphis  and  the  tri-state 
area  all  my  life  and  we've  always  been  under  the 
impression  that  this  area  was  on  the  New  Madrid  fault 
and  I  would  like  to  know  what  study  has  been  made, 
how  that  would  affect  something  like  this,  and  also 
the  fact  that  we're  in  tornado  alley  here  which  is 
well  known  and  I,  1  don't  expect  an  answer  tonight. 

I  would  just  like  to  see  it  in  the  report.  So,  if  you’ll 
excuse  my  voice  again,  and  I  thank  you,  and  my 
nervousness  too.  I'm  just  used  to  hollering  at  kids. 
Thank  >ou. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Thank  you.  Colonel  Walsh,  are  you  able  to  answer  these 
concerns  at  this  time? 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

Yes,  sir.  With  your  respect  to  your  question  on  the 
Peacekeeper  missiles,  on  their  adequacy,  that's  a  very, 
very  good  question.  We  did  have  difficulties  with  j 
Northrup,  the  producer  of  the  missiles,  in  their  j 
maintaining  the  production  schedule  that  was  originally  \ 
established  for  them  and  the  problem  did  lie  in  the 


-  58  - 

1  conversion  from  a  research  and  development  effort  to 

2  a  production  line  effort.  In  the  seventeen  tests  that 

3  we've  had  of  the  Peacekeeper  missile,  they  have  performed 

4  !  well  above  our  expectations  but,  nevertheless,  Northrup 

5  |  did  have  difficulty  transitioning  from  research  and 

e,  ;  development  to  a  production  line.  Because  of  that, 

7  j  the  Air  Porce  withheld  progress  payments  and  that  got 

8  i  national  attention  and  that's  what  Mr.  Aspen  was  j 

9  referring  to.  However,  since  that  time,  they  have  gotten 

to  J  their  act  together  and  are  almost  back  on  schedule 

i  ! 

ii  |  with  the  production  of  the  enercial  measurement  units 

17  and  we  intend  to  meet  full  operational  capability  date 

t3  in  December  of  this  year  with  fifty  Peacekeeper  missiles 

14  deployed  in  minuteman  silos.  Now,  with  respect  to  your 

15  |  other  two  questions  on  the  New  Madrid  fault  and  the 

it  |  tornado  concerns,  we  have  acknowledged  the  concern 

i7  j  and  it  is  discussed  in  the  safety  section,  that  is 

ia  I  Chapter  Five,  of  the  document.  We  identify  the  existence 

i9  I  of  the  fault  in  the  geological  section  of  the  Eaker  | 

jo  ■  document  but  we  analyzed  the  safety  aspects  in  the  i 

71  j  safety  section,  Chapter  Five.  Thank  you  very  much.  j 

72  BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

73  I  Bill  Inman . 

I  ! 

74  1  BY  BILL  INMAN:  ! 

75  I  My  name  is  Bill  Inman,  l  live  in  Gosnell  and  if  I  can 
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deviate  for  juBt  one  second  from  prepared  question. 
If  Lea  Aspen  Das  any  sites  he's  interested  in,  I  hope 
you'll  take  his  statement  into  consideration.  Now  that 
we've  heard  the  results  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  what's  the  next  step  to  be  taken 
in  the  selection  process  and  when  will  the  actual 
selection  of  Garrison  sites  be  made? 

BV  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Colonel  Walsh? 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

The  public  comment  period  as  noted  in  my  presentation 
earlier,  closes  on  the  31st  of  August.  The  Air  Porce 
will  take  all  comments  received  and  develop  responses 
to  those  concerns  that  are  raised.  The  response  that 
we  may  take  will  be  to  adjust  our  document  or  to  identify 
why  we  will  not  adjust  our  document,  why  that  response 
or  why  the  issue  was  not  relevant  to  the  document. 
We  intend  to  have  the  document  ready  for  filing  with 
the  Environmental  Protection  Agency  by  the  end  of  this 
year  so  that  a  decision  can  be  made  in  the  early  part 
of  1989.  Now,  that's  what  happens  with  the  document. 
Now,  in  your  question  you  asked  when  a  decision  would 
actually  be  made.  It's  very  difficult  for  me  to  speculate 
how  the  new  Administration  and  new  Congress  will  react. 
1  can  only  tell  you  what  the  Congress  has  proposed 
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in  recent  legislation  and  that  is  they  have  placed 
two  hundred  and  fifty  million  dollars  into  both  the 
ICBH  program  and  into  the  Peacekeeper  RAi 1  Garrison 
program  to  continue  the  research  and  development  through 
the  first  part  of  the  fiscal  year,  1989.  They  have 
also  fenced  an  extra  two  hundred  a..d  fifty  million 
dollars  that  could  be  used  for  both  programs  or  one 
program  or  no  program  and  it  all  depends  on  a  decision 
that  Congress  intends  to  make  in  conjunction  with  the 
new  Administration  and  they  have  established  a  date 
of  March  of  next  year  for  making  that  decision.  Thank 
you  very  much. 

By  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Sir,  did  you  have  a  statement  or  was  it  just  a  question? 
BY  MR .  INMAN: 

Just  a  question. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Thank  you.  Terry  Gabrielson. 

BY  TERRY  GABRIELSON: 

Colonel  McShane,  gentlemen,  my  name  is  Terry  Gabrielson. 
I'm  a  Blytheville  resident.  I  was  asked  to  speak  this 
evening  by  Dr.  Prank  Latter,  Superintendent  of 
Blytheville  Public  Schools.  The  purpose  of  being  here 
this  evening  is  to  reaffirm  our  very  strong  and 
enthusiastic  support  for  locating  the  new  Peacekeeper 


19 


DOCUMENT  503 


DOCUMENT  503 


-  61  - 

mission  here  at  Eaker  Air  Porce  Base.  We  have  read 
carefully  and  studied  the  outstanding  document  you've 
put  before  us  and  we  concur  with  your  conclusions  and 
your  statistics  p"t  forth,  namely  ir.  Blytheville,  our 
current  student/ataf f  member  ratio  is  16.1  and  with 
the  addition  of  the  new  mission  at  the  air  base,  it 
^ould  simply,  we  could  comfortably  assimilate  the  new 
students  who  would  Join  our  school  district.  It  would 
raise  the  figures  to  about  16.4,  a  mere  increase  of 
three  tenths  of  one  percent.  We  feel  that  we  have  an 
excellent  staff  in  place.  We  are  in  the  process  of 
upgrading  our  facilities  and  adding  new  facilities. 
It  is  not  anticipated  that  any  new  facilities  would 
have  to  be  constructed.  If  the  need  presented  itself, 
certainly,  based  on  the  school  board's  past  performance, 
we  would  add  new  staff  if  the  need  did  present  itself. 
We  think  we  have  the  kinds  of  progrsms  in  the  Blytheville 
Public  School  that  will  well  serve  a  variety  of 
youngsters  representing  a  vast  variety  of  needs.  As 
1  mentioned  at  the  last  hearing,  we  serve  well  and 
effectively,  we  believe,  youngsters  ranging  from  very, 
very  gifted  to  profoundly  handicapped.  We  have  thoee 
kinds  of  programs  in  place.  But  a  lot  of  other  people 
at  this  hearing  and  at  the  previous  hearing,  have 
articulated  extremely  well  what  our  particular 
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communities  need  are  jobs  and  increased  employment. 
I'd  like  to  take  a  little  different  tack.  Colonel, 

and  voice  the  sentiment,  and  1  speak  on  firsthand 
observations  as  a  person  who  works  in  a  school,  about 
five  percent  of  our  student  population  comes  from  Air 
Force  families  and  1  can  tell  you  that  Air  Force  families 
incVease  the  vigor  of  our  particular  community.  Secondly, 
the  children  of  these  families  greatly  add  to  and  enhance 
the  kind  of  educational  program  we  have  here  in  our 
school  district  and  1  suppose  that  our  neighboring 
school  districts  would  say  very  much  the  same  thing. 
I  could  tell  you  example  after  example  of  children 

who  have  enriched  our  community  simply  because  they 

attend  our  school.  Again,  we  would  very  much  like  to 

see  you  make  the  correct  decision  of  adding  the  mission 
to  the  Eaker  Air  Force  Ba*».  w«  absolutely  pledge  to 
support  you  m  any  and  all  possible  ways.  We  commend 
you  for  your  report.  Thank  you. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Thank  you.  Jerry  Bohannon. 

BY  JERRY  BOHANNON: 

Thank  you,  gentlemen.  My  Board  of  Directors  have  kept 
me  here  in  Blytheville  where  it‘s  humid,  my  boss  Is 
in  pretty  good  shape.  Welcome  to  Blytheville,  gentlemen. 
I'm  Jerry  Bohannon,  Executive  Vice  President  of  the 
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Blytheville  Chamber  of  Commerce.  I  must  echo  the  comments 

has  developed  a  relationship  with  Eaker  Air  Force  Base 

of  appreciation  which  proceeded  me  on  your  being  here 

1 

of  exemplary  cooperation.  The  record  should  note  this 

to  give  our  citizens  the  opportunity  to  respond  to 

20 

3 

support  in  the  Air  Force  deliberations  for  selecting 

the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  The 

* 

potential  garrison  siLeB.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity 

investigation  team  should  be  commended  on  the  intensity 

5 

to  make  these  comments.  i 

and  completeness  of  it's  investigation  in  the 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Blytheville/Gosnell  area.  From  this  investigation  and 

J 

Thank  you.  Bill  Akin. 

subsequent  study  has  evolved  an  awareness  on  behalf 

8 

BY  BILL  AKIN: 

of  the  impacted  communities  of  the  effort  by  the  Air 

Good  evening.  Since  this  is  a  public  hearing,  I  thought 

Force  to  work  cooperatively  toward  a  successful  and 

10 

it  would  be  good  to  talk  to  the  public.  In  looking 

amicable  garrisoning  of  the  MX  missile  Bystem  at  Eaker 

at  the  MX  missile,  I  think  it  is  appropriate,  even 

Air  Force  Base.  The  operations  of  the  97th  Bombardment 

though  our  Environmental  Impact  statement  tries  to 

Wing  have  been  an  integral  part  of  the  way  of  life 

£ 1 

13 

Li 

based  here  play  an  important  part  in  our  national  defense 

morality,  factors  in  the  statement,  that  these  are 

is  accepted  and  appreciated.  Selection  as  a  garrison 

t 

.. 

important  parts  that  anything  our  government  does  and 

site,  therefore,  follows,  therefore,  a  very  reasonable 

i 

17 

this  is  the  only  opportunity  the  Air  Force  has  to  hear 

line  of  thinking.  We've  supported  our  country's  military 

>8 

from  the  public.  I  know  Congress  has,  we  have  the 

objectives  and  will  continue  to  do  so.  in  our  knowledge 

«• 

opportunity  from  Congress  too  so  in  looking  at  the 

of  the  cultural  significance  of  findings  on  Eaker  Air 

70 

MX  missile,  I  think  this  is  something  that  we  should 

Porce  Base,  brought  about  by  the  Environmental  Impact 

r  22 

21 

not  even  be  trying  to  build  the  fifty  we  have  much 

Study,  we  are  pleased  with  the  measures  taken  to  ensure 

5 

7? 

less  trying  to  get  fifty  more.  We  hear  about  the  talks 

the  proper  accountability  of  these  sites.  Having  been 

s 

i 

73 

about  trying  to  reduce  our  nuclear  arsenal  by  fifty 

designated  as  a  recipient  of  the  Barksdale  trophy  for 

74 

percent  and  move  towards  a  more  peaceful  world,  working 

outstanding  community  support,  the  City  of  Blytheville 

25 

out  our  problems  in  other  ways  than  by  the  number  of 
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, 

missiles,  planes,  etcetera,  that  we  have  and  yet  the 

2 

Fail  Garrison  Plan  is  trying  to  double  the  number  of 

££ 

3 

MX  missiles  we  have  which  is  so^minqly  the  opposite 

- 

of  what  we  are  trying  to  do  on  a  national  level,  x 

5 

think  as  far  as  looking  at  the  No  Action  alternative 

6 

of  the  MX  is  one  of  the  most  important  alternatives, 

’ 

I’ll  speak  for  myself,  I  think  l  represent  a  good  portion 

of  the  people  in  the  country  and  even  this  area  of 

9 

the  country  if  not  in  this  city,  that  the  money,  ten 

23 

10 

to  fifteen  billion  dollars  and  looking  at  the  piece 

» 

that  this  community  will  get  and  the  jobs  and  the 

17 

benefits  many  people  have  spoken  to  and  are  highly 

13 

in  favor  of,  that  we  could  distribute  that  same  amount 

14 

of  money  in  this  community  and  other  communities  are 

in  need  and  it  would  go  a  lot  further  in  terms  of  the 

\ 

.. 

employment  of  people  and  the  productivity  of  the 

\ 

17 

community.  To  address  a  few  things  about  the  DEIS 

1* 

statement  itself,  it  seems  to  imply  that  deterence 

-9 

^  somehow  enhanced  by  this  system  whereas  this  is 

1  24 

70 

adding  about  five  hundred  warheads  whereas  to  our  arsenal 

S  * 

?1 

that  w«  say  would  be  survivable  because  they'd  be  on 

I 

77 

the  rails  whereas  Congress  has  already  found  that  we 

s 

J 

” 

would  have  more  than  enough,  thirty-seven  hundred 

74 

warheads  would  sustain  any  Soviet  attack  and  be  able 

?S 

to  deter  or  be  able  to  respond  back  which  I  think  is 
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more  than  efficient  d  eterence.  The  statement  is  weak 
in  terms  of  looking  at  what  happens  when  these  trains 
get  out  on  the  rail  and  the  safety  factors  involved. 
They  talk  about  objects  hitting  the  train  and  at  some 
relatively  low  speed  but  they  don’t  talk  about  weapons 
and  the  trains  being  sabotaged,  looking  at  the  tracks 
and  the  vulnerability  of  having  these  tracks  all  over 
the  place  whereas  one  strategic  explosion  on  the  tracks 
would  take  care  of  the  train  going  anywhere. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Time,  Mr.  Akin. 

BY  MB.  AKIN: 

Thank  you  for  the  time  and,  also,  I  hope  that  the 
statement  did  not  really  address  all  of  our  written 

and  oral  statements  before,  that  this  final  document 
would  address  these  and  other  things  that  we  have  in 

written  form.  Thank  you. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

As  indicated,  the  final  document  is  required  to  address 
all  those  concerns.  Colonel  Walsh. 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

1  would  like  to  respond  to  some  of  the  issues  that 

you  raised.  First  of  all,  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  requires  that  the  proposed  of  the  action 
only  look  at  the  physical  effects  of  the  system.  It  | 


3-69 


DOCUMENT  503 


does  not  require  us  to  look  at  the  psychological,  social 
effects  of  the  system.  It  has  to  be  something  that’s 
a  direct  cause  of  the  action  as  has  been  reported  in 
the  E1S.  Also,  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
only  requires  us  to  look  at  alternatives  to  satisfy 
the  underlying  requirements,  in  this  case,  the  underlying 
requirement  is  a  store  survivable  ICBM  system  so  it 
does  not  require  us  to  look  at  alternate  uses  of  the 
money.  That  is  a  subject  for  the  Congress  to  consider 
in  making  their  final  decisions.  Also,  the  EIS  does 
not  require  us  to,  or  the  Congress  has  directed  us 

just  to  look  at  the  peacetime  operation  of  the  system 
so  we  do  not  have  to  consider  the  wartime  use  and  in 
actual  facts,  the  purpose  of  this  system  is  through 
the  mobility  of  the  peacekeeper  that  it  becomes  an 
untargetable  target  by  the  Soviets  and  knowing  the 

Soviet  Union,  knowing  that  they  cannot  successfully 
attack  it,  will  not  attack  in  the  first  place.  Thank 
you  very  much,  sir. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Phil  Darnell. 

BY  PHIL  DARNELL: 

Phil  Darnell,  speaking  as  a  private  citizen.  I  think 

the  new  on  base  option  pretty  well  answered  my  initial 
question.  However,  I'd  like  to  ask  one  more.  Is  it 
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i 

3 

be  transported  via  aircraft  into  the  base  and  mated 

3 

up  with  the  other  three  stages  of  the  missile  at  the 

4 

operating  base. 

5 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

6 

If  I  can,  i  think  his  question  concerns  the,  when  the 

> 

missile  is  taken  back  to  P.  E.  Warren  for  maintenance, 

a 

will  the  fourth  stage  be  with  it  or  not? 

BY  LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  GARY  EMMONS: 

'0 

No. 

.. 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

i? 

Does  that  fairly  answer  your  question? 

13 

BY  PHIL  DARNELL: 

28 

Yes,  sir.  And  finally,  I'd  ju^t  like  to  say  that  I 

IS 

endorse  all  those  who  have  spoken  in  favor  of  basing 

3 

i 

I. 

it  here.  Thank  you. 

i 

■> 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

<S 

Thank  you.  Dewey  Neely. 

* 

"J 

BY  DEWEY  NEELY: 

i 

20 

Colonel  McShane,  I’m  Dewey  Neely  from  Osceola,  Arkansas, 

i 

3' 

fifteen  miles  south  of  Eaker  Air  Force  Base.  I'm  a 

! 

11 

member  of  the  Base  Council  and  have  been  for  a  number 

1 

13 

of  years.  I  would  just  lika  to  echo  moatl  what's  been 

?  29 

?4 

said  in  favor  of  the  Peace)-  'per  Rail  Garmon  missile 

74 

being  stationed  here.  If  and  when  it ‘a  finally  approved, 
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fairly  clear  that  the  new  on-base  option  will  avoid 
the  Sauda  Cemetery?  And,  on  other  question,  more  of 
a  technical  nature,  just  out  of  curiousity,  is  the 
Stage  4  liquid  repellant,  will  that  be  carried  along 
with,  all  four  stages  be  carried  at  once  on  the 
maintenance  train? 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

With  respect  to  your  question  on  the  cemetery,  we  have 
made  every  attempt  to  avoid  impact  to  that  cemetery 
and  at  this  time  we  still  have  avoided  it.  I  would 
like  to  ask  Lieutenant  Colonel  Emmons  to  respond  to 

your  second  questions. 

BY  LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  GARY  EMMONS: 

In  talking  about  the  maintenance  train,  are  you  referring 
to  the  train  train  that  would  be  out  on  the  rails 
practicing  our  operational  concept  or  the  transportation 
of  the  missile  itself  from  the  build  up  base? 

BY  PHIL  DARNELL: 

Well,  whatever  train  would  be,  as  well  as  1  can  gather 
from  reading  the  EIS,  that  would  be  the  train  that 

goes  back  and  forth  to  Warren.  Whenever  the  stages, 
the  missile  itself  with  the  propellant  stages  are 

included.  Not  the  operational  train. 

BY  LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  GARY  EMMONS: 

Okay.  I  think  I  understand  your  question  right  now. 
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1  think  this  is  one  thing  that  some  are  taking  out 
of  context.  It  has  not  been  yet.  I  was  explained  earlier, 
but  if  and  when  it  is,  then  the  people  that  I've  talked 
with  in  Osceola  and  south  Mississippi  County  are 
certainly  all  for  basing  of  a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
missile  at  Eaker  Air  Force  Base.  Thank  you. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE : 

Thank  you.  James  Deal. 

BY  JAMES  DEAL: 

I  want  to  thank  ycu  gentlemen  for  the  opportunity  to  j 
present  my  views.  Time  does  not  permit  to  really  present  1 
all  the  views  that  incorporate  my  interest  in  this  | 

and  my  studies  up  to  date  so  I  fully  intend  to  send 

a  written  statement  timely  for  this  purpose.  I'll  state 
for  the  record,  though,  that  I  pretty  much  agree  with 
Senator  Dale  Bumpers  that  the  MX  missile  may  not  be 
the  best  thing  for  this  nation  but  I  also  want  to  include 

that  if  there  is  deployment  of  this  missile  system, 

that  I  would  be  in  favor  of  Blytheville,  Arkansas  being 
one  of  the  ten.  I  want  to  bring  to  you  some  experience 
that  I  have,  though,  about  transportation.  During  the 
last  war  in  the  1940's,  I  was  a  conductor  for  Southern 
Pacific  Railroad,  working  out  of  Indio  to  Yuma  and 
at  that  time  we  were  training  or  we  had  a  training 
base  headed  by  General  Patton  for  the  Africa  Corps 
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and  I  can  tell  you  that  a  tingle  track  railroad  becomes 
an  almost  impossible  world  with  military  because  every 
military  train  that  goes  out  on  this  main  line  is  going 
to  have  to  carry  extra  signals.  It  can't  be  what  you 
call  a  scheduled  train.  You've  got  trains  coming  in 
opposition  to  it  and  you've  got  to  find  places  to  side 
track  everything  for  those  missiles.  Deployment  for 
those  things  out  here  on  this  base,  if  we  got  lead 
time  and  I'll  put  this  in  formal  Questions  you  can 
answer  later,  but  the  deployment,  the  first  strike 
that  we  would  have  any  indication  of  would  be  shorter 
than  the  time  to  get  those  missiles  off  of  this  base 
and  onto  that  railroad  and  alert  the  opposing  trains 
that  we  were  coming  into  the  system  and  that's  my 
greatest  concern  about  this  on  a  personal  level  and 
that's  not  necessarily  having  anything,  whatsoever, 
with  Blytheville  because  I'm  in  favor,  if  you  have 
it,  for  it  to  coae  here  but  I'm  thinking  that  you're 
going  to  have  a  traffic  bog  down  of  the  rail  system 
when  you  try  to  scramble  that  thing  on  our  railroads. 
Thank  you  very  much. 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

Colonel  Walsh,  do  you  have  any  answer  to  that  question? 
We've  heard  it  Before  in  the  last  few  days. 

BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 
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i 

with  our  forces.  We  would  disperse  trains  and  we  could 

2 

disperse  our  bomber  force  and  we  could  flush  more  of 

3 

our  submarine  forces  out  to  sea  so  that  to  ensure  that 

4 

the  Soviets  realize  they  could  not  successfully  attack 

5 

and  therefore  they  would  not  attack  in  the  first  place. 

6 

So,  we’re  not  looking  at  a  dash  out  of  the  garrison 

7 

area.  We're  working  for  the  orderly  movement  in  full 

8 

coordination  with  the  dispatchers  of  the  respective 

rail  companies  so  that  we  could  blend  in  with  the 

>0 

commerical  rail  system  without  causing  a  disruption 

but  we  feel  that  we  will  have  adequate  strategic  warning 

u 

to  accomplish  such  dispersal.  Thank  you  very  much. 

'3 

sir . 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

'5 

Harold  Sudbury. 

i 

BY  HAROLD  SUDBURY: 

i 

Colonel  McShane,  I'm  Harold  Sudbury  of  Blytheville. 

«  '» 

I  serve  as  Chairman  of  the  Military  Affairs  Committee 

f 

of  the  Blytheville  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  I'm  delighted 

i 

to  provide  testimony  in  this  public  hearing.  First 

I  " 

of  #11 ,  l  want  to  commend  Lieutenant  Colonel  Peter 

i  31  ” 

Walsh  for  the  manner  in  which  he  conducted  the  scoping 

I  ;; 

meeting  that  was  held  in  this  very  facility  this  past 

April.  I  appreciate  Colonel  Walsh's  fairness,  his 

25 

thoroughness  and  his  responsiveness  during  that  threr> 
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Yes,  sir.  You’ve  asked  a  very  good  question,  it  is 

not  the  intent  of  the  Air  Force  to  scramble  these  trains. 

We  will  rely  on  strategic  warning  to  initiate  a  dispersal 
of  trains.  Now,  by  strategic  warning,  I'm  saying  that 
on  a  day  to  day  basis,  the  Soviet  Union  does  not  have 
sufficient  forces  deployed  so  they  can  launch 
succeasful  attack,  a  full  ...  attack  on  the  United 

.States  and  successfully  destroy  the  entire  track.  If 
they  did  launch  such  an  attack,  they  would  know  that 
there  were  going  to  be  some  survivors  of  the  triad 
which,  in  turn,  could  launch  an  attack  on  the  Soviet 

Union  and  inflict  unacceptable  damage.  If  the  Soviet 

Union  were  to  increase  their  posture  so  they  could 
launch  a  credible  attack  against  all  aspects  of  the 
triad,  we  are  highly  confident  that  we  would  see  such 
changes  in  their  posture  and  then  be  able  to  take  the 
appropriate  counter  action.  Now,  the  typea  of  reposturing 
that  we  would  expect  to  see  from  the  Soviet  Union  would 
be,  for  instance,  the  movement  of  their  submarine  force 
to  sea.  Except  for  training,  the  bulk  of  the  submarine 
force  of  the  Soviet  Union  is  a  port  navy.  We'd  also 
expect  to  see  some  repoeturing  of  their  defense  forces 
and,  of  course,  their  political  leaders  would  be 
repositioned  to  survive  any  retalitory  attack.  Seeing 
these  things,  we  would  start  taking  counter  measures  ! 
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, 

hour  meeting.  Now,  because  of  Colonel  Walsh’s  efforts, 

2 

we  have  before  us  a  document  that  thoroughly  discusses 

3 

the  issues  that  should  be  addressed  by  the  decision 

4 

makers.  However,  in  an  attempt  to  make  the  final  report 

> 

even  more  complete  and  in  an  attempt  to  provide  the 

6 

decision  makers  with  an  additional  and,  1  believe. 

7 

an  important  consideration,  I  request  that  the  final 

8 

report  include  a  statement  as  to  the  level  of  communitv 

support  for  the  MX  Peacekeeper  Rail  GArrison  System 

10 

that  has  been  exhibited  st  each  of  the  candidate  bases. 

31 

I  believe  community  support  can  be  evaluated  in  terms 

12 

of  magnitude  and  significance  of  impact.  By  using  the 

13 

measurement  standards  set  forth  in  the  Draft 

14 

Environmental  Impact  Statement.  I  submit  that  the 

'5 

positive  community  support  in  Blytheville,  Mississippi 

$ 

'6 

County  and  Southeast  Missouri  would  be  high  in  magnitude 

s 

17 

and  of  significance  in  both  the  short  term  and  long 

a 

IB 

term.  On  another  point,  I  commend  the  Air  Force  in 

j 

16 

it's  flexibility,  it's  creativity  and  sensitivity  as 

{ 

70 

it  pertains  to  the  realignment  of  the  garrison  siting. 

j 

7! 

It  is  obvious  that  because  of  this  realignment  of  the 

5 

77 

garrison  site,  a  significant  cultural  resource  can 

S 

l 

73 

be  preserved  and,  in  addition,  perhaps  millions  of 

74 

taxpayer  dollars  can  be  saved  by  collocation.  It  is 

7i 

now  apparent  that  because  of  the  Air  Force  efforts 

3-71 
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1  to  avoid  thi*  significant  cultural  resource  and  collocate 

2  the  garrison,  thus  saving  millions  of  dollars,  Baker  | 

3  Air  Force  Base  should  now  be  considered  an  even  more 

4  viable,  perhaps  even  the  best  candidate  for  the  location 

j  of  the  MX  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System.  Thank  you 

*  for  the  opportunity  to  offer  these  comments  for  the 

7  record. 

8  BY  COLONEL  McSHANE: 

9  Thank  you.  Bo  Huffman, 
o  By  COLONEL  WALSH: 

■  Sir,  1  think  he  goes  by  Boo. 

7  By  BO  HUFPMAN : 

3  It's  good  to  see  you  again.  You  beat  me  to  the  punch. 

«  Colonel  McShane,  1  don't  have  a  statement  to  make, 

s  1  do  have  a  question  that  I  would  like  to  ask  your 

6  distinguished  panel.  We  have  found  that  we  have  a 

7  significant  archaeological  site  at  the  Air  Base  and 

b  you  impact  study  shows  this  and  1  would  like  to  ask 

<3  the  panel  what  methods  of  investigation  were  used  to 

?o  verify  these  findings? 

21  BY  COLONEL  WALSH: 

72  1  would  like  to  ask  Mr.  Hickman  to  respond  to  that 

73  question. 

?«  BY  FRED  HICKMAN: 

2S  Our  research  on  the  archaeological  site  at  Eaker  Air 


Force  Base  began  with  a  literature  search  of  all  the 
past  studies  that  have  been  done  and  many  sites  had 
already  been  recorded.  Once  we  had  finished  this  search 
of  information  that  was  available  in  the  State  Historic 
Preservation  Office,  we  began  a  survey  of  the  site 
itself.  As  I  said  earlier,  it's  about  seventy-four 
acres.  The  initial  find  was  to  look  at  about  one  half 
of  one  percent  of  that  area  using  •  pedestrian  survey 
which  is  essentially  walking,  individual  archaeologists 
walking  about  twenty  meters  apart.  During  that 
pedesterian  survey,  we  found  approximately  ten  thousand 
artifacts,  projectile  points,  chards  of  pottery,  jewelry 
and  other  artifacts  which  clearly  tie  into  a  prehistoric 
period.  Following  that  pedestrian  study,  we  did 
magnitometry  studies  which  is  essentially  using  a  proton  i 
magni tome ter ,  a  device  similar  to  a  metal  detector,  ^ 
which  can  locate  areas  that  have  been  disturbed  deep  | 
in  the  earth,  approximately  down  to  one  meter.  Uaing 
this  instrument,  we  were  able  to  find  some  locations 
that  were  clearly  the  sites  of  previous  village  houses 
as  well  as  a  pallisade  or  a  wall  around  such  a  village. 
We  did  some  excavation  at  a  few  sites,  approximately 
thirty-four  meters  in  total,  to  document  that  there 
were  various  foundations  and  house  floors  in  that  area. 
This  is  all  the  tests  that  have  been  done  at  this  time. 
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every  five  to  seven  hundred  years  and  only  one  hundred 

1 

1B11  quake,  1  read  John  James  Audobon  was  walking  the 

2 

and  seventy-five  years  have  past,  thus  far  the  threat 

2 

backs  of  the  Ohio  River  near  Indiana  when  that  quake 

3 

is  minimal,  in  fact,  an  understanding  of  rudimentary 

3 

occurred  and  he  documented  this  in  his  book  Episodes 

- 

statistics  would  make  it  clear  that  this  prediction 

4 

of  Western  Life  and  he  was  literally  tossed  twelve 

5 

refers  to  independent  events  which  only  follow  that 

5 

feet  in  the  air  by  the  jolt  of  a  quake  many  miles 

* 

trend  in  a  broad  sense.  Can  you  tell  me,  for  example. 

6 

distant.  So,  even  if  there  is  nc  risk  of  detonation 

/ 

when  the  last  quake  occurred  of  an  8.3  magnitude  on 

? 

and,  by  the  way,  I  remind  you.  Colonel  Walsh,  that 

6 

the  Reichtor  scale?  Was  it  in  1111  or  1311?  I  seriously 

8 

they  said  they  couldn't  sink  the  Titanic  and  the  space 

9 

doubt  that  it  was  five  to  seven  hundred  years.  It 

9 

shuttle  would  never  explode  either,  but  what  effects 

10 

may  have  been  a  thousand  years  ago.  You  can  only  examine 

10 

would  just  radioactive  material  strewn  across  the 

" 

the  deformation  of  the  apparent  material  to  determine 

M 

landscape  have?  would  this  material  be  washed  into 

12 

that  but  just  like  the  odds  of  head  and  tails  are 

35 

12 

the  river  or  what  would  be  the  effect  on  nonthreatened 

>3 

fifty/fifty,  it's  still  possible  that  you  might  get 

<3 

wildlife  and  people?  In  your  summary  of  Environmental 

five  heads  in  a  row  because  each  toss  of  the  coin  is 

,4 

Effects,  you  note  under  the  section  on  geogology  and 

1J 

an  independent  event.  Similarly,  the  next  major  quake 

15 

soils  only  the  high  significant  impacts  of  erosion 

.6 

could  occur  tomorrow,  not  in  the  year  2525.  But  what 

< 

16 

during  construction  and  I  would  like  to  ask  what  about 

i; 

about  lesser  magnitude  quakes?  In  my  comment  sheet 

i 

i, 

the  destruction  after  construction  in  regards  to  the 

'8 

which  wasn't  addressed  and  I  did  Bend  it  registered 

18 

New  Madrid  fault?  Also,  in  your  audiovisual  presentation. 

19 

mail,  I  refer  to  the  prediction  by  Dr.  ...  Johnson, 

• 

i* 

you  talked  about  comparison  of  bases  and  for  Eaker 

20 

head  of  Tennessee  Earthquake  Information  Center  at 

t 

20 

you  only  considered  the  cultural  impacts  to  be 

21 

Memphis  State  University,  that  this  area  has  a  forty 

I 

21 

significant.  I'm  just  thinking,  ironically,  that  perhaps 

22 

to  sixty-three  percent  chance  of  having  a  tremor 

; 

2? 

future  archaeologists,  if  any  of  our  species  survive 

23 

measuring  6.0  on  the  Reichtor  scale  by  the  year  2000. 

l 

l 

23 

all  of  this  nuclear  madness,  will  one  day  find  the 

24 

I  would  like  to  know  what  are  the  expected  effects 

24 

earthquake  damaged  remains  of  Eaker  Air  Porce  Base 

23 

of  this  less  dramatic  event.  Referring  back  to  the 

25 

in  Blytheville  and  consider  these  somewhat  analogous 
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to  Pompay  or  some  of  the  other  archaeological  finds 

■ 

REPORTER'S  CERTIFICATE 

2 

of  our  day.  But  finally,  I  would  like  to  ask  the  audience 

2 

if  they  were  as  disappointed  as  1  was  in  the  renaming 

3 

STATE  OF  ARKANSAS  ) 

. 

of  Eaker  Air  Porce  Base.  I  hope  everyone  has  read  Mutiny 

- 

COUNTY  OP  CRAIGHEAD  > 

on  the  Bounty  or  at  least  seen  one  of  the  movie  remakes 

5 

6 

because  I  think  Captain  Blythe  is  alive  and  well  in 

6 

I,  Francis  Ward,  Jr.,  Certified  Court  Reporter  and 

7 

Blytheville.  Thank  you. 

7 

Notary  Public  within  and  for  the  County  and  state  aforesaid. 

a 

BY  COLONEL  McSHANE : 

8 

hereby  certify  that  I  reported  the  foregoing  testimony  of 

9 

That  was  all  the  cards  I  have,  l  ask  any  of  the  folks. 

• 

the  public  hearing  and  the  same  was  taken  before  me;  that 

10 

did  any  more  come  in?  Apparently  not.  Ladies  and 

10 

all  testimony  was  taken  by  me  and  correctly  transcribed 

gentlemen,  we  can  conclude  the  meeting  at  this  time. 

» 

and  reduced  to  typewriting  and  that  said  testimony  is  a 

Please  remember  that  you  have  until  31  August  to  submit 

'2 

true  record  of  all  testimony  given  at  the  time  and  place 

11 

written  materials  to  be  included  in  the  transcript 

■  3 

of  said  public  hearing. 

" 

of  the  hearing.  Once  again,  oral  and  written  statements 

Given  under  my  hand  and  official  seal  this  the  2nd 

15 

or  comments  will  be  afforded  equal  weight.  Officials 

'5 

day  of  August,  1988. 

'6 

of  the  Air  Porce  appreciate  your  efforts  to  come  out 

j 

16 

i? 

tonight  and  to  contribute  your  views  to  this  public 

i 

17 

hearing.  We  thank  you  for  your  courteous  attention. 

IB 

Certified  Cout't  Reporter 

.9 

Please  be  assured  that  Air  Porce  decision  makes  win 

,9 

20 

carefully  consider  each  viewpoint  raised  here  tonight 

j 

20 

My  Commission  Expiies: 

21 

when  deciding  the  ultimate  course  of  action  on  this 

[ 

July  1,  1993. 

22 

proposal.  Thank  you  and  this  public  hearing  is  adjourned 

5 

27 

23 

at  9: J  7  pm. 

i 

23 

25 

73 

3-73 


DOCUMENT  504 


DOCUMENT  504 


puhl ir  daionatratlon  #lth«r  for  or  against 
•  saris,  sines  this  merely  subtracts  fro* 

ths  tins  available  for  othsrs  to  sake  statements 
or  ask  questions  here,  that  each  person  should  be 
given  a  respectful  hearing,  svsn  If  hie  or  her 
views  differ  fros  your  own. 

He'll  take  a  10  slnute  rerses,  please  be 
hark  hers  about  three  ilnutes  after  ths  hour, 


HR  HrSHAKR  He'll  get  started  now.  The 
first  thing  the  principal  asked  as  If  you  could 
please  stay  on  the  sets  that  are  directly  »n  front 
of  the  seating  area,  they  Just  refinished  ths 
floor  and  don't  want  any  unnecessary  walking  on 
It.  second  thing  I'd  like  to  do.  I'd  like  to  have 
Col.  Nslsh  Introduce  the  other  seshers  of  the 
panel  at  this  Mae. 

COL.  WALSH:  On  ay  Issedlste  right  Is  Ha  j  . 

VanNeea,  he  Is  s  lawyer  for  ths  Air  force  working 
for  the  Air  force  regional  engineer  and  he  will 
respond  to  questions  on  legal  setters  end  wstsr 


On  ay  far  right  Is  staff  T.t .  Col.  Rmmona, 
he  |s  sir  strategic  cossand  and  he  will  respond  to 
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affiliation  or  address,  and  then  aak  your  question  I 


or  sake  your 


few  people  who  have 


Indicated  s  desire  to  speak  tonight,  so,  T  will  he 
letting  you  know  when  the  three  Minute  time  Halt 
la  up.  fleorge  Ramsey,  please? 

HR  RAMSHV-  Thank  you,  Co}.  Walsh, 
members  of  ths  briefing  team,  ladles  and 
gentlemen,  we  have  carefully  reviewed  the  ITS  and 
after  that  review,  ws  have  concluded  that  there  is 
no  significant  lepact  on  the  City  of  Medical  Lake 
that  ws  would  anticipate  from  the  Harrison  of  ths 
missile  st  fslrchild. 

As  s  result  however,  we  would  hope  that 
we  would  he  consulted  If  there  are  to  he  any 


changes,  alteraMo 


Stats  Highway  R02, 


since  It  does  provide  the  primary  arterial  info 
the  city  of  Medical  Lake. 

fin  behalf  of  the  city  council  and  mysslf, 
ws  would  Ilka  to  go  on  record  as  endorsing  ths 
siting  of  the  Rail  Oarrlaon  Missile  at  fslrchild 
Air  fores  Hass 

MR.  MrSHAWR:  Thank  you.  That  takas  rare 

of  a]]  of  the  public  officials  who  hsve  Indlcsted 
a  desire  to  speak  tonight.  The  hslsncs  of  these 


on  the  opera t Ions  concept.  On  my 
left  la  Mr.  Hickman,  and  ha  work*  for 


Corporation,  that  was  the  company  hired 
force.  Mr-  Hickman  will  respond  to 


And  on  my  far  left  la  Dr.  Kramar,  h*  alao 
work*  for  Tatra  Tech  Corporation  and  ha  will 
respond  to  quaatlona  on  tha  affacta  of  physical 
resource.  Thank  you  very  much. 

HR.  HcSHAHK:  Ha  now  turn  to  tha  answer 

and  question  period  of  this  public  hearing,  this 
Mm*  1*  **f  said*  about  tha  content  of  the 


briefing  and  the  draft  environmental  Impact 
statement.  What  T'a  going  to  do  la  flrat  call  on 


elected  puhllc  officials  for  their  comments  and 
than  as  I  Indicated,  ths  halancs  of  the  cards,  I 


have  shuffled  then  several  times,  they  are  In  a 
totally  random  order  and  T  will  call  out  name*  of 


people  from  those  card*. 

Once  you  ars  recognized  hy  me,  please 


step  up  to  the  microphone,  since  w*  want  all 
present  to  he  able  to  hear  your  question  or 


statement,  and  we  do  need  to  record  it  for  the 


your  name  and 
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that  this  classified  innat  h«  aade  publicly 
aval  labia  hefora  tha  and  of  tha  DEIS  coaaent 
par  1 od 

•  On  page  2-1  In  tha  aartion  covering 
national  aronoalc  lapacta,  tha  PETS  la  daflclant. 
Tha  Mr  Fore#  haa  fallad  to  lnrluda  In  It* 
analyala  any  aantlon  of  how  aany  aora  people  will 
ha  hungry  or  hoaalaaa  or  uneaployed  because  of  tha 
Hal]  Garrison  proposal. 

t  Mould  also  note  that  tha  Catholic 
bishops  of  tha  Onlted  states  have  condeaned  tha  MX 
ayataa  because  of  it#  negative  soo i oeconoa 1 c 
Japsrt  . 

On  page  4.6-1,  Spokane  la  listed  as  the 
host  cnaaunity.  Mhy  was  this  hearing  not  held  In 
the  host  coaaunlfy? 

On  page  4.6-20,  the  D8IS  addresses 
aeaeures  which  Mould  altlgate  the  haraful  (apart* 
on  tha  habitat  of  tha  endangered  species. 

However,  these  Measures  lack  adequate  detail  and 
do  not  represent  a  sufficient  roaaltaent  on  the 
part  of  the  Mr  Borne  to  protect  the  envlronaent. 

On  page  9-2,  the  safety  considerations 
are  not  specific  to  each  of  the  proposed  bases  and 
thereby  do  not  provide  enough  Inforaatlon  for  an 


DOCUMENT  504 


ST  a  STACHY:  T'a  speaking  tonight  as 

Just  an  ordinary  citizen.  T'a  a  sister  of 
Providence.  My  concerns  are  basically  econoalca], 
yon  raised  several  of  the  points  In  your 
presentation  tonight.  A  aa 1 n  concern  for  ae  Is 
the  wetland,  the  effect  on  the  wetland  habitat  and 
the,  you  Identified  In  the  report,  10  species  of 
wildlife  that  would  he  affected,  Including  the 
geeat  blue  heron. 

Ae  Jla  Juat  Mentioned,  there'e  not  a 
whole  lot  of  detail  about  how  that  would  he  taken  j 

area ,  the 
aejor  ecological 


You 

aen  t 1 oned  97 A 

half  of 

which  are 

cons  1 der 

he  used 

for 

th  1  a 

project  , 

the  veil 

s  of 

that 

project 

1  and  . 

a  1  so 

Include 

dea 1  with.  Aa 
I  and  f 1 11  will  r 


nd  ongoing, 
on*  a  day  of  solid  waste  t 
re  already  aware,  the  Spok 
capacity  by  the  aid  1440* 
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intelligent  assesaaant .  An  exaaple  of  this  Is 
that  there  la  no  lnforaetlon  aa  to  the  neareet 
easrgsncy  response  crew  which  would  handle  an 
accident  *t  Fairchild  Involving  a  nuclear  warhead 
arid /or  a  a  1  sails  aotor. 

On  page  9-10,  the  DEIS  states  an  MX ' a 
third  stage  contains  4200  pounds  of  nitroglycerin, 
T  wonder  how  Many  residents  of  Eastern  Washington 
realized  this  fact  or  would  approve  aore  than  two 
tons  of  nitroglycerin  aa  it’s  passing  through 
their  field  and  towns. 

Overall,  ay  assessaent  of  the  proposed 
PETS  —  on  the  MX  Pall  Garrison  would  support  the 
no  action  alternative,  and  thla  la  ay 
recoaaenda t 1  on  to  the  Air  Force.  Thank  you. 

ME.  MeSHAMR-  Thank  you.  France#  Stacey, 
cnr. .  wai.sh  May  T  aake  a  coaaent  on  the 
previous  gentlessn's  stateaent? 

MR.  McSHAME:  Briefly. 

COL.  WALSH :  With  respect  to  the 

substantial  change  In  the  design  o*  the  systea,  ws 
will  he  required  to  have  a  suppleaent#]  draft 
DEIS.  The  existing  EIS  would  not  he  adequate,  so 
we  would  have  to  cobs  up  with  *  suppleaental  draft 
that  will  be  aade  to  the  public.  Thank  you.  sir. 
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ropnaed  waste  plant  that's  on  the  docket  now 
Ignlfleant  env 1 ronaenta 1  end  health  oonrerna 
that  need  to  he  addressed-  So,  I  would  ssk  that 
an  Id  wove  the  solid  waste  disposal  up  a 
r  higher  in  your  priorities  of  why  It 
n't  he  good  here  In  Spokane. 

won  1  d 


housing  In  Medical  Lake;  T'a  not  a  part  of  the 
Medical  Lake  coaaunlty,  hut  T  a*  concsrned  about 
those  who  have  low  and  Moderate  Incoasa  and  nny 
kind  of  affect  on  thea  that  «nuld  he  negative 
would  he  a  concern  for  ae . 

Finally,  the  report  Mentioned  the  nearby 
Spokane /Co Ivllle  tribes  having  concern*.  And  then 
both  in  your  report  tonight,  Col.  Walsh  --  and  In 
the  report.  It  aeeaed  like  those  concerns,  they 
weren't  described  and  they  didn't  seea  ffl  have 
auch  significance  to  anybody,  and  I  would  he 
Interested  In  knowing  aore  what  their  concerns  are 
and  that  that  would  he  addressed  aore 
spec  1 f 1 ca 1 1 y . 

Finally,  T  would  say  that  T  ass  that 
nuclear  waapona  ara  really  oheolete.  we  cannot  uaa 
thsa  and  auat  not  use  thea  for  obvious 
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responding  to  e»rh  epeaker,  Lt  .  Col.  Halah? 

COt.  HALSH :  If  they  **k  •  *  a  gunsHon, 


yea,  If  they  do  not  nsk 


queat Ion ,  T 


f  I  I  not  respond,  hut  tf  they  e« k  mo  a  queetfon. 
SISTER  STACEY:  So  you'll  respond  to  a 


direct  question  then? 


SISTER  STACEY:  Thsnk  you. 


HR.  HcSHAMR :  Oeorge  felteieler?  T  hope  I 

didn’t  pronounce  that  too  hadly. 


HR  RETTBHBTBR 


I've  been  celled  »nr«e, 


Hy  neee  la  deorgs  Selteeeler,  I'm  president  of  the 
Cheeber  of  Commerce  of  Spokane  It  has  2 1  so 
•eahere,  our  addreaa  fe  Meet  1020  Riverside 
Spokane,  Msshlngton. 

He’re  beevtly  Involved  In  the  actlvitlee 
of  fslrchl Id  Air  Force  Base ,  aeahera  of  our  araed 
eervlce  coaalttee  ere  here  tonight  end  eey  or  eey 
not  test | fy  depending  upon  the  need. 

Beeed  upon  that  Information,  which  «*e 
have  received  like  everyone  else,  In  looking  over 
the  complete  report,  we  find  nothing  to  he 
concerned  with,  we  do  not  feel  that  there  ere  eny 
•peclflc  questions  dealing  with  the  env 1 ronmente J 
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<1*ng»ron«  lap«rt«  . 

T  also  think  that  th#  oartlnn  on 
a  ltern«tfv»a  In  axtraaaly  waalr  and  thar#  naaHa  to 
ho  graatar  ronaldarat  Inn  of  othar  altamatlva*.  T 
think  Juat  in  ganara]  ,  the  litigation  Maanraa 
appaar  aa  If  they're  an  afterthought,  thay 'ta 
axtraialy  ganara] ,  they  ara  not  Inrorporatart  aa  an 
aaaantlal  of  the  RTS,  thin  program  praaanta  an 
lncradlhla  nuahar  of  advaraa  Imparts  and  they  are 
not  iltlgataad  sufficiently  In  your  report.  Thank 
you  . 

MR.  NcSRANR-  Thank  you.  Polka,  aa  t 
Indicated,  If  you  clap  every  tine  after  like  that. 
I'll  Juet  wait  until  you're  done  and  you're  going 
to  take  away  fro*  the  speaking  time. 

Richard  Juzlx  7-0-7-T-X? 

MR  .7117  T  X  •  Colonel,  my  naaie  la  Richard 
Juzlx,  T ' ■  a  Pranclaran  In  tha  local  superior  of 
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you  aa  well  aa  the  people  here. 

MR.  WrRHANB  Stand  on  the  aat,  please. 

MR.  ORRXHp-  Surely.  My  nail  la  Rill 
Oreene,  T  live  In  Spokane,  Washington,  represent 
the  PSR ,  the  Physicians  for  Social  Reapona J h! 1 1 ty , 
which  Is  also  the  repreeen te t j ve  for  the  TPPMW 
which  got  the  Nohe]  peace  Prize  In  1SRS. 

Tt  le  the  position  of  our  group  that  any 
significant  exchange  nf  nuclear  weapons  would  lead 
to  a  nuclear  winter  and  the  destruction  of  all 
humans.  This  has  not  been  addressed  in  the  Impart 
statement,  tha  peacetime  was  addressed  very  small 


Increase  and  risk 
Since  we 
I t  seems  like  the 
d i scummed.  T  rec 
political  I  sane  1 
that  { a  a ,  to  me , 
Different  from  wh 
■eatings  have  had 
fnr  the  people  to 


a  1 1 ena  t ion 

and  dehuman  1 za 1 1  on ,  especially 

among 

our  young 

people  and 

the  adolescent  thet 

this 

program  T 

think  will 

Inevitably  involve. 

If  those 

have  been 

sought  already,  then,  I'd  like 

to  see 

them  mentioned.  Thank  you. 

NR . 

Mr  SHAKE : 

Thank  you.  Will  Jam 

flresne , 

p  1  ease? 

MR  . 

ORFFNE 

I'd  like  to  apeak  to 

all  of 

S  1 
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against  theme  1 
And  1  n 
Nevada,  Boston, 
major  Impact  on  the  deployment  of  these  weapone , 
as  politics]  statements  as  well  aa  trying  to  meet 
these  E1S  regulresents. 

I  shall  leave  It  there  and  ask  that  the 
Impart  Include  a  statement  about  the  increaeed 
risk  of  nuclear  weapon  exchange  by  having  these 
additional  MX  weapons  deployed. 

MR.  McSHANF •  Thank  you.  Could  I  have 
somebody  make  sure  the  microphone  le  hooked  up? 

And  future  epeakere,  it  was  set  up  eo  everybody 
could  talk  and  everybody  could  hear. 

SPECTATOR-  Col.  Mr Shane ,  Col.  Waleh  hae 
reported  the  opportunity  for  addreaelng  the 
audience,  we  should  he  afforded  ths  same 
opportun  1 1 y  . 

NR.  HcSNAWF-  Marlon  None,  please? 

NS.  MOOS :  T'm  Marlon  Mnoa ,  I  live  at  i*ift 

Nest  14th  In  the  C1»y  of  Spokane.  T'»  apeaklng 
for  myself  aa  a  citizen  of  Spokane,  and  hefore  as, 
I  have  brought  and  dletrlhuted  to  the  public  hare, 
the  letter  from  City  Council  of  Spokane  to  It. 

Col  Peter  Welsh  of  the  Air  Pores  recording  ths 


100  uscoui  imusse 

IRKUI.  WMUSBTOa  BC 

I&l 

STOWXYr  tCLMW 

COUNT  NXPOWTtN* 
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•May  f ro«  its  natural,  prsdsstlnsd  environment? 

Or  tha  algratlng  ««t«r  foal  and  all  creatures 
great  and  ••• I  1 ?  Bven  llttla  children  nan 
understand  that  tha  allalnaMon  of  bird*  Mould 
leave  an  avlrnnaant  before  !*  of  protection  f roa 
the  lnaacta  which,  In  turn,  are  responsible  for 
cresting  the  aoll  froa  the  decaying,  aging  and 
decaying  vegetation-  Of  course,  thle  doee  not 
happen  overnight  like  the  rlae  and  fall  of  the 
•rock  aarkat . 

tan  people  know  that  the  blue  bird  le  noM 
on  the  threatened  llat,  we're  deatlned  to  require 
a  certain  --  lnaecta  that  live  only  In  Ite  natural 
own  field,  for  the  eurvlval  life  —  for  anrvlval . 
And  water  fowl  auat  have  aarehee  and  eetuarfee  and 
I  could  go  on  and  on-  When  I  we a  a  child,  blue 
hlrda  were  abundant,  ouch  of  their  foraer  habitat 
haa  been  aacrlflced  for  the  developaent.  You 
aeldoa  eee  one  anyaore  in  the  City  of  Spokane. 

It  ie  a  highly  developed  euhurhan  —  It'a 
a  highly  euhurhan  area.  An  oil  aplll  in  Rotor 
d'Alene  a  couple  of  years  ago  decreased  the  eagle 
population  because  aurh  of  the  spawning  fish 
population  was  killed.  All  the  econoalste  thought 
about  was  the  finances  lost,  husan  careleasnesa 


and  If  anything  haa  caused  aany  prohlsss  such  ss 


MP.  Mr SP APE :  T 1 sa  now.  Tf  you  have 

further  cosaents  and  you  wanted  to  euhajr  thes  In 


writing,  you  say  do  so . 


AflhT  P •  Okay. 


MP  .  McSHAWK-  Douglas  Pay,  please? 

NR.  PAY:  My  nase  Is  Douglas  Pay,  T ' m  from 


LA  Orande  Oregon,  which  Is  Incidentally  on  tha 
tracks  that  the  MX  le  projected  to  he  transported 


T 1 s  --  i  have  rossente  regarding  the 
calculations  of  arcldsnt  fatality  risks  attached 
to  th#  deployment  of  the  Pall  Garrison.  T  feal 
that  th*  »TS  Is  deficient  In  this  ares,  Its 
projection*  In  the  ares  are  general  and  baaed  on 
figures  for  the  entire  nation,  T  object  to  that 
because  I  think  |r'e  no  secret  that  the  rail 
systea  In  the  western  United  States  has  been  In 
worst,  far  condition  than  that  of  the  ee«t  part  of 
the  country  and  I  think  It's  Myoslng,  which  is, 
last  T  heard  le  in  the  west. 

T  would  like  to,  In  support  of  that,  T'd 
like  to  point  out  that  at  a  seating  last  aonth,  or 
a  hearing  that  la,  regarding  the  traneport  of 
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eleeliee?  T  f  \  rwl  that  that  alternative  dm 
hlaeee  the  total  report  by  looking  at  an 
alternative  that  in  only  greater  than  the  subject 


The  only  other  alternative  la  no  action;  ^ 
there's  nothing  In  between.  Soae  alternatlvea  T 
ran  tblnfc  of  that  would  he  !n  between,  one  would 
be  putting  fewer  MX  aieellea  at  --  out  there, 
parhape  2*  aieellea,  10  aieellea,  what'e  the 
lapart  of  that7  How  about  fewer  altea,  five  altea 
Inatead  of  10  eitea-  And  T  think  that  the 
envlronaentaj  lapart  etateaent  ahould  have 
dlaruaaed  thoee  alternatlvea. 

Lae t  thing  I  want  to  talk  about  la  the 
T  dleagree  with  the  conrloelone  on  eronoalo 
projartlona  and  poeftlve  eronoalo  f 1 ow* through . 

And  bare,  T  look  at  the  target  effect  of  land 
baaed  Hall  darriaon  Ayatea,  end  the  psycho  1  ogj  re  1 
lapart  that  has,  on  property  wfthtn  the  target 


lapect  etateaent,  T ‘ ve  found  that  the  alternative 
discussion  to  he  eabar rase  1 ngl y  Inadequate-  The 
only  alternative  la  the  consideration  free  too  MX 


■  one . 

City 

of  Spokane,  I  believe.  Is  within  that 

|  target  cone,  and  hy 

placing  these  aiaallea  out 

there 

You  are  Invl 

ting  thle  location,  Spokane, 

as  a 

targeted  attack 

In  the  rail  eyatama  In  thin 

area  - 

T 

alt  up  In 

an  office  building  in 

Spoka 

ne ,  I 

see  that 

rail  system,  It'e  a  vital 

link. 

It  o 

royed  easily  right  hare  at 

Rlghhridge 

,  you're  not  going  to  get  easily  west  of 

town 

if  they  knock  out  Rlghhridge. 

MW 

MrSHAKB  : 

Time's  up.  Mhen  we  get  to 

your 

card , 

yon  can  n 

one  hack. 

MW  . 

OAYLOWD  r 

I  want  to  go  on  record 

favor 

1  ng  tl 

he  no  acfl 

on  alternative  In  the  MX. 

MW  . 

T  wi^J  let  Col.  Maleh  - -  why 

you  only  c< 

one Idered 

to  he  a  hundred  . 

COL 

.  MALSH : 

The  100  Peacekeeper  option 

was  p 

reeen 

ted  hy  Mr. 

Carlucct  (phonetic)  earlier 

thle 

year , 

and  what 

he  wee  proposing  was  not  a 

total 

ISO  « 

■iasllee  proposed,  hut  rether  the  second 

SO  of 

the 

100  would 

he  removed  from  the  existing 

alios 

at  F 

mnd  put  on  train* .  That's 

how  he  wou 

Id  get  the 

100  on  the  Peacekeeper 

train 

a  . 

s, 

In  the  a 

nalyale  of  an  alternative 

_  70 
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force  thet  la  on  duty,  thin  would  provide*  rowregt 
to  the  existing  »tr*t#jl<*  weapons  hut  also  to  rhe 
Bn  1  1  flarri  non  . 

MW.  HTGOSMBYBP-  How  do  yon  plan  on 
protecting  the  alien  and  alien  of  rnlln  that  the 
tralna  carrying  the  MX  Mlnnllea  will  travel  on? 

COt.  M*r,SH  Me  do  not  propone  any 
extraordinary  action  on  thoee  ra 1 1  a .  What  we 
would  euggeat  to  you  in  that  we  would  he  ahle  to 
wove  randoaly  on  thoee  ralla  and  It  would  he  very 
difficult  for  n  nahoteur  to  know  precisely  where 
we  would  he  aovlng  ao  could  do  no  111  to  thoee 
rnlln. 

If  he  were  to  do  an  111  to  thoee  retie. 

It  would  he  unaahlguone  and  an  Indication  to  ue 
that  eoae  111  Intent  wae  Intended  and  that  we 
would  take  the  nerennnry  pr e.- «ut  1  one  with  other 
aapecra  of  our  triad  to  put  then  on  alert. 

MW.  Wf GGBMBYBW •  T  nnderntand  that  the 

1 

State  of  Maehlngton  at  thin  tine  presently  te  the 
nuaher  three  nuclear  power  In  the  world.  Do  yon 
feel  that  the  children  of  i he  area  will  he  hareed 
psychologically  knowing  that  Spokane  and  the  Wtate 
of  Maehlngton  will  he  the  nuaher  one  target  of  any 
enemy  conteapl at )ng  warfare? 


DOCUMENT  504 


action,  we  cons  1 dered  t he  remove  1  of  the 
Peace keeper  a  1  a a  1 1 ee  of  the  alg  elloe  at  F .  R . 

Marren  Air  Force  Base-  The  other  cone  1  derat  1  on  fa 
we  have  not  designated  10  Oarrlton  lnetal let  lone , 
we  have  put  this  docuaent  together  so  that  the 
president  and  secretary  of  def anaa  can  pick  one  or  | 
four  or  alx  or  10  candidate  1 na ta 1 1  a 1 1  one  for 
deployaent  of  thle  eyetea.  Thank  you  vary  much, 
air  - 

MW.  NcSRARBt  Bill  Wlggeaeyer? 

MW.  MTG08MSYBW-  My  naae  la  Bill 
Wlggeaeyer  and  T  live  In  Spokane.  And  Col.  Maleh, 
T'd  just  like  to  aayhe  provide,  present  a  period 
of  questions  and  T'd  still  like  to  operete  within 
ay  tlae  fraae  ar.  aayhe  T'll  Just  have  to  aove  both 
of  ua  along  at  the  aaae  tlae. 

Colonel,  what  etepe  are  particular  - -  or 
particular  aeane  will  he  taken  to  provide 
protection  for  the  MX  Mlaallea  at  Fairchild  If 
thle  does  occur? 

COT.-  MALSH-  The  protection  will  he  very 
stellar  to  that  now  afforded  tha  atrateglc  weapons 
statue  stored  In  the  weapons  storage  area  on-haae, 
specifically,  tha  dual  fence  line  will  he  extended 
to  encoapaee  the  Wall  Garrison  end  the  security 
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cot.  MALSH-  Sir,  T ' a  not  really  qualified 
to  answer  that  particular  question.  And  when  that 
question  has  heen  raised  earlier,  the  response  of 
the  Air  Force  to  that  la  In  agreeaant  with  aoaa 
recent  case  where  we  acknowledged  aorallty, 
politics,  etcetera,  would  necessarily  he  taken 
Into  account  In  any  decision. 

However,  the  courts  have  deeaed  that  this 
particular  docuaent  Is  not  the  appropriate  vehicle 
for  expressing  that  analysis. 

MW  NTGGWMWYWW:  Mill  there  he  another 

docuaent? 

COL.  MALSW:  The  BIS  will  not  he  the 

approprlete  docuaent  for  such  analysis 

MW  H T GGBMBYBW •  But  there  will  he? 

COT .  MALSW :  Sir,  you  can  sake  your 

political  thoughts  to  your  repremantat ive  in 
erngreae . 

MW.  WTGGBMBY8W •  Do  you  feel  that  tha 
people,  Jnmt  thinking  froa  an  econoalr  concept,  do 
yon  feel  tha*  tha  panpl*  with  venture  capital  and 
long  tern  aspirations  will  want  to  come  to  apokmne 
to  haaa  their  operation  in  this  area  knowing  that 
Spokane  la  the  number  one  nuclear  target  in  the 
tlnltmd  States  of  America? 
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here  as  m  private  dti**n  and  a  student  at  Raatern 
Wash Ingtnn  University  majoring  In  psychology. 

Uni.  Walsh,  In  his  atateaenta,  gave  us 
much  statistical  Information,  even  down  to  the 
fart  that  there  would  he  a  1/S  of  a  person 
fatality,  perhaps  T'm  reading  that  wrong  but 
that's  what  it  sounded  like. 

I  will  send  Col  Walsh,  In  «y  written 
comments,  sn»e  other  statistic*;  the  number  on* 


underground  water  supply  situation-  I  do  not 
really  know  where  the  Spokane  aquifer  rune  hut  any 
attack  on  Spokane  would  certainly  disrupt  the 
aquifer  and  all  life  for*a  within  It,  *«d  all 
necessary  water  supplies  to  this  ares  because  ft 
la  our  only  source  of  fresh  drinking  water 

Number  three,  you  mentioned  there  would 
be  periodic  drug  testing  of  Individuals  driving 
the  trains,  maybe  when  I'm  done  you  could  tell  me 
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cover  up  what  *  a  really  going  on.  lint  what1  a  the 
lapact  of  having  thaaa  targets  In  our  roaaunlry 
right  In  our  aldat?  I  don’t  hoar  you  aaylng  that 
anyplac*  horauaa  that  doe*  put  us  aa  high  priority 
target  for  whoever’*  trying  It,  wanting  to  get  at 
»*  and  put#  lapact  it  m  few  alaallaa  are  dropped 
In  her*  on  those  MX  Missiles,  what'*  that  lapart 
on  our  roaaunlty?  T  see  no  place  where  you’ve 
talked  about  that. 

And  then  ay  other  question  la,  are  these 
things  really  necessary*  Even  though  you  aay  not 
to  worry,  there'*  really  no  hara,  you  know,  these 
things  are  not  going  to  he  any  danger  at  all  to 
you,  hut  are  they  necasaary?  And  1  would  like  -- 
what  evidence  do  we  have  that  aoaehody  la  getting 
ready  to  attack  ua  and  that  we  need  tn  have  theee 
things  hers  so  that  we  can  attack  hark  or  attack 
thee  first?  Mhat  evidence  do  we  have  of  that? 

Mow,  aayhs  you  people  ere  privy  to 
1 nforaat Ion  t’e  not,  hut  T'd  Just  like  to  know 
that.  Those  ere  ay  two  questions,  T'd  reelly  like 
soas  response  to  those  now  if  T  could. 

MM.  McSKAMM-  Col.  Welsh? 

COL ■  MALMH  Well,  let  ae  first  of  all 
answer  your  first  qn+Btlon,  what  is  the  iapact  on 
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And  hy  thel 

r  dispersal,  we  ensu»e  the 

survivability,  hecau 

ss  It  would  he 

lapoealhle  for 

the 

Soviet  targeter 

to  know  precis 

sly  where  they 

are 

Though,  wherea 

s  If  this  wers 

on  the  rail  net 

and 

they  know  they  would  survive  a 

nd  et 1  1  1  he  ah  1 e 

to 

launch  attack  on 

hie,  that  woul 

d  cause 

una 

cceptehle  daaage. 

Mo,  knowing 

that ,  he  wou 1 d 

never  attack  In  the 

flrat  place  an 

d  we  have 

det 

errenta,  and  that 

'e  why  we  are 

confident  there 

Ml  1 

1  he  no  lapact  upon  the  people 

living  here . 

MM.  WTLMOM- 

Mo  lapact  upo 

n  the  people 

1  lv 

1  ng  here  hy  having  thaae  extra 

rargete  In  our 

eld 

at  or  knowing 

MM  McMMAHS- 

1 ng  to  get  Into 

a  d 

e  ha  t  e . 

MM.  WTLBOWr 

That's  a  ludl 

crone  answer . 

COL.  MAt-MM: 

tat  ea  eovs  on.  Let  aa  aovs 

on 

to  tha  second  qua 

•  Mnn .  Mow,  tha  second 

qua 

ml  ly  ,  you  had 

two  parts;  why 

le 

do  we  have  that 

the 

ra  la  111  Intent 

on  the  Movlet 

Union- 

MM-  WTLMOM: 

T  didn't  say 

Movlet ,  t  said 

anybody . 

COL.  NALMM- 

Anybody.  Mel 

1,  f 1  rat  of  a  1 1 

*  1  r 

tha  present  force  that  we  have  of  eleellee  1# 

«4 

SS5 FftBtt. 
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con  f  1  de 
rnlng  o 


tha  Soviet  linlo 
has  1  a .  The  Bov 
forces  deployed 
attack  all  pmrtm  nt  nor  triad,  that  ]e  m  hoaher 
force,  the  alsstle  force  and  the  suhaarlne  force. 

So  therefore.  If  they  were  to  attack  froa 
that  posture,  they  would  know  thst  portions  of  our 
triad  would  survive  and  he  able  to  launch  an 
attack  on  the  Soviet  Onion  thst  would  do 
unacceptable  daaage  - 

MM.  WTT.SON:  T'a  talking  shout  the  daaage 

if  they  Just  attacked  once. 

COT,.  WALSH-  Tf  T  could  continue.  Tf  we 
saw  the  soviet  Union  changing  that  posture  so  they 
were  bringing  aore  forces  to,  for  Instance,  aost 
of  their  euhaarinee  are  In  port,  so  If  they  would 
start  dispersing  their  euhaarinee  or  thst  forces 
on  alert  or  taking  necessary  actions  to  protect 
their  political  structure,  we  are  highly  confident 
that  we'd  he  able  to  observe  such  aoveaant.  And 
observing  such  aoveaent ,  we  would  start  dispersal 
of  our  forces,  our  trains,  our  hoahere,  and  aven 
our  euhaarinee. 
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between  20  end  25  years  old,  it's  an  aging  fores 
using  the  technology  of  the  19(10*,  so  we  need  a 
new  .credible  weapon  to  replacs  thst  aging  weapon- 
Me  also  need  a  weapon  that  provides  Increased 
aurv 1 vah l l i ty  aa  the  Soviet  Onion  has  lwprovsd  Its 
strategic  strike  force. 

Now,  you  eak  what  evidence  do  we  have 
they  have  Increased  thnlr  weapon*.  They  ar*  in 
the  proceae  now  of  deploying  a  rood  weapon  systsa, 
they're  In  the  process  of  deploying  s  train  aohlls 
weapon  ayetea,  they  are  building  up  their 
suhaarlne  force  ao  that  they  can  launch  a  nredlhl# 
attack,  they're  also  In  the  process  of  hardening 
all  their  aline  to  sake  rhea  tea*  vulnerable  to 
our  existing  force  of  alnuteaen  alaallea.  Mo  that 
la  the  evidence  that  we  have  that  w*  need  to  tab* 
counter  ac'ione  to  those  actions  of  th*  Movlet 
Union,  thank  you,  air. 

MM.  MTLROM-  Mow  do  you  know  that  they 
aren't  Jn*t  doing  thl*  to  counteract  ours?  Thera 
again  doesn't  begin  to  an*wer  ay  question. 

cut-  MALMM:  Ms  have  not  deployed  tn  the 

last  20  years  they  have  deployed  three  to  four  new 

MM.  Me MMANR :  Thank  you.  A1  Mangati? 
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MR  NAHO'H  Unit  T  would  Ilk*  to 
apologia*  to  th#  audlenra  for  having  ay  h»rk 


toward*  th«a,  aacond,  any  reaponaa  to  my  concern*, 
pl*»aa  aaka  In  final  Impart  afataaant. 


Invl  ronaanta)  Impart*  --  The  flRTS  either 
lanka  or  ha*  lnauf fir  font  Information  regarding 
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that  damage,  that  thar*  war*  no  Inrldanta,  no 
paopla  killed  Thla  la  not  tha  raaa  .  Many  of  th* 
pant  mlahapa  ara  Involved  and  paopla  Mara  k 1 1 1  ad , 
tha  nuclear  alaanar  ratlad  hy  MTT  faculty  1  lata 
hrokan  arrow*  or  nuclear  weapon*  aara  dropped, 
detonated  whar*  ftva  to  alx  aafaty  davlraa  failed 
and  Mhara  ant  Ira  norlaar  waapon*  burned- 

Created,  tha  grant  rara  la  takan  In 
handling  tranaport Ing  thaaa  waapnna,  hot  tha  harah 
raallty  la  that  arrfdanta  do  happan.  Accident* 
that  good  plannara  war*  unable  to  antlrlpata, 
arrldanta  that  kill  paopla  and  daaaga  tha 
environment  Two  example*  ahould  aof f|ra. 

Ml  thin  tha  pant  f  I  v*  yaara,  two  civilian 
air)  ln*r*  flllad  »»|th  paopla  hawa  haan  ahot  fro* 
tha  aklaa,  due,  parhapa,  to  human  arror.  Tha 
rnarnnd  example,  part*  of  tha  Challenger  11a  on  tha 
oraan  floor  parhapa  dua  to  human  arror  or 
fallibility  la  parhapa  laft,  |af t  to  theologian*. 

MR.  Mr SHARK •  Thank  you.  Dorothy  Rlagal? 

MS  RKTORf.  T  '  a  Dorothy  Rlagal,  T  1  1  v*  at 
Mnrth  74  Conklin  Road  In  Varadal*.  T  wlah  to  *p**k 
to  tha  two  area*  whlrh  T  hallava  ara  Inadequately 
addraaaad  and  to  which  T'm  allowed  to  apeak,  toxic 
waaia  and  Job* . 
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R«««arrh  hy  tha  ••plnyaant 

r#*»»rrh  «««ArUt««  and  <torrnhftp»t*<1  by  tha  n.s. 
Lnhor  n#p»rti»nt  ahna*  that  |arrM««  In 

th»  military  hurtgnt  hav*  actually  railnrad 
naplnyannf  oppnrtunltln*.  tf  those  funds  ■nrn 
aval  labia  for  invnstaent  in  fh»  prlvatn  sartor, 
thay  Mould  rrtat*  aarn  Job*  in  arena  wham  tbay 
a  ra  mat  nsadad;  rntaarrh  In  nnnnnaloa,  investaant 
in  atata  and  local  govarnaant,  non  -  a  1 1  1 t a r y  cmata 
■ora  jnba  than  thla  doaa .  Wa  naad  John  which 
gnnnratn  life  and  productivity  In  our  araa  and  in 
on  r  na  t i on ■ 

HR.  He  SHARK  :  Thank  you.  Hary  Ann,  T'a 

aorry,  la  that  Ninanr?  Hary  Ann,  J20A  R  Avnntia? 

MB.  NT.gSHR  That  •  a  »»,  H-T.-R -S -X-R  .  Hi, 
T'a  Ann  1  a ,  T  know  you  aunt  ba  gat  ting  molly  hot 
In  thoaa  Jackets,  no  Jnat  ralax.  T  aa 
rapranantlng  Dragon  Paaravorka ,  which  la  a  atata- 
wlda  organisation  and  T  aa  frna  tha  largaat 
nnclaar  fraa  gone  In  tha  contiguous  n.S.  Union, 
Wallava,  Raker,  (Irant  and  Harnla  emmt  l»«  in 
Northeast  Dragon. 

Cltir.ana  of  Dragon  hava  partjclpatad 
fraaly  in  racngnlrlng  tha  Trldant  Trains  that  hava 
roaa  through  our  caii un f t i an ,  and  tha  aaaa  rail 
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our  govarnaant 

Thla  lnrrnaaan  risk  of  civil  atrlfa  In 
our  roeennitfaa  Tha  Jar  ga  numh^rm  of  Mciir  Jfy 
paraonnal  employed  In  protarring  waapona  and  apaak 
oppoatta  aanaa  craataa  a  polica  atata.  Thla 
pollen  atata  la  auppoaadly  what  wa  am  ohjacting 
to  In  tha  flrat  plara.  Wa  aunt  ha  vary  caraful  to 
protact  tha  rights  of  npnn  Information  to  tha 
c 1 t i r anry 


no  action 

Thank 

you 

HH 

MeSHAWX 

Thank  yon 

Hun  1  1  art 

MS 

HUXr.tXH 

Hy  naan  1 

Huai  1  a  r , 

•a  from 

Spokana  and  T 

c  I  t  }  ran 

Hlrat  of 

all,  rha  HX 

Aaar leans 

In  your  pmaanfaMon 
would  halp  dnferalne  whafhar 
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Syataa  should  ha  daployad,  and  a  daclalon  of  that 
■  agnltuda  should  not  ha  Inf  liiancad  hy  joh 
emotion,  and  yat  you  promote  thla  baaing  aoda  In 
your  npanlng  talk  hy  stating  It  will  prnduen  X 
nn»har  of  Jobs.  Howavar,  It  haa  haan  wall 
docuaantad  that  tha  aaaa  amount  of  aonay  will 
produra  aany  »nra  John  In  tha  prlvatn  sartor,  thla 
should  ha  addraaaad  If  yon  am  addrnsslng  It  aa  a 
Joh  prndurnr 

Also,  this  syataa  will  hava  nagattva 
offset  on  tha  poor  and  that  should  ha  addmsand  . 
Tha  HX  la  a  flrat  strike  weapon.  Again,  Ilka  t 
mentioned,  thnmfom.  It  wakes  It  a  prise  targat. 
All  movement  of  tha  trains,  whathar  training, 
maintenance  or  nparafinnal,  could  make  Bpokana  In 
a  larga  araa  of  tha  county  In  fart  subject  to 
massive  attack.  Soaathlng  as  dangamtia  as  tha  HX 
should  not  ha  locatad  anywhara  naar  a  populated 
araa,  or  an  agrlculturn  araa.  Thaaa  arras  should 
not  ha  wads  forgets  of  first  strike  weapons. 

Also,  T  faal  that  tha  Hall  Garrison 
method  would  ha  vary  subject  to  ssbotaga  and 
thnmfom,  Ineffective  Hy  r ecommenda t  1  on  is  no 
act  Ion  . 

HH .  Mr SHANE •  Thank  you.  Xathlsan 
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1  apart  and  Mortality 

In  r] on  log,  T 


M»  MrSHAMR-  Thank  you.  .John  Voaal 
MM  VOS*  Thank  you  My  naan  la  Tohn 


Vnaa,  ay  adiiraaa  want  Otlt  Sonant  Highway,  which 
la  within  f  1  va  atlaa  of  thin  propoaad  Hall 


PI  rat  of  all  T  1  <1  Ilka  to  roan  out  and 
aay  yaa  ,  I  do  aupport  It,  hut  I  '  <1  alao,  alnra  t'a 
prohahly  ona  of  tha  wlnorltlan  hara,  T ' d  Ilka  to 
add  a  faw  flgtiraa  that  ran  ha  varlflad. 


ful  lot  of  aupport  In  thin 


county,  In  thin  ooanunlty  and  thin  araa  of  tha 
Fairchild  Air  Form  Sana,  I  ta  aaahara  and  what 
thay  hava  glvnn  to  ua ,  not  Jnnt  aconoalcally  hut 
In  taraa  of  what  thay  do  on  a  dally  hoata. 

For  axaapla,  thin  pant  May  w»  had  an 
aaroaparn  day,  froa  your  hooklat,  tha  1SHB  canaua 
population  In  Mpnknno  wan  SS4 ,000  paopla;  on  May 
20th,  approx  1 aa ta 1 y  100,000  paopla  attandad 
aaroaparn  day  hara  at  Fairchild  Air  Form  Hnao 

Alao,  aa  part  of  that  Mlar  Faotlval,  wa 
hava  an  araad  forma  Iliac  torchlight  parada,  ona 
of  tha  faw  raaalnlng  araad  forma  paradas 


STORK  Y  0  ttnXM 
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tha  2H  1/2  arrow  of  dlaplamd  watland  How  aany 
of  thoaa  arrow  will  ha  dlaplacad  by  tha  coloration 
of  tha  aurvlval  arhonl  alnra  tha  aurvlval  arhool 
la  going  to  ha  ralocatad  anywaya ,  I  think  that 
ahoiild  ha  takan  Into  account  In  tha  draft  HTS. 

Again,  thank  yon  vary  aurh,  ayoolf  and  ay 
faally  aupport  thin,  and  T  think  that  a  lot  of 
othar  paopla  who  ara  not  hara  tonight  would 
aupport  It  alao,  thank  you 

MH .  MrSHAMR •  Thank  you.  Col.  Mai  ah,  do 
yon  know  tha  anawar  to  tha  quaatlon? 


apac 1 f 1 c a  1 1 y  to  that  guaation,  air,  ao  f  will 


anawar  that  latar. 


Toa  hand  a?  T.-A-H-D-RT  Ha 


laf  t?  (taorga  MaldrafT 


SPRCTATOM •  Ha  loft  alao. 


MH  H*  TMR0T.fl  :  Thank  you  vary  aurh.  T  aa 


ting  --  ay  naaa 1  a  .Taaaa  Halnhold  T'a 


an  ada 1 n I  at  rotor  for  tha  City  of  Chanay,  T'a 
raproaanttng  A1  Ogdan  (phonat |r) ,  who  la  tha  aayor 


Coalition  of  Cltlaa,  whooa  aaahara  Inrtada  Radical 
T.aka,  Airway  Ralghta,  Hpokana  and  Chanay  with 
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AtcAtara,  And  T  think  It  would  ho  for  ua 

to  atatlAtlca  of  what  happened  At  that  Mae  aa 

a  projection  now  wince  tht  rail  ayatt*  1*  wndar- 
gn I ng  draaatlr  changaa ,  both  good  And  hAd ,  In  rha 
tntarwanlng  yaara,  no  T  think  thoae  you  would  have 
a  good  point  And  wn  aay  auggaal  that  aa  wa  hawa 
takan  aoaa  rradl t ,  not  atAtlatlral )y  hut 
qua  1  1  t  a  t  I  va  1  y  ,  for  ao  ■  a  of  the  laprnvaaanta  to  tha 
at at  f  at  1 ta )  raford  thAt  wight  ha  our  wAy  of 


Ha  aIao  wight  awta  aoaa  qiial  ttAtlva 


raaarlfa  that  It  alan 


uld  ha  advaraaly  Artad  hy 


tha  )  nrraaAa  rail  traffic  vnlma,  hut  wa  do 
hwva  Any  raal  wtatlaMra  thAt  wa  could  uaa 


HI th  raapact  to  your  rnaaant  on  tha  duat, 
pjntnn  fnw  duat,  wa  arould  haVA  to  aota  thAt  And  do 
furthar  atudy ,  to  fnrthar  Afndy ,  hut  thAt  1a  good 
And  wa  will  con a IdAf. 

Aa  far  aa  why  Tatra  Tarh  waa  anggeated, 
thrAA  yaara  ago,  wa  had  a  national  raapaf Itlnn  for 
an  anvlrnnaanfal  contractor,  and  wa  aatahl lahad 
rrlfarla  for  avalnaMng  propone 1e  hy  varlnn* 
national  coapanlaa.  *nd  aa  a  aattar  of  fact, 
coapanlaa  If  It*  Hachfal  wara  oowpntlng  for  thla 
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TRANSCRIPT  OP  POELIC  HEARING 


Colonel  Michael  B.  McShane,  Hearing  Officer,  PresiJing 


Civic  Auditorium 
Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota 
August  8,  I90H 
7 :  JO  p.ia. 


ORIGINAL 


public  statement  or  if  m  run  out  of  time  before  you  have  an 
opportunity  to  speak  or  if  ycu  have  additional  coaaanti  that 
you  can’t  get  in  during  your  three  minutes,  you  eay  turn  in 
your  written  comments  after  this  meeting  or  send  them  to  the 
address  provided  in  the  handout. 

I  recognize  that  some  people  may  wish  to  make 
statements  on  defense  policy,  nuclear  weapons,  and  arms 
control,  and  tiacal  policy  at  this  meeting.  However,  such 
comments  are  best  directed  to  your  congressmen  and  senators. 
Please  limit  your  comments  tonight  to  environmental  issues. 
Please  refrain  from  public  demonstration  either  for  or 
against  statements  made  since  this  merely  subtracts  from  the 
time  available  for  others  to  eake  statements  or  ask 
questions.  Remember  that  each  person  should  be  given  a 
respectful  hearing  even  if  his  or  her  views  diffsr  from  your 

Let’s  take  a  ten  minute  recess.  If  you  could  be 
bacx  here  about  four  or  five  minutes  after  eight  we  will  get 
started . 

(A  recess  was  taken  at  this  time) 

COLONEL  He SHANE:  I  would  like  Colonel  Malah  to 
introduce  the  other  nembers  of  the  panel.  Colonel  Malsh. 

I  COLONEL  WALSH i  On  my  immediate  right  is  Major 

Vanhess.  He  is  a  lawyer  for  the  Air  Porce  working  as  the  Air 
Porce  Regional  Civil  Engineer.  And  he  will  respond  to 
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, 

questions  on  safety  anJ  legal  matters. 

i 

assurance  that  the  system  itself  will  be  built  anywhere.  So 

2 

On  my  far  right  is  Colonel  Branch.  He  comes  from 

2 

that  la  not  my  idea  of  how  the  government  should  conduct  it's 

3 

Headquarters  Strategic  Air  Command.  And  he  will  respond  to 

3 

business,  but  that  ia  the  system  you  are  operating  undar. 

4 

questions  on  the  operation  concepts. 

4 

And  I  know  it  ia  not  the  aystem  you  particularly  aet  up. 

5 

On  my  immediate  left  is  Mr.  Hickman.  He  works  for 

3 

There  are  many  who  are  framing  the  debate  over  this 

s 

Tetra  Tech  Corporation.  This  company  was  hired  by  the  Air 

9 

7 

Porce  to  prepare  Che  EIS.  Mr.  Hickman  will  respond  to 

7 

them  and  yes  they  should  question  that  system.  But  as  waa 

• 

questions  dealing  with  the  affects  on  the  human  resources. 

a 

mentioned  earlier  their  comments  and  concern  should  be 

9 

And  on  my  far  left  is  Dr.  Kramer.  He  also  works 

9 

addressed  to  the  members  of  Congress  and  the  President  of  the 

*0 

for  Tetra  Tech  Corporation.  And  he  will  respond  to  questions 

to 

United  States. 

” 

on  the  physical  reaourcea.  Thank  you. 

11 

The  real  issue  here  ia  not  whether  there  should  be 

12 

COLONEL  Me SHANE i  Thank  you  Colonel  Malsh.  We  now 

12 

a  MX  Rail  System,  but  if  there  is  one  where  should  it  be 

13 

turn  to  the  question  and  answer  period  of  the  Public  Hearing. 

13 

located.  On  the  basis  of  the  cost  which  is  of  course  as  we 

14 

This  time  waa  set  aside  to  allow  you  to  ask  questions  about 

14 

all  understand  taxpayers  money,  the  Grand  Porks  site  is  one 

u 

the  content  of  the  briefing  and  the  Draft  and  Environmental 

15 

of  the  least  expensive  sites  for  the  location  of  this 

IS 

Impact  statement  and  to  make  statements  about  the  proposal. 

16 

particular  project.  Alao  the  Grand  Porks  aite  as  waa  already 

17 

At  ’  indicated  before  we  are  going  to  start  out  with  those 

17 

mentioned  tonight  some  of  the  least  significant  impacts  to 

IS 

who  re  elected  officials.  Me  will  start  with  a  Ray  Holmberg 

19 

the  local  community.  If  built  the  question  ia,  if  built 

IS 

please,  a  State  Senator. 

19 

should  the  construction  jobs  and  aconomic  activity  be  at 

20 

NR,  BOUOBRG:  Thank  you  very  much.  1  support  the 

20 

Grand  porks  or  should  these  jobs,  et  cetera,  go  to  Pairchild, 

21 

location  of  the  Pascakaepar  Rail  System  in  Grand  Porks.  1 

m  31 

Minot,  Little  Rock,  or  other  places.  I  personally  support 

22 

have  to  commend  the  Air  Porce  for  having  this  Hearing.  I  am 

1 

22 

the  Grand  Forks  site.  And  we  hope  that  that  measure  will  get 

23 

not  personally  convinced  that  the  sequence  is  perfect  putting 

23 

through.  Thank  you  very  much. 

24 

communities  sometimes  through  a  wringing  through  a  wringer 

24 

COLONEL  Nc SEANS t  Next  call  on  Grant  Shaft,  State 

29 

kind  of  situation  which  can  polarise  the  comments  without  any 

29 

Repreaentat i va . 
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It  looks  Ilk*  we  tit  going  to  spend  »  lot  of  tie* 

I  a*  not  an  expert  on  the  Peacekeeper.  I  a*  a  long-time 

1 

with  folks  traversing  back  and  forth,  so  as  I  call  one 

2 

advocate  of  the  rail  base  concept  of  employment.  In  terms  of 

1 

speaker  I  will  also  call  the  next  name.  And  there  is  a  seat 

3 

the  environmental  impact  X  reviewed  some  of  the  documents  and 

4 

right  next  to  the  pod i as,  so  you  can  cose  up  as  the  other 

4 

I  am  satisfied  thst  the  conclusions  showing  the  CIS  that  the 

s 

speaker  talks. 

S 

negative  impacts  of  the  installation  of  the  garrison  system 

• 

That  would  be  Toe  Kuchers.  Just  cose  on  up  and 

• 

here  would  be  negligible  If  minimum.  I  aa  not  aure  that  1 

7 

have  a  seat  next  to  the  podium  while  this  speaker  speaks. 

7 

agree  that  the  positive  or  beneficial  impacts  are  aa  small  as 

• 

HR.  SHAFT t  Thank  you.  Colonel.  For  the  Record  ev 

a 

the  study  indicates.  I  believe  they  night  oe  considerably 

• 

name  is  Grant  Shaft.  I  as  a  member  of  the  North  Dakota  House 

f 

greater  than  the  study  indicates.  On  a  broader  basis  I  think 

10 

of  Representatives.  I  represent  Districts  17,  IS,  located  in 

to 

tnat  one  of  the  major  concerns  of  any  environmental  study  is 

" 

Grand  Forks.  My  District  represents  the  eastern  portions  of 

ii 

safety.  And  I  am  concerned  in  the  past  we  have  sometimes 

12 

the  City  of  Grand  Forks,  the  largest  residential  district  in 

12 

have  waited  too  long  to  develop  a  system  new  weapon  system 

13 

tne  city,  and  also  includes  the  downtown  business  district  of 

3 

13 

before  the  old  ones  or  the  existing  ones  become  obsolescent 

14 

the  City  of  Grand  Forks,  and  the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base. 

14 

or  obsolete.  And  I  as  pleased  that  there  is  this  opportunity 

IS 

I  an  also  a  business  person  in  the  City  of  Grand  Forks  in  the 

IS 

to  urge  that  the  EIS  be  accepted  and  valid.  That  the 

IB 

capacity  of  an  attorney.  And  I  as  a  lifelong  resident  of 

16 

beneficial  and  positive  aspect  be  emphasised  or  given  greater 

17 

Grand  Forks  and  plan  on  residing  in  the  City  of  Grand  Forks 

17 

significance.  And  I  hope  we  will  see  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 

It 

and  raising  ay  family  here. 

14 

Base  Garrison  System  insta Hated  here  at  Grand  Forks  Air 

1# 

Briefly  1  would  like  to  state  ay  whole-hearted 

it 

Force  Base. 

to 

support  for  establishing  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

20 

COLONEL  He sham :  James  Richter.  Followed  by  James 

31 

Program  in  the  City  of  Grand  Forks.  Thank  you. 

21 

Earl. 

22 

CO  LOMU,  He  SHAM  I  To*  Kuchera.  Next  speaker  will 

22 

MR.  RICHTER:  Thank  you.  Colonel.  My  name  is  James 

73 

be  James  Richter. 

23 

Richter,  l  am  a  resident  of  Bast  Grand  Forks,  Minnesota.  I 

24 

MR.  KUCHERA:  X  as  Toa  Kuchera.  1  represent  part 

24 

as  here  tonight  representing  the  Polk  County  Board  of 

n 

of  Grand  Forks  and  the  North  Dakota  House  of  Representatives. 

25 

Commissioners.  And  I  have  a  resolution  of  support.  And  1 
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will  read  that.  "WHEREAS  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garmon 

Trosen. 

2 

System  will  support  rural  peace  and  WHEREAS  the  Grand  Forks 

2 

MR.  MOULDS;  I  am  Ken  Moulds,  Mayor  of  the  City  of 

3 

3 

East  GranJ  Forks.  I  too  have  a  resolution  that  was  passed  by 

4 

Systeas  will  have  a  strong  positive  effect  on  the  economy  of 

« 

our  Council.  And  in  part  it  saya  "Be  it  resolved  that  the 

North  West  Minnesota  and  Eastern  North  Dakota,  therefore  be 

7 

5 

East  Grand  Porks  City  Council  goes  on  Record  in  support  of 

6 

it  resolved  by  the  Board  of  Commissioners  of  Pols  County  that 

• 

the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  being  chosen  aa  the  site  to 

7 

the  Board  supports  this  establishment  and  operation  of  the 

have  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System." 

S 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  at  the  Grand  Porks  Air  Force 

• 

COLONEL  Me SHAME i  After  Ray  Trosen  will  be  Richard 

• 

Base."  This  was  a  product  of  their  August  2  meeting.  Thank 

• 

Christensen. 

>0 

you. 

10 

MR.  TROSEHi  Thank  you.  Colonel.  My  name  is  Ray 

11 

COLONEL  He  SHAM:  James  Earl.  Next  speaker  will  be 

.. 

Trosen.  And  I  live  at  721  Booth,  Larimore,  North  Dakota. 

12 

Michael  Polovitt. 

12 

Which  is  about  12  miles  west  of  the  Air  Force  Base.  And  t  am 

13 

HR.  EARL;  I  as  James  Earl,  chairaan  of  the  Grand 

13 

the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Larimore.  And  we  retired  of  the 

14 

Forks  County  Coauaissioners.  The  Grand  Forks  County 

14 

resolution.  "Now  therefore  it  is  hereby  resolved  thst  the 

IS 

Commissioners  support  the  location  of  the  Peacekeeper  at  the 

(3 

City  Council  hereby  supports  the  implementation  of  the 

IS 

Grand  Forks  Base.  And  I  have  a  long  deal  here,  but  won't 

8 

IS 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Defense  System  at  the  Grand  Forks 

tr 

take  up  the  time  to  read  it.  I  will  pass  it  on. 

IT 

Air  Force  Base,  North  Dakota,  and  recognises  the  attendant 

IS 

COLONEL  He SHAME t  Michael  Polovitt.  Next  person 

it 

responsibilities  of  the  surrounding  cosuaunities  to  the 

IS 

will  oe  Ken  Moulds. 

It 

logistics,  operation,  and  increased  labor  force  in  support 

20 

NR.  POLOVITXi  For  the  Record  1  an  Michael 

20 

thereof ■ " 

Ji 

Polovitt,  the  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Grand  Forks.  And  on 

21 

This  was  approved  by  the  City  Council  and  the  Mayor 

22 

behalf  of  the  City  Council  and  the  Mayor's  Office  I  would 

22 

of  the  City  of  Larimore,  North  Dakota  on  the  first  day  of 

23 

like  to  say  that  if  Rail  Garrison  is  to  be  we  support  it's 

23 

August,  19B8 .  Ray  Trosen,  Mayor.  (Refer  to  Report  #1) 

24 

locstion  at  GranJ  Forks  Air  Force  Base.  Thank  you. 

24 

COLONEL  He CRANE i  After  Richard  Christensen  will  be 

2S 

COLOMU  Me  SRAM:  After  Ren  Moulds  will  be  Ray 

25 

Prank  Coe. 
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Ml.  caumuni  Colonel  He Shan a,  ay  name  it 

regard  to  the  effects  —  that  ie  not  to  eey  we  didn't  analyse 

2 

Richard  Christensen.  X  ta  the  Mayor  of  Raarado,  North 

2 

them  in  our  document .  Me  assumed  the  worst  approach  to  this. 

3 

Dakota.  First  of  all  I  would  Ilka  to  aay  I  support  tha  MX 

3 

And  if  you  look  at  chapter  5  of  the  document  it  details  in 

4 

Miaaila  Program.  Ho wav a r ,  I  aa  alto  hart  to  voica  ay 

4 

that  chapter  the  consequences  of  accidents  involving  either 

concerns  about  tha  liquid  fuel  usad  in  tha  four  atagaa  of  tha 

a 

the  two  liquid  components  end  both  separately  end  in 

$ 

MX  aisaile.  Tha  Rail  Garrison  coaplex  will  ba  locatad  on  tha 

• 

combination  in  the  consequences  of  s  fire  end  predict  the 

1 

aouthwaat  portion  of  the  base.  That  location  in  a  prevailing 

7 

effect  or  the  consistence  of  the  cloud  end  the  extent  to 

• 

wind  will  blow  northwest  to  southeast  would  put  tha  City  of 

• 

which  that  cloud  would  drift  down-wind.  So  I  might  refer  you 

• 

Baarado  in  a  haiardoua  location  in  tha  event  of  a  liquid  fuel 

• 

to  chapter  5  rather  then  go  through  the  lengthy  detail  you 

10 

fire.  A  fire  of  this  nature  would  create  hydrogen-chloride 

10 

will  find  in  there.  If  you  find  it  ie  not  satisfactory  upon 

It 

and  hydrogen -oxide  which  would  drift  over  to  Bmerado. 

11 

having  completed  a  reading  of  that,  just  drop  us  a  line  end 

12 

According  to  eatiaatea  50*  of  the  residents  could  die  and  X 

we  will  take  that  into  consideration  ae  we  prepare  the  final 

U 

am  sura  tha  rest  of  tha  people  would  be  harmed  in  some  way. 

M 

BIS. 

14 

My  questions  are,  how  many  accidents  have  occurred 

10 

,4 

MR.  CHRXSTINMNi  Could  you  tell  me  whet  the 

IS 

in  tha  last  years,  five  years,  IS  years,  concerning  aiasilas 

IS 

effects  of  the  hydrogen-chloride  end  hydrogen-oxide  have  on 

IS 

in  dod  that  use  these  fuels?  Also,  what  can  ba  done  to 

It 

the  human  body?  Do  you  have  that  information? 

17 

contain  such  a  fire?  And  what  is  the  effect  of  the  toxic 

17 

COLONEL  MALM:  Me  don't  have  that  on  bend.  Me 

ia 

fueies  generated  t>y  the  fire?  Thank  you. 

10 

will  provide  that  In  the  Record. 

»• 

COLONEL  Me  HAM:  Colonel  Walah,  can  you  answer 

it 

COLONEL  Me  SEAM :  Next  is  Prank  Coe.  And  he  will 

» 

those  questions  tonight? 

“ 

be  followed  by  George  Wogamen. 

21 

CQLQCTL  MATiWH:  Major  VanNess  will  answer  that 

21 

ME.  COR i  I  would  like  to  thank  you  for  letting  ae 

22 

question. 

22 

speak.  My  naM  ie  Frank  Coe  and  I  aa  on  the  Grand  Forks  City 

23 

MAJOR  VxnKS&Si  Sir,  X  am  not  aware  of  any 

11 

23 

Council.  I  find  it  very  easy  to  support  Rail  Garrison  in 

24 

accidents  involving  the  kinds  of  liquid  fuel  that  are 

24 

Grand  Forks.  I  hsve  grown  up  in  the  community  and  the  more  I 

» 

involved  in  the  four  stage  of  the  Peacekeeper  Missiles.  Mith 

28 

get  involved  with  our  business  community,  our  Air  Force  Bees, 
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our  city  government  becomes  more  clear  to  me  how  iaportant 

Bess  does  for  us.  I  very  much  recognise  there  are  costs  we 

2 

the  Air  Force  Base  is  to  our  community  in  many  regards. 

11 

2 

must  pay  to  keep  our  freedom.  And  I  ex  very  willing  to 

3 

First,  certainly  as  I  think  beck  and  reflect  on 

3 

support  the  project  based  on  the  job  that  they  do.  I  aa 

4 

where  our  community  ie  end  where  it  eight  otherwise  be 

4 

proud  of  the  job  that  they  do.  And  I  appreciate  their 

* 

without  our  Air  Force  Bese,  I  feel  it  is  very  iaportant  the 

i 

willlngneee  to  help  keep  us  free  as  a  nation.  Thank  you. 

• 

contributions  they  have  made.  X  envieion  our  city  without 

• 

COLONEL  McHAfERi  George  Noqaaan.  Followed  by 

1 

our  Air  Force  Base  or  our  University  for  that  matter.  And 

T 

Oavid  Beech. 

• 

when  x  envision  it  with  ail  due  respect  I  envision  a  draft 

t 

MB.  NOGANANi  I  aa  George  wogamen.  X  am  a  member 

• 

or  again  with  respect  to  East  Grand  Forks.  And  in 

12 

t 

of  the  Beet  Grand  Forks  City  Council.  I  just  wanted  to  eey 

10 

appreciation  of  the  value  that  we  derive  from  the  Air  Force 

10 

that  we  did  pass  e  unanimous  resolution  in  support  of  the 

" 

Bese  X  find  it  very  easy  to  stand  here  supporting  it. 

11 

project.  Thank  you.  (Refer  to  Report  12) 

It 

Also  ey  experience  with  the  Air  Force  Bese  has  been 

12 

COLONEL  NcHABBi  David  Beech.  Followed  by  Tom 

it 

superb.  X  as  involved  with  Riawenia.  And  X  know  that  on 

13 

Beg ness. 

14 

many  occasions  we  sponsor  a  project  celled  Camp  Sioux.  And 

14 

MR.  BRACE i  Good  evening.  My  name  is  Dave  Beech. 

It 

time  after  time  we  have  had  personnel  from  the  Air  Force  Bese 

IS 

And  I  am  e  member  of  the  Grand  Forks  City  Council.  I 

Ml 

willing  to  come  end  support  us  and  pitch  up  tents  and  help 

IS 

appreciate  the  opportunity  to  appear  before  you.  X  hope,  and 

17 

the  community.  They  are  involved  in  the  Fourth  of  July  event 

IT 

I  sincerely  hope  that  Rail  Garrison  ie  a  sound  military 

It 

which  the  whole  comeunity  gets  involved  with.  Ns  sponsor 

IS 

concept.  And  I  don't  know  that.  And  I  ea  afraid  that  X  will 

It 

Friends  and  Neighbors  in  which  we  have  a  chance  to  bond 

IS 

have  to  truat  in  you  gentlemen  that  ere  sitting  at  this 

» 

between  the  Air  Force  Base.  They  ere  ...solved  in  eany  other 

20 

21 

thinge.  Ms  have  had  crisis  such  as  floods.  And  we  very  much 

21 

The  question  before  us  of  course  is  e  setter  of 

2> 

n 

location  that  has  already  been  pointed  out.  And  I  guess  I 

a 

here. 

a 

really  don't  have  any  environmental  questions  to  ask.  X 

w 

And  1  think  most  iaportant ly  t  support  Rail 

*4 

understand  that  this  concept  has  been  approved  already  by  our 

at 

Garrison  being  located  here  because  of  whet  the  Air  Force 

M 

Republican  President  end  our  Democratic  Congress.  The  Grand 
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' 

Forks  City  Council  has  already  voted  by  a  majority  to  support 

13 

2 

this  concept.  And  if  Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base  is  selected 

3 

as  s  site  for  Rail  Garrison  we  as  a  city  government  I  feel 

4 

confident  will  support  and  cooperate  with  the  Air  Force  here 

S 

in  the  implementations  of  tnis  program. 

The  Air  Force  has  been  a  very  good  neighbor  in 

7 

Grand  Porka  over  the  years.  My  colleague,  Mr.  Coe,  has 

1 

already  pointed  this  out.  And  I  won't  repeat  his  words. 

■ 

Lastly,  I  do  appreciate  the  fact  we  live  in  a  country  where 

10 

everyone  can  speak  up  aa  we  are  tonight.  And  that  there  ia 

the  right  to  dissent.  And  although  this  is  perhaps  somewhat 

12 

of  a  political  statement.  It  Is  I  believe  to  defend  that 

IS 

right  to  stand  up  and  dissent  that  I  join  in  supporting  this 

14 

program  which  helps  to  preserve  that  right.  Thank  you. 

IS 

COLO BEL  Me SHARE:  Colonel  walsh? 

15 

COLOBEL  WALSH »  Sir,  I  need  to  make  a  correction  on 

IT 

a  statement  please. 

IS 

COLOBEL  Me SHARE:  Go  ahead. 

IS 

COLO ML  WALSH:  Sir.  I  would  like  to  state  that  the 

SO 

Congress  and  President  have  not  approved  this  system  at  thia 

21 

tiae.  Right  now  the  Congress  ha*  approved  9350  million  toe 

22 

the  program  to  continue  research  and  development  and  directed 

23 

that  the  Air  Force  prepare  the  EIS  so  that  if  a  decision  was 

24 

made  to  proceed  with  the  program  we  could  deploy  a  system  in 

» 

the  early  1990 's.  And  what  Congress  has  done  this  year  has 
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1 

as  this  in  our  city  auditorium  to  represent  the  views  of  a 

2 

project  such  as  this.  It  has  been  done  very  professionally. 

3 

And  1  hope  we  learn  from  your  experience  and  we  can  conduct 

4 

meetings  such  as  this  in  the  future  so  all  citisena  can  be 

S 

heard.  And  this  is  a  bi-partisan  type  of  crowd  as  you  have 

s 

seen.  There  is  Democrats  and  Republicans  here.  And  there  ia 

7 

non-political  people  here.  And  I  am  sure  you  will  hear  from 

• 

all  of  them.  And  so  far  we  have  heard  the  support  of  Rail 

• 

Garrison.  And  I  believe  that  the  future  of  Grand  Porks  is  in 

10 

your  hands.  And  we  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  apeak. 

11 

00L0UL  Me  SHARE  i  now  the  next  118  or  so  cards  have 

12 

been  thoroughly  shuffled.  And  I  «e  just  going  to  call  them 

IS 

starting  at  the  top  of  the  stack. 

14 

I  have  Richard  Montano  firet.  Followed  by  Steve 

Finney. 

7* 

Ml.  NOBTAROi  My  name  la  Richard  Montano.  1  am  a 

15 

IT 

student  at  UND.  And  I  aa  adamantly  opposed  to  the  MX 

IS 

missile.  I  would  like  to  defer  my  testimony  to  Dr.  Scott 

IS 

Etradley. 

m 

ti 

going  to  defer  testimony  just  stand  up  and  holler  from  the 

» 

back.  And  it  would  save  the  transition  time. 

a 

Would  you  go  ahead  and  state  your  name  and  please 

>4 

spell  It  for  the  Record. 

* 

DR.  RTRAOLSTi  My  neaw  Is  Scott  Stradlev.  Last 

Page  43 

VALLEY  REPORTER  SERVICES 

VALLEY  CITY,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  $45-5494 

FARGO,  NORTH  OAKOTA  -  (701)  293-6623 

14 


16 


17 


(0 


15 

20 

2i 

2} 


bean  to  continue  to  fund  both  the  imII  I  CBM  Program  at  250 
million  end  the  Peacekeeper  Program  at  250  Million.  And  aet 
aside  an  additional  $250  alii ion.  They  intend  in  conjunction 
with  the  new  adainlstration  to  aake  a  decision  on  which 
systea  to  proceed  with  by  next  March.  And  at  that  tiae  then 
whatever  is  the  right  program  either  Peacekeeper,  ICBM,  both 
or  none.  Me  will  get  that  $250  Million  as  defense. 

But  a  decision  has  not  been  Made  at  this  tiae.  The 
target  as  set  by  Congress  is  March  of  next  year.  Thank  you 
very  much,  air. 

COLOBEL  Me  SHAM:  Toe  Bagnesa. 

MR.  HAGQ8S i  Thank  you.  Colonel  McShane. 

Gentleaen,  1  aa  a  14  year  veteran  with  the  Grand  Porks  City 
Council.  I  have  lived  in  Grand  Porks  along  with  ay  faaily. 
we  haven't  lived  anywhere  else.  We  haven't  chosen  to  live 
anywhere  else.  This  is  s  great  city  to  bring  up  your  feaily 
in.  And  1  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  have  the  opportunity 
to  taix  you  about  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison,  because  I  think 
it  will  bring  a  lot  sore  to  Grand  porks  than  we  have  right 
II  now  to  offer  future  young  people  of  our  town  for  jobs  end 
peace  in  the  United  States.  And  it  is  such  an  iaportant 
project  that  I  appreciate  the  tiae  that  it  takes  for  you 
gentleaen  to  research  this  and  to  offer  us  the  information 
that  you  have  here  tonight.  And  we  haven't  eeen  in  the  14 
years  I  have  been  on  the  City  Council  a  representation  euch 
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a 

2* 

24 


name  is  S-T-R-A-D-L-B-Y.  And  I  aa  a  resident  of  Grand  Porks 
County.  I  want  to  point  out  to  the  community  there  ere  some 
issues  in  the  Environmental  impact  Statement  that  have  not 
received  much  public  discussion.  The  first  issue  is  that  the 
jobs  are  not  permanent.  The  program  expected  life-time  is  20 
years.  At  the  end  of  20  years  the  project  could  be  abandoned 
or  1  suppose  it  could  be  renewed. 

Also,  in  the  Environmental  Impact  there  is  an 
impact  on  the  housing  market  that  is  worth  discussing. 

Studies  argue  there  will  oe  no  shortage  in  the  general 
tiooainq  market.  And  of  course  this  prediction  is  based  on  a 
number  of  assumptions.  Assumptions  concerning  population 
growth  in  Grand  Porks  County.  Should  there  be  any  success  in 
private  sector  economic  development  and  should  the  University 
enrollment  continue  to  swell  as  they  have  swelled  in  the 
pest,  this  prediction  may  in  fact  not  be  true.  And  we  might 
see  a  shortage  in  the  housing  market.  And  we  might  see 
raising  rents. 

1  should  also  note  that  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  noticed  that  the  eub-atandard  housing  market  in 
Grand  Porks  may  be  impacted  significantly.  It  mentions  the 
fact  that  low  wages  of  airmen  may  force  them  into  the  sub¬ 
standard  pert  of  the  houeing  market  propoeel  releing  rents 
there  as  well.  Tile  Environmental  Impect  Statement  also  notes 
that  the  unemployment  rete  will  be  higher  in  Grand  Porks 
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County  after  the  project  stable  phase  Degins  in  1993.  This 
is  due  to  the  fact  that  about  1.1  dependents  will  cone  in 
with  each  Job.  This  will  increase  labor  supply  in  the  county 
and  raise  the  une<aploy.oent  rate  again  for  the  duration  of  the 
program,  1993,  '93  aud  on. 

There  is  also  the  potential  hidden  cost  should  this 
program  be  in  any  way  modified  or  eliminated  during  its 
lifetime  or  should  this,  the  implementation  of  this  prograa 
at  this  hir  Force  Base  lead  to  the  reduction  of  any  other 
activities  at  the  Air  Force  Base.  That  the  costs  of  this  are 
not  really  dealt  with  by  this  Environmental  impact  Statement. 
But  should  be  duly  noted  by  the  community.  We  might  oe  left 
with  a  housing,  we  may  be  left  with  teachers,  and  puolic 
employees,  and  no  means  of  supporting  nem  except  from  the 
existing  population  oases.  Thank  you. 

COLOMEL  He SHAME i  Thank  you.  Steven  Finney.  Next 
up  will  be  Dale  Meat. 

HR.  FIOTOtY:  hy  name  is  Steve  Finney.  I  am  a 
resident  of  Grand  Forks.  And  1  live  and  work  in  greater 
Grand  Forks.  I  have  never  been  active  in  either  the  miLitary 
or  the  peace  movement.  But  because  I  work  in  retail  and  I 
deal  on  a  day-to-day  basis  with  people  from  the  Grand  Forks 
Air  Force  Base,  I  recognise  the  huge  contrioution  the  Grand 
Forks  Air  Force  Base  makes  to  our  economy.  I  also  deal  witn 
people  from  the  so-called  peace  community.  And  my  impression 


of  them  is  almost  all  of  these  people  are  just  regular  people 
like  you  and  me  trying  to  do  their  jobs  and  make  a  living 
while  at  the  same  time  maintaining  some  measure  of  dignity 
and  self-respect  in  their  jobs  and  meaning  to  their  lives. 

Also  because  I  am  a  business  person  I  can't  nelp 
thinking  that  to  a  non-business  person  listening  to  the 
statements  of  local  business  representatives  only  logical 
conclusion  is  that  business  people  are  only  interested 
bringing  more  jobs  to  town  whatever  the  cost.  And  1  am  here 
to  tell  you  that  that  isn't  the  case.  And  although  we 
business  people  care  intensely  about  the  local  economy,  we 
care  about  more  than  just  that.  And  we  won't  compromise  the 
safety  and  integrity  of  our  coiuunity  for  any  number  of  new 
jobs.  There  are  business  people  who  think  for  themselves  and 
support  whole-heartedly  economic  development.  But  we  do  not 
support  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  Plan.  Wot  because  they  are  soft 
on  defense,  but  because  the  cost  is  too  great.  Because  it  is 
an  idea  that  is  strategically  and  morally  bankrupt.  The 
Department  of  Defense  insults  us  by  thinking  all  it  has  to  do 
is  dangle  some  new  jobs  in  front  of  the  community  and 

I  business  people  will  flock  unquestionably  to  their  aid. 
Strategically  this  MX  plan  offers  no  more  deterrents  than  is 
already  provided  by  the  US  submarine,  which  are  even  less 
vulnerable  to  attacks  tnan  the  proposed  plan,  and  missiles 
and  their  trains,  and  which  carry  enough  nuclear  fire-power 
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I  to  destroy  every  large  and  nedium  size  city  in  the  Soviet 


3  Why  are  we  considering  this  plan.  The  answer  to 

4  this  slso  has  to  do  with  business.  Defense  industries  like 

3  all  other  industries  must  introduce  and  sell  new  products  to 

•  survive.  And  after  a  period  of  record  profits  tne  influence 
1  they  yield  on  our  politicians,  all  of  whom  have  local 

•  economics  like  ours  to  think  about  is  enornous.  That  is  why 

•  this  plan  subtracts  rather  than  adds  to  our  safety  as  being 
>o  promoted  now.  To  those  business  people  here  tonight  who 

11  support  this  plan  I  ask  only  this,  have  you  considered  the 

12  possibility  that  this  plan  may  be  a  waste  of  money  that  can 
i)  be  used  on  a  more  direct  and  sensible  and  human  kind  of 

14  economic  development.  That  it  doesn't  sake  anyone  safer, 
is  How  much  time  have  you  spent  thinking  about  the  implications 
is  other  than  those  on  the  local  economy.  If  you  have  done  this 
it  and  as  a  result  of  these  considerations  you  support  this  plan 
is  I  respect  you.  Sincerely  I  do.  And  I  thank  you  for  coming 
is  here  tonight  and  getting  involved.  Even  though  I  disagree, 
so  if  you  came  here  only  because  somebody  called  you  or  because 

21  you  hats  or  fear  the  so-called  Peace  MX  you  owe  it  to 

22  yourself  and  your  families  and  your  community  to  question 

23  this  program  and  to  talk  to  some  of  the  peaceworkers .  You 

; 2*  may  find  they  are  aore  reason  and  open-minded  and  think  more 
29  like  you  than  some  of  the  authorities  that  are  telling  you 


i  Uwhat  a  good  idea  tnis  plan  is.  Our  safety  is  a  part  of  our 
3  I  environment,  perhaps  the  most  important  part  Thank  you. 

3  D  MR.  WEST;  My  name  is  Dale  West.  I  am  from  90s 

«  Sunset  Drive,  GranJ  Forxa.  And  I  represent  Nodak  Rural 
»  Electric  headquartered  here  in  Grand  Porks,  we  serve  ll.oud 
s  customer?  with  electricity  in  seven  counties.  Our  ooard  of 
7  | directors  made  up  of  individuals  elected  by  our  members 
*  throughout  thi3  seven  county  area  h  '»e  passed  the  following 
«  H resolutions :  "WHEREAS  the  United  Stales  Congress  in  the  1986 
'0  II  Department  of  Defense  Authorization  Act  request  that  the 
n  jj  President  propose  a  more  survivaole  casing  mode  for  SO 
»2  Peacekeeper  Missiles  and  that  deployment  in  Minute  Man  Silos, 
*3  and  WHEREAS  the  Rail  Garrison  Basing  Mode  for  the  deployment 
14  of  Peacekeeper  Missiles  has  been  developed  to  comply  with 
is  this  request,  anJ  WHEREAS  the  GranJ  Forks  Air  Force  Base  has 
is  been  considered  as  one  of  up  to  ten  sites  for  the  Rail 
•7  Garrison  installation  with  minimal  additional  land 
is  requirements  and  no  anticipated  adverse  environmental 
1*  affects,  and  with  a  positive  economic  impact  on  the  area 

20  through  the  creation  of  additional  jobs,  be  it  therefore 

21  resolved  that  the  board  of  directors  of  Nodak  Rural  Electric 

22  Co-operative  Incorporated  hereby  supports  the  installation  of 

23  one  of  the  Rail  Garrison  facilities  at  the  Grand  Forks  Air 

24  Force  Base  of  North  Dakota."  Thank  you. 

29  COLO MIL  Me SHANK:  Two  things  I  would  like  to  point 
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t  one  tt  this  point.  Again,  the  clapping  is  just  going  to  take 
>  away  from  the  time  available.  And  also  the  guy  who  is 
a  running  the  mikes  leave  aine  alive  all  of  the  time.  Thank 


i  Next  up  will  be  Pat  Shavhan.  And  he  will  be 

a  followed  by  Victoria  Phillips. 

7  MU  HAWAII i  My  name  is  Pat  Shawhan.  My  address 

a  is  915  Sunset  Drive.  I  happen  to  be  a  neighbor  with  the 
a  gentleman  wno  was  just  here.  I  do  support  the  Rail  Garrison 
w  project,  oecauae  peace  without  freedom  is  no  trade-off.  The 
ii  price  of  peace  is  vigilant.  And  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
ta  will  allow  the  United  statea  to  aaintaln  that  vigilance, 
i)  Rail  Garrison  will  increase  the  deterrent  to  keep 

t«  building  of  our  Nation's  strategic  forces  by  its  -sooile 
ii  characteristics.  Therefore  again,  i  am  very  happy  to  support 
it  Rail  Garrison.  Thank  you. 


victoria  Phillips,  vext  up  will 


it  I  be  Hark  Froemke. 


HI.  HIUlMi  My  i 


ij  Vicki  Phillips.  I  live 


>0  i|at  110  49th  Avenue  South.  And  I  an  speaking  on  oehalf  of 


»  I  support  the  Rail  Garrison  concept  and  its 

a  deployment  with  the  Grant  Forks  Air  Force  Base.  1  would  like 
M  to  adores*  the  issue  of  safety.  in  arguments  that  have  been 
is  made  we  will  oe  vulnerable  because  tne  system  would  encourage 
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i  pre-empted  nuclear  attack.  I  disagree  with  that  argument, 
j  Our  world  is  not  full  of  peace  and  naraony  as  most  of  us 

3  would  like  to  think.  History  shows  us  that.  He  must  be 

«  realistic  and  maintain  a  strong  defease.  Our  system  eust  be 

*  equal  or  greater  than  our  greatest  and  strongest  enemy.  He 

4  must  lot  consider  —  excuse  me,  our  aggressor  or  enemy  must 

7  not  consider  aggression  against  us,  without  a  possible  strong 
■  —  without  a  system  —  excuse  me,  without  a  strong  defense  we 

•  are  going  to  be  vulnerable  and  unsafe.  I  think  we  need  to 
io  include  Rail  Garrison  as  part  of  our  defense  system. 

ii  I  also  encourage  deployment  or  the  Rail  Garrison 

ij  System  at  the  Grand  Forks  Base  because  of  the  limited  impact 
is  on  area  resources.  Conservation  of  National  resources  is  an 
i«  important  issue.  And  for  that  reason  I  think  that  the  Grand 
is  Forks  Air  Force  Base  should  be  a  prime  site  for  the  Rail 
is  Garrison. 

17  COLONEL  He SHANK :  Thank  you.  Hark  Froemke . 


I  would  like  to  defer  my  time  to 


it  I Lonny  Winrich. 


io  COLONIC  He  SHANK :  meat  up  will  be  Boo  Bushfield. 

2i  ME.  WIwmCHi  Thank  you.  Ky  name  is  Lonny  Minrich. 

2j  i  live  at  5J6  South  Fourth  Street  in  Grand  Forks.  And  I  as 
a  here  ns  Ciukir  of  tne  Agassis  Sierra  Cluo. 

24  The  Agassis  Basin  Group  of  the  Sierra  Cluo  opposes 

n  the  deployment  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  System  as  proposed  by 
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i  tne  United  States  Air  Force  because  the  assess.oent  of 
3  environmental  affect*  ms  presented  in  the  Draft  Environmental 

3  Impact  Statement  ie  inadequate  and  mlaleaJing.  As  Chair  of 

4  the  Agassis  Basin  Group  I  offer  this  testimony  in  opposition 
ft  to  the  proposed  deployment  and  urge  consideration  of 

4  alternative  defense  strategies  which  do  not  depend  on 
7  missiles  with  multiple  nuclear  warheads. 

4  I  recognise  that  nuclear  war  is  probably  the 

4  ultimate  environmental  threat.  And  I  support  the  arguments 
•s  of  those  who  oppose  this  proposal  on  the  oasis  of  its 
ii  destabilising  affect  on  international  relations.  Far  from 
i>  being  a  peacekeeper  the  mianomer  given  this  system  in  the 
is  proposal,  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  System  would  encourage  a 
14  strategy  based  on  pre-emptive  first  strikes  anJ  thus  increase 
ift  the  danger  of  nuclear  war.  I  will  leave  the  development  of 
<4  this  argument  to  others  however  and  concentrate  my  remarks  on 
*3  one  of  the  major  shortcomings  of  the  Draft  Environmental 
*a  Impact  Statement. 

’•  The  Draft  EIS  fails  to  address  the  issue  of 

to  decommissioning  adequately.  It  misleadingly  suggests  that 
at  reasonably  foreseeable  consequences  are  considered. 

»  Decommissioning  is  dismissed  with  a  terse  seven  line 
a  paragraph,  identified  as  1.9  on  page  1-19  on  the  Oraft  EIS 
a  which  reads  as  followsi  "It  is  difficult  to  predict  how  the 
a  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System  would  be  decommissioned. 


,  The  relevant  laws  and  procedures  may  change  substantially  in 
,  the  20  or  more  years  the  systems  would  be  in  use.  Moreover, 

5  techniques  for  hsndliog  the  disposal  of  obsoie te  missile  fuel 
4  and  the  reclamation  or  disposal  of  nuclear  material  contained 
$  in  the  warheads  may  well  change  during  the  period  the 
•  Peacekeeper  is  actively  deployed.  Consequently,  the  Air 
7  Force  has  forced  this  EIS  on  those  actions  which  are 
i  reasonably  foreseeable.  The  Air  Force  will  follow  all 
»  relevant  laws  at  the  time  of  decommissioning."  End  of  the 
i0  quote  of  the  Draft  BIS. 

,,  I  submit  that  nothing  is  more  foreseeable  than  the 

12  decommissioning  of  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system.  No  weapons 

19  system,  from  the  crossbow  to  the  B-52,  has  failed  to  become 
,4  obsolete  in  ti.se.  The  decommi  as  toning  of  the  MX  Rail 

,5  Garrison  System  is  not  just  reasonably  foreseeable.  It  is 
,0  inevitable.  It  must  be  coneidered  in  any  adequate  assessment 
,7  of  environmental  affects.  Furthermore,  the  waste  material 
is  produced  by  this  unavoidable  decommissioning,  glibly 
it  described  as  obsolete  missile  fuel  and  nuclear  material 

20  contained  in  the  warheads,  is  among  the  most  toxic  and 
j,  obnoxious  garbage  produced  on  this  planet.  High  level 

n  nuclear  wsste  require*  thousands  of  years  to  decompose,  more 
B  years  than  any  of  the  structures  described  in  this  elaborate 
14  proposal  are  designed  to  endure.  Tht  waste  produced  by  this 
w  weapons  system  will  be  the  responsibility  of  many  future 
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23  | 

generations.  Pal lure  to  consider  its  affect  in  the  Draft 

tne  city's  plans  to  accommodate  this  and  other  proposed 

3 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  grossly  misleading. 

3 

growth  and  not  to  take  a  stand  for  or  against  the  projects. 

3 

COLONEL  He SHAME:  Time,  air. 

3 

Only  one  of  those  four  unit#  of  government,  at  least  until 

4 

MM.  MIMMXCHt  May  I  give  you  a  written  copy? 

4 

tonight  had  taken  a  stand,  to  my  knowledge.  And  it  appears 

5 

< Refer  to  Report  13) 

5 

that  now  all  four  of  the*  have.  We  will  probably  be  safe  to 

t 

CO LOME L  Me SHAME :  Certainly.  Yes,  you  may.  Next 

6 

say  ay  position  as  well  is  in  favor  of  that  particular 

7 

up  is  Boo  Bushfield,  followed  oy  Bill  Spicer. 

7 

proposal. 

• 

MM.  BUSHFIELD:  Thank  you.  Ladies  and  gentlemen  of 

a 

Another  staff  member,  if  he  is  permitted  to  speak 

a 

the  panel.  I  am  Bob  Bushfield.  I  am  City  Planning  Director 

a 

this  evening  will  also  address  the  Environment  Impact 

10 

for  the  City  of  Grand  Porks,  North  Dakota.  And  also 

10 

Statement. 

n 

Executive  Director  of  the  Grand  Porks  and  East  Grand  Porks 

n 

What  I  would  like  to  do  is  tell  you  that  City  of 

13 

Metropolitan  Planning  Organitation,  which  is  an  organisation 

13 

Government  has  developed  through  this  planning  process 

13 

comprised  of  elected  and  non-elected  officials  from  the  City 

13 

ongoing  capital  improvements  program.  It  is  a  program  that 

14 

of  Grand  Porks,  City  of  East  Grand  Porks,  Polx  County,  and 

14 

takes  comprehensive  view  of  implementing  the  city's  long 

IS 

from  Grand  Porks  County. 

1} 

range  comprehensive  plan.  I  orought  a  copy  of  tne  city's 

1« 

What  I  would  like  to  confine  my  testimony  this 

19 

five  year  capital  improvement  program.  And  I  ask  that  it 

17 

evening  is  evaluating  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

17 

become  a  part  of  the  Record  of  this  Hearing.  The  city  is  in 

It 

The  current  Environmental  Impact  state-sent  as  presented  oy 

it 

a  position  as  a  result  of  recent  action  on  the  part  of  the 

1* 

the  Air  Force,  we  felt  in  the  Planning  Department  was  well 

It  | 

City  Council  to  spend  over  56  million  a  year  in  federal. 

TO 

prepared.  It  contained  an  accurate  assessment  of  an 

.. 

state,  local  monies  to  improve  the  city's  inf restructure. 

31 

employment  population  projections.  And  it  took  an  adequate 

21 

Six  year  capability  improvement  program  in  the  City  of  Grand 

22 

look  at  the  end  of  the  structure  needs  that  would  be  brought 

33 

Forks  calls  for  the  completion  of  a  waste  water  force  main 

n 

aoout  as  a  result  of  the  siting  plan  if  Grand  Forks  in  fact 

33 

through  fire  station.  It  establishes  funds  that  we  feel  are 

34 

were  chosen. 

34 

essential  in  the  rehabilitation  of  aur  city  streets,  our 

39 

What  I  would  like  to  do  tonight  is  explain  briefly 

35 

city's  storm  water  system  and  our  sanitary  storm  systems. 
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1 

The  city  I  think  has  taken  a  very  pro-active 

Mike  Phillips. 

3 

position  and  instead  of  folding  up  our  tent  and  going  home 

3 

Bruce  Gjovig.  A*  I  pronouncing  that  correctly? 

3 

when  the  Reagan  Administration  renews  state  and  local 

26 

3 

MM.  GJOVIG:  My  apologies  for  being  late.  Bruce 

entitlement  proqraas  the  City  of  Grand  Forks  uses  their  time 

4 

Gjovig.  I  stand  for  MX  Rail  Garrison  System.  I  oelieve  this 

5 

to  diversify  tneir  income  tax  base  with  the  passage  by  voters 

9 

country  Is  served  well  by  a  strong  defense.  Each  one  of  us 

24 

6 

last  spring  of  one  cent  sales  tax.  The  city  is  in  a  good 

must  I  think  bear  our  burdens  and  carry  a  good  defense.  I  am 

7 

position  I  tnink  to  ride  out  any  future  cuts.  And  at  the 

very  proud  of  what  has  happened  the  last  eight  years.  We  are 

a 

same  time  make  the  necessary  improvements  to  our  city 

a 

standing  much  taller  nationwide.  We  are  much  closer  to  peace 

a 

infrastructure,  which  this  or  any  other  project  would 

9 

because  of  a  strong  defense.  It  also  can  be  said  that  the 

10 

necessitate.  It  is  my  opinion  that  the  city  can  accommodate 

10 

Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  has  been  an  outstanding  neighbor 

.. 

the  impacts  resulting  from  this  basic  mode.  And  I  would  be 

for  ovei  30  years.  There  has  been  lots  of  scare  tactics  have 

13 

happy  to  visit  with  any  of  the  DOo  Officials  or  Air  Force 

13 

been  used  over  the  years  for  new  missions  for  this  Air  Force 

13 

Officials  that  are  present  here  to  more  fully  explain  the 

13 

Base.  All  those  scare  tactics  were  for  nothing.  It  has  been 

14 

city's  future  development  plans.  Thank  you. 

14 

shown  and  proven  for  time  the  Air  Force  Base  of  Grand  Porks 

19 

COLOHEL  McSHAMB:  Thank  you.  Bill  Spicer  to  be 

13 

is  an  outstanding  neighbor  in  our  backyard.  And  although  I 

>• 

followed  by  Bruce  Gjovig. 

It 

am  no  expert  in  defense  systems  I  think  through  history  and 

17 

MM.  MPICVM:  My  name  is  Bill  Spicer.  I  am  a  Grand 

17 

performance  again  we  can  rest  assured  that  our  interest  will 

14 

Forks  businessman.  And  I  am  here  to  represent  the  Grand 

IS 

be  carried  out  if  Rail  Garrison  was  located  In  Grand  Forka. 

•• 

Forks  South  Side  Development  Association,  which  has  a 

It 

It  should  also  be  stated  that  I  think  why  Grand 

10 

membership  of  approximately  150  South  Side  businessmen.  We 

Forks.  Certainly  their  defense  dollars  be  spent.  I  think 

31 

are  in  support  of  the  Rail  Garrison  because  we  believe  in  a 

they  should  be  spent  wisely,  therefore  they  should  be  spent 

25 

23 

strong  America  and  believe  that  a  strong  defense  is  America's 

32 

where  there  is  the  best  bargain  possible.  And  I  would  also 

33 

best  offense.  Me  also  feel  the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base  is 

33 

favor  a  Grand  Forks  and  a  Minot  location.  And  certainly 

34 

a  very  logical  home  for  the  Rail  Garrison.  Thank  you. 

34 

something  that  hat  not  been  stated  particularly  befora  is 

30 

OOLOMEL  McBHAMli  Bruce  Gjovig  to  be  followed  by 

38 

that  North  Dakota  was  the  beneficiary  of  tha  Rail  Garrison, 
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our  railroad  transportation  system  in  North  Dakota  would 
undoubtedly  be  improved  by  the  maintenance  of  the  railroad 
tnen  serving  all  interests  of  North  Dakota.  Because  North 
Dakota  is  dependent  upon  transporting  goods  in  and  out  of  the 
state.  And  much  is  done  oy  rail.  And  we  would  benefit. 

That  is  a  citizen  in  agriculture  and  energy  would  benefit, 
which  is  of  no  small  portion. 

So  in  completion  I  think  there  is  economic, 
transportation,  social,  and  long  history  of  reasons  why  we 
support  the  Garrison  System  in  Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base. 

COLONEL  Kc SHANK :  Mike  Phillips.  Next  will  oe 
Halter  Scott. 

MR.  PHILLIPS:  Mike  Phillips,  Grand  Porks.  I  would 
like  to  spesk  primarily  on  the  Environmental  Impact.  I  feel 
Grand  Forxs  is  an  ideal  location  for  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison.  Pirst,  because  the  minimum  amount  of  aaditional 
land  acquisition  that  is  needed.  As  I  review  the  Draft 
system  I  think  it  was  the  lowest  land  acquisition  of  any  of 
the  site  locations.  It  has  the  minisal  environmental  impact 
both  during  construction  and  during  operational  phase. 

Also,  1  take  it  tnat  you  reviewed  the  trading 
system  of  the  U.S.  Rail,  you  will  find  that  Grand  Porks  is 
ideally  located  North-South  and  East-West  tracking  and  much 
more  so  tnan  our  neighbor  to  the  west.  You  might  keep  that 
In  mind  also.  And  Rail  Garrison  I  feel  is  also  a  much  more 
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means  exhaustive.  For  many  were  discovered  in  spite  lack  of 
any  surface  clues  that  prehistoric  materials  lay  just  below 
the  surface.  And  then  indeed  such  burial  sites  perhaps  dot 
the  area  six  to  eight  miles  surrounding  the  oase.  These 
sites  document  histories  sacred  place  to  a  significant 
portion  of  our  people.  And  are  an  invaluaole  historical 
resource  for  us  all. 

The  investigative  portion  of  the  report  stated  that 
some  of  the  Rail  Garrison  facilities  would  be  in  areas  not 
adjacent  to  where  archeology  digs  have  identified  prehistoric 
sites.  But  it  slso  located  the  north-south  railroad  spur 
which  will  connect  the  storage  areas  to  the  Burlington- 
Northern  Railroad  as  oeing  near  or  in  the  very  area  where 
some  of  the  ourial  sites  have  been  discovered.  And  it 
describes  s  possible  alternative  rail  spur  north  of  the  base 
as  passing  directly  through  identified  sites. 

It  took  nearly  one  half  page  of  the  EIS  document  to 
describe  these  prehistoric  sites.  It  took  just  one  sentence 
on  the  next  page  to  dismiss  the  relevance  of  any  of  this  to 
the  Rail  Garrison  construction. 

I  submit  that  a  Nation  which  chooses  to  build  new 
potentially  first  strike  weapons  and  put  them  on  rails  with 
each  rail  car  having  a  kilo-tonnage  of  180  Hiroshima's  and 
yet  blithely  writes  off  as  irrslevant  the  destruction  of 
significant  elements  of  our  common  human  history  stands  on 
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1  cost  effective  system  than  tne  alternative  of  the  small  Local 

2  ICBM  which  is  under  consideration.  And  I  feel  that  for  the 

3  good  of  the  Nation's  defense  and  a  continued  strength  of  our 
«  Nation  that  Grand  Porks  and  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  will 

3  make  an  ideal  comoination. 

S  COLONEL  He SHAKE :  Walter  Scott.  And  next  will  oe 

7  Carole  Bordenkirsher . 


s  HR.  SCOTT :  My  name  is  Walter  Scott.  I  li$e  at  514 

8  Plum  Avenue,  Grand  Porks.  The  positioning  of  this  Hearing 
to  between  Hiroshima  Day  last  Friday  and  Nagasaki  Day  tomorrow 
,,  is  ironic.  For  we  are  examining  a  proposal  tonight  which 
,2  would  put  a  new  system  of  intercontinental  missiles  on 
,3  railroad  cars  each  car  carrying  potential  first  strike 

14  weaponry  equivalent  to  180  Hiroshima  bombs. 

15  My  specific  testimony  tonight,  however,  will  seem  a 
to  far  cry  from  Hiroshima.  It  refers  to  a  portion  of  the 

t7  Environment  Impact  Statement  on  page  23  of  the  Grand  Porks 
it  section  of  the  ream  of  material.  It  speaks  to  the 
it  I  environment  implications  of  pre-histonc  resources  m  the 
4i)  .area  where  the  Rail  Garrison  facility  would  be  built.  It 

21  (speaks  specifically  about  21  verifying  site  locations,  many 

22  lof  them  Dunal  sites  of  Indian  culture  of  the  so-called 

23  H Woodland  Period  which  existed  in  these  parts  around  1530 

24  I  years  ago. 

2j  I  It  also  suggests  that  these  21  sites  are  by  no 
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30 


exceeaing  shaky  moral  ground.  I  love  my  country.  But  I  am 
saddened  and  angered  when  my  country  takes  tragic  insensitive 
action  such  as  tnis  in  my  na-oe. 

COLONEL  He SHAME;  Thank  you.  Carole  Bordenkirsher, 
followed  by  Martin  Zeilig. 

MS.  BORPEWKIRSHBR:  Ky  name  is  Carole 
Bordenkirsher.  I  live  in  Crookston,  Minnesota.  I  am 
testifying  as  a  ine.eber  of  the  Grand  Porks  Chamber  of 
Commerce.  I  am  the  owner  of  two  small  businesses  in 
Crookston,  Minnesota.  And  I  also  am  employed  by  the  State  of 
North  Dakota  as  the  Regional  Director  for  the  Small  Business 
Development  Centers. 

The  Grand  Porks  cofoaanity  supports  the  Air  Force 
Base.  Ang  since  the  location  of  Rail  Garrison  here  will  not 
significantly  affect  or  change  our  environment,  I  support 
Rail  Garrison,  because  continued  freedom  in  our  country  will 
allow  the  entrepreneur  system  to  thrive  and  grow.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  He SHAME :  Martin  Zeilig.  Next  will  oe  Mark 

Hall. 

HR.  tEILIGi  I  think  I  am  making  history  here, 
because  I  a.a  probably  the  first  Canadian  to  appear  before 
this  Commission.  So  1  thank  you  for  that. 

The  political  boundary  separating  Canada  from  the 
United  States,  the  famed  49th  Parallel,  is  virtually 
meaningless  In  the  nuclear  age.  That  especially  holds  true 
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1 

for  the  border  between  Manitoba  and  North  Dakota.  With  3u0 

far  too  many  nuclear  weapons  on  the  planet. 

2 

Minute  Men  ICBM  Si  lorn  and  two  SAC  oaaea  in  Minot  and  here  in 

2 

Let's  work  together  to  prevent  the  ultimate  threat 

3 

Grand  Forks,  North  Dakota  has  not  facetiously  been  labeled 

30 

3 

to  our  environment  nuclear  war.  No  MX. 

4 

the  world's  third  nuclear  power.  A  nuclear  confrontation 

« 

Thank  you.  And  I  would  like  to  present  this  to 

5 

oetween  Canada's  northern  and  southern  neighbors,  we  are  the 

4 

you,  (Refer  to  Report  #4) 

6 

neat  in  the  sandwich,  we  have  two  friends,  one  to  the  south 

f 

CCLONXL  mcSEANE:  Mark  Hall.  And  next  will  be  John 

7 

and  one  to  the  north,  would  destroy  the  population  and 

7 

Omdshl. 

’  • 

precious  farmland  of  southern  Manitoba  just  as  utterly  as  it 

• 

MR.  HALL:  I  am  Mark  Hall  of  Grand  Forks,  North 

t 

would  wreak  unimaginable  devastation  on  North  Dakota.  indeed 

• 

Dakota.  As  s  lifelong  resident  of  this  city  and  county  I  am 

10 

the  essential  United  Nations  study  our  common  future.  This 

31 

in  favor  of  Rail  Garrison.  Grand  Porks  has  been  good  for  the 

» 

book  over  here,  which  1  would  encourage  people  to  read,  tne 

United  States  Air  Force.  The  United  States  Air  Force  has 

>2 

World  Commission  on  Environment  and  Development  published 

It 

been  good  for  Crsnd  Porks.  I  look  for  Rail  Garrison  to 

13 

last  year  categorically  states  and  1  quote  ‘The  likely 

13 

strengthen  those  bonds,  wnich  have  been  created  over  the 

30 

14 

consequences  of  nuclear  war  sake  other  threats  to  the 

14 

years  for  the  strength  and  support  of  this  nation.  Thank 

u 

environment  pale  into  insignificance.” 

you. 

If 

Tne  MX  missile  I  feel  in  any  basing  mode,  but 

If 

COLONEL  Me  SHAME :  Thank  you.  John  O.adahl. 

17 

especially  in  boxcars,  increases  the  likelihood  of  this  sost 

17 

MR.  OMDAHLi  I  defer  to  Ronnie  Rosenberg. 

If 

serious  threat  to  our  environment,  nuclear  confrontation. 

If 

MS.  ROSENBERG :  Good  evening.  My  name  ia  Ronnie 

If 

The  recent  dialogue  between  President  Reagan  and  Chairman 

«• 

Diane  Rosenberg.  4  20  Jmckaon  Avenue,  Crookston,  Minnesota. 

20 

Gorbachev,  and  the  signing  of  the  INF  Treaty  has  caused 

.o 

I  am  an  attorney  with  a  law  office  in  pargo.  North  Oakota. 

21 

billions  on  this  planet  to  oreath  a  sigh  of  relief  m  the 

32 

21 

I  hereoy  object  to  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 

22 

expectation  that  relations  between  the  two  super-powers  are 

22 

Statement  for  tne  MX  Rail  Garriaon  Project  and  to  the  Hearing 

23 

improving,  we  look  forward  to  an  expected  5(J«  cut  in 

23 

process  on  the  following  grounds:  Hie  Notice  for  this 

24 

strategic  weaponry.  Tne  MX  missile  will  needlessly  we  feel 

24 

Hearing  fails  to  conform  to  Air  Porce  DOO  regulation  section 

n 

complicate  changes  for  such  an  initiative.  There  already  are 

n 

989.15  subsection  B,  subpart  2.  The  Notice  provided  to 
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identified  interested  individuals  fails  ta  include  the  name 

influence  ty  neighbors  and  legislators  to  oppose  this 

2 

and  phone  nu.xoer  of  a  person  to  contact  for  more  information; 

2 

project. 

3 

the  request  that  speakers  submit  their  intention  to  take 

3 

No  supporting  documents  were  provided  when 

4 

part;  any  limitation  on  the  length  of  oral  statements;  the 

4 

requested  which  makes  it  impossible  to  analyte  the  data  in  a 

3 

suggestion  tnat  statements  of  considerable  length  oe 

3 

proper  manner. 

t 

submitted  in  writing;  and  the  offices  where  the  Draft  EIS  and 

S 

The  Air  Porce  has  not  released  transcripts  of  the 

r 

appendixes  are  available.  By  not  providing  this  information 

7 

Scoping  Hearings  when  requested  to  do  so. 

t 

as  it  is  required  to  do  oy  its  own  rules,  the  Air  Force  has 

• 

Three  nours  is  insufficiant  time  for  this  meeting 

f 

made  organiiing  opposition  to  this  project  more  difficult. 

S 

given  the  fact  that  the  Air  Force  has  taken  up  time  with  its 

10 

The  DEIS  is  not  widely  svailaole.  For  example,  the 

10 

presentation.  A  number  of  people  wish  to  speak  about  this 

it 

Crooxston  Public  Library  and  the  Fargo  Public  Library  do  not 

„ 

project  and  will  not  be  able  to  and/or  will  have  to  limit 

32 

12 

nave  copies. 

32 

12 

their  remarks.  Given  the  magnitude  of  this  project  and  the 

'3 

The  Public  Hearings  are  not  owing  nelej  at  a 

11 

public  interest,  additional  time  on  another  day  Should  be 

14 

sufficient  number  of  locations.  Thirty-two  code  of  Federal 

14 

allocated. 

i3 

Regulations  section  214  provides  that  the  amount  of  public 

13 

The  DEIS  is  premised  on  the  assumption  that  the 

IS 

participation  is  to  oe  determined  in  pertinent  part  oy  the 

IS 

Over  the  Horiton  Backscatter  Radar  Project  is  cominq  to  Grand 

17 

magnitude  of  the  proposal.  At  the  very  least.  Hearings 

17 

Forks.  If  this  does  not  occur,  the  entire  DELS  is  flawed 

If 

should  be  held  at  towns  and  cities  along  the  rail  lines  which 

IS 

because  ell  the  demographic  projections  are  tossed  on  an 

*• 

will  be  subjected  to  missile  trains  if  tnis  project  is 

10 

influx  of  1,004  people  who  would  in-migrate  with  the  Over  the 

20 

implemented. 

•0 

Horiton  program.  The  Air  Porce  la  obliged  to  prepare  a  DEIS 

21 

I  received  my  copy  of  the  OEIS  on  July  20,  1988. 

>1 

bated  on  no  Over  the  Horiton  Backscatter  Radar  Project  at 

22 

The  time  is  not  sufficient  from  the  distribution  of  tne  DEIS 

27 

Grand  Forks. 

23 

to  this  Hearing  to  prepare  an  adequate  critique.  It  is  no 

23 

The  Air  Porce  has  cr sated  confusion  about  the  role 

24 

solution  that  additional  testimony  can  be  submitted  in 

24 

that  opposition  plays  in  the  process.  Pursuant  to  40  C.F.R. 

23 

writing  because  part  of  the  process  is  to  inform  and 

23 

section  1506.27  subsection  B,  subpsrt  4,  the  DEIS  must 
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1 

consider  the  extent  to  which  the  proposed  project  is 

the  freedom  which  our  country  provides.  1  support  Rail 

2 

controversial.  At  pegs  3-2  of  the  OEXS,  it  is  stated  that 

34 

i 

Garrison  and  ita  installation  at  the  Grand  Forks  Air  Force 

3 

controversy  was  not  considered.  Thus  the  Air  Porce  has 

) 

Base  for  the  fol ’.owing  reasons:  Exi stability  to  rail  systeaa 

« 

failed  to  do  that  which  it  is  charged  to  do  oy  PeJeral  Law. 

4 

covering  four  directions;  Rail  Garrison  would  compliment  the 

4 

COLONEL  McS&AKB <  Tlee. 

4 

modernization  of  the  strategic  systems  already  in  place  at 

e 

NS.  ROSENBERG :  Thank  you.  I  will  suoait  the  rest 

ft 

the  Grand  Forks  Air  Porce  Base.  And  finally,  a  statement  of 

i 

of  this  in  writing  at  a  later  date.  (Refer  to  Report  IS) 

r 

,»y  complete  confidences  in  the  personnel  assigned  at  Grand 

• 

COLONEL  NcfHAMEi  Next  is  C.  L.  ( Bud >  Linfoot, 

ft 

porka  Air  Porce  Base  having  seen  and  visited  a  number  of 

• 

followed  by  Marc  Olson. 

• 

atsategic  air  command  locations  around  tne  country.  Prom  the 

10 

NJt.  LINFOOT t  I  am  C.  L.  (Bud)  Linfoot,  Grand  Porks 

10 

senior  command  on  down  the  Grand  Forms  Air  Porce  Base  has 

native.  I  personally  an  for  a  strong  defense  and  support  tne 

,, 

Been  a  key  assignment  for  a  career  progression  of  many  senior 

u 

concept  of  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  at  the  Grand 

i? 

officers.  I  think  tms  speaks  well  for  the  quality  of 

i) 

Porka  Air  Porce  base.  I  a  a  also  an  executive  secretary  of 

u 

leftdership  assigned  to  the  Air  Base  to  be  commanding  tnete 

14 

tne  Grand  Porka  Builders  and  Traders  Exchange.  And  at  a 

14 

weapon  systeas.  Thank  you. 

1ft 

recent  meeting  at  tne  board  of  directors  unanimously  went  on 

,5 

COLONEL  NC SHAME:  Thank  you.  Wade  Pearson.  And 

1ft 

recorJ,  and  it  was  approved  of  supporting  this  program.  And 

If 

after  that  will  oe  Kathryn  Dryden. 

l> 

felt  that  all  of  our  members,  or  at  least  a  great  majority  of 

„ 

HR.  PEARSON:  My  name  is  Wade  Pearaon.  I  am  a 

1ft 

our  1?*  me.noers  would  also  oe  in  favor. 

35 

•a 

life-long  resident  of  Grand  Porks.  I  think  this  project  is  a 

1ft 

COLONEL  NcSHANBi  Marc  Olson.  After  that  will  oe 

<• 

very  good  iJea.  I  think  it  improves  the  stability  of  foreign 

M 

hade  Pearson. 

relations.  It  lessens  the  chance  of  nuclear  war,  which  la 

H 

NR,  OLSON:  Thank  you.  My  name  is  Marc  Olson.  X 

n 

good  far  the  environment.  I  also  think  tnat  it  is  good  for 

n 

nave  been  a  resiJenc  of  Grand  For* >  for  eight  years.  X  sake 

a 

tne  city  and  it  would  be  good  for  Ninoe  too.  And  maybe  you 

n 

my  statement  this  evening  as  a  former  rated  officer  of  tne 

?i 

should  do  Doth  of  them.  I  think  it  is  going  to  be  a  very 

N 

United  States  Air  Force  from  197J  to  '79.  I  oclieve  in  the 

?' 

acceptable  rate  of  growth  for  the  town.  And  it  will  oe  good 

M 

importance  of  a  atrong  leterrsnt  military  force  to  preserve 

« 

for  the  city  and  good  for  everybody.  And  I  hope  it  is  around 
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for  a  long  tiae. 

daily  in  our  Congress  anJ  state  legislatures  over  much 

COLONEL  NcSNAXS:  Kathryn  DryJen. 

2 

smaller  a  x>unt  for  the  no-selesm,  tne  hungry  and  the  helpless 

NS.  DNYOES :  I  defer  to  Richer)  Sinner. 

3 

here  and  abroad. 

REVEREND  SINNER :  1  am  Reverend  Ricnard  Sinner, 

4 

we  need  to  reject  the  fallacy  of  quote  National 

representing  tne  Far go-Moornead  Pieceworker ' s ,  the  North 

4 

security  unquote  based  on  death  and  destruction.  And  instead 

Dakota  Peace  Coalition,  anJ  PAX  Christi  USA. 

ft 

to  oe  conscious  of  anu  committed  to  all  the  ways  of  laboring 

Our  position  to  tne  MX  ml  the  NX  Rail  Base  Mode  is 

for  peace  and  for  justice,  which  are  ruled  >n  tne  manner  and 

well  expressed  in  the  united  States  Catholic  Bisnops  1943 

• 

exanple  of  Christ  Almighty  life  anJ  death  in  resurrection. 

Pastoral  Letter,  the  Challenge  of  Peace.  In  trw  document 

• 

He  said  I  came  to  h«al  the  sick  and  ransom  the  captive.  I 

tne  Bishops  state  they  Jo  not  know  of  any  situations  in  which 

10 

came  to  bring  peace  not  war  anJ  destruction  and  violence  and 

the  deliberate  initiation  of  nuclear  weapons,  no  matter  on 

11 

killing. 

how  restricted  a  scale  can  oe  sorally  justified.  In 

COLONEL  NcEMAMB:  Jonn  Rolciynski.  And  next  will 

commenting  on  the  weapons  systems,  the  Bisnops  stated  tney 

13 

be  Ray  o*janl. 

oppose  the  addition  of  weapons  that  are  likely  to  oe 

14 

HE.  ROLCIYNSKI:  Ladies  and  gentlemen,  the  purpoee 

vulneraofe  to  attack  and  yet  also  possess  quote  A  prompt  hart 

1ft 

of  this  meeting  is  to  enter  public  input  for  the 

target  kill  unquote  capability  that  threatens  to  make  the 

37  |  " 

Envlr snmental  Impact  Statement.  I  support  what  is  the 

other  sides  retaliatory  forces  vulnerable  unquote.  And  «oae 

concept  of  Rail  Garrison.  I  am  a  resident  of  Grand  Porka. 

experts  in  strategic  theory  even  in  19*3  said  tnat  is  what 

ift 

And  I  an  a  free-lance  writer  working  and  living  in  this  area. 

the  MX  is. 

i* 

I  believe  it  is  very  important  to  consider  the  fact 

Alonq  economic  lines  tne  Bishops  say  and  I  quote  we 

that  the  Grand  Forks  location  from  what  has  already  been 

see  with  increasing  clarity  the  political  following  of  a 

21 

presented  tonight  and  in  the  original  statement  shows  that 

aystes  which  tnreatena  mutual  suicide.  The  psychological 

it 

Rail  Garrison  will  not  have  any  significant  impact  upon  the 

damage  this  does  to  ordinary  people,  especially  the  young. 

23 

environment  here,  while  tne  two  other  bates  to  the  estreme 

the  economic  distortion  of  priority,  billions  readily  spent 

24 

north  of  our  Nation  m  Montana  and  Michigan  specifically 

for  destructive  instruments  while  pitch  battles  are  raised 

24 

would  nave  auch  impacts  requiring  some  changes. 

Page  67 

VALLEY  REPORTER  SERVICES 

VALLEY  CITY,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  645-5494 

FARGO,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  293-6623 

Page  68 

VALLEY  REPORTER  SERVICES 

VALLEY  CITY,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  845-5494 

PARGO,  NORTH  OAKOTA  -  (701)  293-6623 

3-103 


DOCUMENT  505 


DOCUMENT  505 


38 


Also  although  I  an  a  former  Air  Force  officer  my 

MR.  OMQAHL:  I  would  like  to  defer  my  time  to  Dr. 

2 

expertise  certainly  does  not  run  to  these  system:  .  Nor  fro.n 

2 

Curtis  Stofferahn. 

3 

that  standpoint  would  I  speak  other  than  through  history. 

3 

COLONEL  Me SHAME :  Next  up  after  this  will  oe  Jeff 

• 

The  Grand  Forrs  Air  Force  Base  obviously  was  opposed  and 

Armstrong . 

4 

place  here  because  of  it’s  strategic  location.  And  I  oelieve 

3 

DR.  STOFPBRAHN:  Good  evening.  My  name  ia  Dr. 

6 

that  tne  Rati  Garrison  project  will  enhance  what  is  already 

s 

Curtis  Stofferahn.  1  am  assistant  professor  of  sociology  at 

7 

place  in  our  immediate  vicinity. 

7 

the  University  of  N1';  th  Dakota.  My  research  areas  include 

• 

Also  we  .nust  realise  that  somebody  .oust  have 

t 

rural  and  agricultural  development.  I  was  formerly  employed 

a 

thought  that  it  was  important  by  this  geographical  location 

9 

with  tne  North  Dakota  Economic  Development  Commission  as  a 

'0 

to  consider  the  only  other  ABM  site  that  was  once  operational 

10 

rural  development  specialist.  Tonight  I  represent  the  Rural 

or  at  least  put  into  the  area  for  operation  in  this  very 

,, 

Coalition  of  the  National  Grassroots  Coalition  of 

vicinity. 

12 

Agricultural  Rural  Organisations  which  is  oppose)  to  MX. 

Also ,  the  Air  Force  Base  in  the  past  has  been  a 

13 

1  wish  to  address  several  areas  of  the  Draft 

strategic  command  oase.  I  would  assume  tnat  therefore  we 

14 

Environ.nentai  Impact  Statement  in  relation  to  one  of  the 

*3 

should,  although  the  arguments  have  been  given  and  will 

13 

required  contents  of  our  Environmental  Impact  Statements 

" 

continue  to  be  given  as  to  the  logic  of  placing  this  system 

38 

18 

unJer  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of  1969.  In 

her  whether  it  ia  wise  from  a  military  standpoint  or 

17 

particular,  1  wish  to  address  the  section  of  the  Act  which 

economical ly ,  I  China  that  altnough  much  has  been  .aade  scout 

18 

concerns  the  maintenance  and  enhancement  of  long 

»• 

tne  economic  inpact  of  what  it  will  do  to  develop  Grand  Forks 

19 

productivity. 

20 

I  do  oelieve  tnat  tne  real  interest  of  nost  people  of  this 

i'J 

No  one  disagrees  that  mlitary  spending  creates  a 

21 

community  is  that  we  have  a  strong  defense  in  this  country. 

21 

great  many  jobs,  and  we  can  all  appreciate  the  city  and 

22 

AnJ  tnat  we  have  our  oases  properly  located  so  that  indeed  we 

22 

county  commissions  and  the  Chamber  of  Commerce's  interest  in 

23 

can  nave  a  city  that  will  oe  defended  to  the  point  there  will 

23 

the  job  creation  potential  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Baaing  Mode. 

24 

oe  an  economy  to  defend. 

24 

But  we  need  to  evaluate  the  impact  of  the  Rail  Garrison 

23 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  Ray  Ondahl. 

23 

Basing  Mode  spending  on  more  specific  questions. 
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First,  although  a  substantial  number  of  jods  will 

1 

and  rural  communities  has  been  diverted  to  military 

oe  created  oy  Rail  Garrison  spending,  research  nas  shown  that 

2 

construction. 

it  produces  fewer  jobs  than  some  other  Kinds  of  government 

SeconJ,  tne  kinds  of  joos  created  oy  the  MX  Rail 

and  non -government  spending.  The  Council  on  Environmental 

Garrison  Basing  are  not  those  most  needed  and  most  helpful  in 

Priorities  analysed  tne  numoer  of  jobs  created  Oy  the  MX 

5 

developing  a  very  vital  economy.  A  small  portion  of  these 

system  compared  to  alternative  use*  of  the  same  resources. 

8 

joos  will  jobs  that  are  stable,  pay  relatively  well,  and 

If  we  can  assu:ne  that  the  Council's  national 

require  a  high  level  of  skills.  The  remainder  will  oe 

multipliers  applied  to  tne  Grand  Forks  region,  we  would  finJ 

1 

temporary  jobs  filled  oy  a  transient  work-force  and  requiring 

tnat  if  S31  Billion  were  spent  on  these  uses  we  would  create 

• 

little  or  no  joo  skills. 

more  jobs  tnan  the  1,024  300s  Mentioned  in  the  DEIS.  For 

10 

Research  indicates  that  relatively  few  defense 

instance,  the  same  amount  of  funding  would  produce  593  more 

11 

related  jobs  go  to  olue  collar  production  workers.  The  bulx 

joo*  in  nass  transit,  234  sore  jobs  in  puolic  utility 

38 

12 

of  jds  created  by  defense  spending  go  to  high  level  workers. 

construction,  321  more  jods  in  housing  construction,  and  209 

13 

especially  engineers  and  otners  with  high  technological 

more  jobs  in  solar  energy  or  energy  conservation  than  it 

14 

skills.  These  jobs  are  good  jobs  for  those  who  can  get  them. 

would  in  the  Rail  Garrison  Basing. 

but  few  do.  Defense  spending  tends  to  distribute  employment 

From  these  comparisons  we  may  condole  that  as  a 

l« 

benefits  toward  workers  who  are  relatively  affluent,  highly 

Job  creation  strategy,  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  Project  is 

17 

educated,  anJ  already  blessed  with  relatively  low  risks  of 

relatively  ineffective.  For  eight  yean  we  have  used 

IS 

unemployment.  These  workers  are  also  overwhelmingly  white 

military  construction  as  an  industrial  policy.  Consequently, 

IS 

and  male.  Every  federal  dollar  spent  on  the  Rail  Garrison  is 

money  that  could  have  been  used  to  reouild  our  decaying 

.a  federal  dollar  not  spent  in  other  areas.  Consequently, 

inf rastructure,  to  develop  human  resources  through  education. 

21 

this  spending  will  displace  jobs  elsewhere.  Most  of  the  jobs 

22 

to  provide  jods  for  the  most  disadvantaged,  to  clean  up  our 

22 

displace  by  military  spending  are  large  employers  of 

n 

environment  to  develop  alternative  energy  sources,  to  promote 

23 

ainorlties  and  women.  Including  teaching,  health  care,  non- 

24 

energy  conservation,  to  ouild  mass  transit  systems  to 

?« 

defense  government  employment,  and  semi-skilled  blue  collar 

n 

reinvest  in  domestic  industry  and  to  save  our  family  farms 

23 

work  in  civilian  manufacturing. 
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' 

COLONEL  He  SHANE:  Time,  Doctor. 

COLONEL  Me SHAN? :  Jeff  Armstrong.  Next  up  will  oe 

2 

Dll.  8TOFFKRAHN:  1  have  more  1  would  like  to  »uu.m 

2 

Hark  Browning. 

in  written  testimony.  (Refer  to  Report  »6) 

3 

MR.  ARMSTRONG!  My  name  is  Jeff  Armstrong  from 

4 

COLONEL  NC SHANK ;  Would  you  also  spell  your  name. 

4 

Century  Beads,  a  student  organisation  of  Fargo-Moorhead .  And 

5 

please? 

3 

1  would  like  to  say  we  are  here  tonight  at  a  critical 

6 

DR.  8TOFFKJIAHN ;  S-T-0~F-P-E~R-A-H-N . 

• 

juncture  of  history  of  international  relations.  Even  Ronald 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Excuse  ae.  Sir  aay  I  make  a 

r 

Reagan  who  has  presided  over  one  of  the  aost  corrupt  and 

a 

coawient  please? 

■ 

ant i -Democrat jc  anj  mlitary  corrupt  administration  in  the 

9 

COLONEL  He SHANK :  Briefly. 

• 

history.  It  is  publicly  stated  that  the  cold  war  may  be  a 

to 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  In  response  to  your  state aenc, 

10 

fading  memory.  Today  we  nave  tne  potential  of  beginning  a 

ti 

sir,  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act  requires  that  the 

ti 

new  chapter  in  the  US-Soviet  relations.  When  a  much  smaller 

1? 

proposer  of  the  action  look  at  alternate  measures  or  actions 

12 

leas  developed  country  than  ours  are  treated  as  backyard 

O 

to  satisfy  the  underlying  need.  In  tnls  case  the  underlying 

13 

beach-heads,  spears  are  influenced  sites  for  military  base:. 

14 

need  was  s  more  aurvivable  ICBM  System.  And  so  tne  EIS 

14 

are  sources  of  cheap  laoor  for  multi-national  corporations. 

13 

considers  alternative  to  that  as  specified  oy  Congress,  it 

13 

we  have  a  potential  to  replace  competition  through 

1* 

is  not  the  intent  of  NEPA  that  we  should  look  at  alternative 

18 

military  proxies  and  competition  on  the  oasis,  of  ouilding 

uses  of  the  funds.  That  is  the  responsibility  of  Congress  to 

ir 

more  and  powerful  —  more  powerful  and  great  number  of 

18 

consider  that  in  the  deliberation  on  the  oudgets.  Thank  you. 

18 

missiles  designed  for  the  express  purpose  to  incinerate  our 

IS 

OR.  STOPPKRAHN:  May  I  reply? 

19 

planet  of  proposed  nuclear  war  with  peaceful  and  constructive 

20 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  A  couple  of  seconds. 

competition  and  *  fear  of  human  rights. 

)t 

DR.  8TOFFERAHN:  It  was  ay  opinion  that  tne  NEPA 

21 

Glasnos  and  Perestroika  in  the  Soviet  Union  and  the 

22 

Legislation  requires  a  look  at  oy  --  loosed  oy  voluntary 

„ 

National  Liberations  of  Latin  America  have  forced  us  to  re- 

23 

enhancement  suataina'oi  1  ity .  X  a  .a  afraid  that  the  MX  systems 

23 

think  the  vision  of  tne  world  in  hostile  blocks.  And  to 

24 

Joes  not  provide  the  long-tecm  enhancement  or  sustained lity . 

24 

arrive  at  a  more  encompassing  decision  of  definition  of 

n 

Thank  you. 

23 

democracy.  The  democracy  which  admits  the  rights  of  the 
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hungry,  tne  rights  of  the  homeless,  anj  tne  unemployed  to 

dissidents  as  the  Roman  Catholic  Sisters  of  Mercy,  the 

2 

work,  the  rights  of  those  cnat  disagree  with  the  government 

2 

Aoerican  Federation  of  Teachers,  and  over  lod  other  labor, 

3 

to  publicly  express  their  view,  and  the  riqhts  of  the  people 

3 

religious,  and  civil  rights  groups. 

4 

to  choose  a  leader  who  represents  their  views  reqariless  of 

4 

The  US  anJ  the  Soviet  union  appear  to  be  passing 

3 

his  or  her  race,  sex,  class  or  political  affiliations. 

3 

each  other  by  going  in  different  directions.  The  MX  and  the 

6 

We  need  democracy  in  the  home  and  the  work  place. 

8 

first  strike  weapons  is  designed  to  complement  Star  Wars. 

7 

and  tne  schools,  anJ  in  this  auditorium.  There  is  currently 

39 

, 

The  MX  is  powerful  enough  to  destroy  hardened  missile  silos 

• 

in  the  Soviet  Union  under  the  direction  of  Miknall  Goroechev 

• 

which  with  Star  wars  is  supposedly  knock-out  enough  Soviet 

9 

an  implacable  dialogue  which  addresses  the  real  problem  of 

9 

missiles,  limit  American  casualties  to  a  few  million.  We  have 

'« 

society  and  a  necessity  and  the  right  of  the  Third  World  for 

to 

a  choice  in  participating  in  the  history  of  the  New  world  or 

11 

independent  development. 

,, 

clinging  to  tne  remnants  of  tne  old  or  deferring  judgement  to 

12 

A  brief  comparison  is  in  order.  For  13  months  the 

12 

so-called  experts  such  as  Lt .  Walsh. 

U 

Soviet  Union  stopped  nuclear  testing.  During  this  period  the 

COLONEL  Me SHANE :  Mark  Browning.  And  next  will  oe 

14 

US  accelerated  it's  testing  program  in  an  effort  to  achieve 

Margaret  Peterson.  And  that  was  Lt .  Colonel  Walsh. 

13 

superiority.  The  USSR  has  already  adopted  this  policy  for 

IS 

MR.  BROWNING i  My  name  is  Mark  Browning.  I  am  a 

'• 

no-first-use  nuclear  weapons.  The  recent  Democratic 

18 

local  business  owner,  also  a  mesber  of  the  Chamber  of 

convention  refused  to  put  such  a  plank  in  it's  platform.  The 

17 

Commerce  here.  I  am  not  impressed  by  the  economic  advantages 

>« 

Soviet  Union  is  unilaterally  withdrawing  from  Afghanistan  and 

40 

1* 

inferred  by  the  money  to  spent  here.  I  s»  opposed  to  the 

If 

is  reducing  its  conventional  force  in  Europe.  While  the  US 

19 

Rail  Garrison. 

20 

continues  its  semi -occupation  with  Philippines,  Honduras,  and 

20 

Since  we  are  addressing  environmental  impact  I  feel 

South  Korea,  and  plans  to  ouild  up  forces  In  Europe.  The 

41 

21 

that  it  Is  detrimental  to  the  quality  of  life  here  to 

22 

USSR  is  currently  implementing  plana  to  force  back  a  manager. 

22 

increase  our  importance  as  a  target  for  nuclear  attack.  X 

23 

university  administrator,  and  public  officials,  to  submit  to 

42 

23 

certainly  don’t  see  this  as  a  long-range  betterment  to  our 

24 

the  will  of  the  people  through  their  actions.  The  US  FBI  on 

24 

community.  I  think  this  is  also  a  terrific  waste  of  human 

2* 

the  other  hand  is  compiling  dossiers  with  troublesome 

23 

economic  resources  to  increase  our  involvement  in  the  nuclear 
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42  I  • 

•roa  raca.  Thank  you. 

1 

complex.* 

a 

COLONEL  NcSBMIi  Margaret  Paterson.  And  next  will 

2 

How  right  Ike  was.  Ms  have  seen  recently  when  some 

i 

be  Richard  Prank. 

3 

exorbitant  over-charges  for  military  equipment  were  made 

43 

* 

MS.  riTUMi  1  am  aoeakino  on  ey  own  behalf  as  a 

4 

public.  So  therm  should  bm  every  reason  to  be  critical  when 

i 

■other,  grandmother ,  and  long-time  tax  payer  in  Grand  Porks. 

ft 

a  scheme  ia  proposed  to  ue  that  is  as  fantaatic  and  unproven 

• 

And  I  support  Rail  Garrison  because  I  feel  that  it  will 

a 

as  it  is  costly,  dangerous,  and  swat  likely  counter- 

l 

enhance  the  deterainants  that  our  country  has  enjoyed.  I 

7 

productive. 

» 

feel  we  would  not  have  peace  today  if  we  did  not  have  a 

a 

And  how  do  our  local  politicians  react  to  it.  They 

a 

strong  determinant.  And  X  feel  Rail  Garrison  will  only  add 

• 

fall  for  it,  hook,  line,  end  sinker.  And  they  want  all  of  ua 

10 

to  that. 

10 

to  do  likewiaa.  And  we  have  plenty  of  evidence  of  that 

•i 

Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base  has  been  a  good 

it 

tonight.  Their  main  argument  ia  money.  They  cite 

12 

neighbor.  There  has  not  oeen  an  event  that  has  jeopardised 

44 

12 

employment,  government  paid,  coming  from  this  enterprise. 

13 

the  safety  of  the  people  of  this  area.  Thank  you. 

13 

If  the  enterprise  itself  ia  right  or  wrong  in  a 

«« 

CO LOntL  Me SHAMS i  Thank  you.  Richard  Prank.  And 

14 

broader  sense  they  don't  even  dieeuss. 

IS 

next  will  oe  George  Schubert. 

IS 

It  so  happens  that  these  are  anniversary  days  of 

i« 

HR.  PRAM:  I  am  Richard  Prank,  a  40  year  resident 

It 

the  Hiroshima  and  Nagasaki  oomblngs.  Please  judge  for 

17 

of  Grand  Porks. 

17 

yourselves  if  our  Nation  has  learned  a  lesson  from  these 

19 

By  no  means  am  I  an  expert  in  military  affairs. 

ia 

events. 

1* 

Nor  are  certainly  the  Majority  of  you  fellow  citisens  here 

ia 

This  ia  not  the  firat  time  in  history  that  a  graat 

44 

» 

assembled.  But  very  recently,  as  history  goes,  this  great 

it 

nation  ia  gripped  by  faar  of  enemy  aggreaeion  and  undertakes 

21 

nation  chose  as  it's  president  General  Eisenhower.  Who  would 

gigantic  projects  to  be  safe.  The  Greet  Mall  of  China  ia  one 

22 

deny  that  he  was  a  military  expert.  And  it's  no  secret  what 

22 

example.  And  successive  invesions  from  the  north 

23 

he  wanted  to  be  his  legacy  to  our  country,  ‘Beware  of  the 

23 

demonstrated  that  the  Great  Wall  had  little  military 

24 

military  industrial  complex.'  That's  what  Ike  said.  And  he 

24 

significance. 

29 

repeated  it  many  times.  'Beware  of  the  military  industrial 

29 

Another  such  .more  recent  exaaqile  ia  the  Haginot 
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, 

Line  of  fortifications  erected  by  France  in  the  1930's  and 

limited  environmental  impact  which  Rail  Garrison  may  have  in 

2 

outflanked  by  Hitler's  armies  in  1940. 

2 

this  community  must  be  weighed  against  the  positive  action 

3 

In  both  of  these  cases,  the  chief  affect  of  the 

3 

into  this  system. 

44 

S 

giant  enterprises  was  to  create  a  false  sense  of  security, 

besides  taxing  national  wealth  to  tne  limit. 

45 

4 

9 

And  in  conclusion  I  support  Rail  Garrison  for  the 

Grand  Porks  Air  Force  Base.  And  that  this  community  has  a 

« 

I  suggest  that  we  give  up  such  dreams  and 

« 

need  and  connecting  major  rail  line  so  that  the  overall 

7 

concentrate  Instead  on  more  realistic  and  very  urgent 

7 

effectiveness  of  Rail  Garrison  would  be  increased  by  housing 

a 

problems  of  promoting  international  understanding  and  of 

a 

it  in  this  area.  I  support  Rail  Garrison  in  the  greater 

• 

solving  our  serious  environmental  problems  before  it  is  too 

a 

Grand  Porks  area  for  all  of  the  obvious  and  economic  fectora 

10 

late.  Thank  you.  (Refer  to  Report  47) 

10 

and  because  of  the  low  environmental  impact  in  this  area  as 

it 

COLONEL  McSHAMEt  George  Schubert.  And  next  uo 

it 

compared  to  the  high  Impact  in  many  of  the  other  considered 

12 

after  that  will  oe  Matthew  Butler. 

12 

areas.  Iftank  you. 

13 

MB,  HAD 8 EM :  George  Schubert  couldn't  be  here  this 

COLONEL  Me  SHAME :  Thank  you.  Matthew  Butler.  And 

14 

evening.  And  therefore  he  asked  me  to  read  a  short  statement 

14 

next  will  be  Jace  Hagan. 

19 

in  his  behalf. 

19 

HR.  BPTLESi  My  name  ia  Matthew  Butler.  I  live 

l« 

A  discussion  of  the  environmental  impact  of  Rail 

IS 

within  the  confines  of  Grand  Porks.  I  represent  Butler 

17 

Garrlaon  must  of  necessity  include  comments  on  the  necessity 

17 

Hechinery  tonight. 

1* 

of  Rail  Garrison  itself.  So  that  one  may  balance  positive  as 

ia 

I  would  just  like  to  say  that  if  Peacemaker  Rail 

1* 

well  as  the  negative  results  of  the  system. 

'46 

*9 

Garrison  ia  to  be  I  support  it  being  located  within  the  Grand 

am 

Rail  Garrlaon  plays  an  important  role  to  the 

SO 

Porks  Air  Pores  Base.  Thank  you. 

ai 

national  defense  of  this  country.  There  is  a  practical 

21 

COLONEL  He WANE i  Jace  Hagen  ie  next,  followed  by 

a 

approach  inherent  in  the  systee.  Rail  Garrison  has  low  risk 

22 

Ken  Towers. 

n 

high  flexibility  Included  in  this  system.  There  is  a  high 

23 

Jace  Hagen  H-A-G-E-N.  Apparently  not  herm. 

24 

mobility  feature  of  this  system.  And  there  is  an  elaborate 

M 

Me  will  move  on  to  Ken  Towers. 

a 

rail  transportation  system  built  into  the  United  States.  Any 

29 

NR.  TONER# i  Ken  Towers  from  Grand  Porka.  I  defer 

Page  79 

VALLEY  REPORTER  SERVICES 

VALLEY  CITY,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  445-5494 

FARGO,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  293-6623 

Page  40 

VALLEY  REPORTER  SERVICES 

VALLEY  CITY,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  445-5494 

FARGO,  NORTH  DAKOTA  -  (701)  293-6(23 

3-106 


DOCUMENT  505 


DOCUMENT  S05 


2 

to  Jim  Dalglish, 

i 

3 

3 

ME.  •cnCETBEi  I  defer  to  Ronnie  Rosenberg. 

3 

will  be  Dan  Scheckter. 

MS,  ROSENBERG s  I  am  Ronnie  Rosenberg,  420  Jackson 

4 

Ml,  DALGLI8N:  My  mm  is  JIMS  Dalqlish.  3441  9th 

4 

Avenue,  Crookston.  X  would  like  to  continue  my  objections. 

5 

Avenue  North  in  Stand  Forks.  And  1  as  a  vice-chairman  of  tha 

• 

The  DBI8  fails  to  adequately  prassnt  slternstivss  including 

• 

Craatar  North  Dakota  Association  of  tha  North  Dakota  Stata 

S 

tha  no-action  alternativa.  Tha  DEIS  does  not  include  in  the 

7 

Chamber  of  Commerce.  I  appaar  before  you  today  in  support  of 

7 

impact  of  building  an  ABM  systea  to  protect  the  MX.  An  issue 

• 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  weapon  systea.  The  Greater 

S 

which  the  Eighth  Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  has  ruled  to  bm 

• 

North  Dakota  Association  with  nearly  2,000  Matters  throughout 

• 

justiciable. 

47 

W 

North  Dakota  is  cosMitced  to  strengthen  the  North  Dakota's 

10 

The  DEIS  fails  to  address  the  degree  to  which  this 

11 

economy . 

11 

action  establishes  s  precedent  for  future  actions.  Pursuant 

*3 

In  addition  to  that*  however,  I  feel  that  a  atrong 

12 

to  40  Coda  of  Federal  Regulations,  section  1508.27  subsection 

13 

defense  systea  is  consistent  with  GNDA’s  objectives  of 

48 

13 

B  subpart  6,  the  DEIS  must  do  so.  Furthermore,  this  issue 

14 

supporting  freedom,  freedom  of  country  as  well  as  individual 

14 

was  specifically  raised  at  the  Scoping  Hearing. 

15 

f raedo*. 

is 

For  all  o *  the  above  mentioned  reasons  and  in 

1« 

North  Dakota  is  an  ideal  location  for  the 

14 

keeping  with  the  spirit  and  latter  if  Che  National 

17 

deployment  of  the  system.  Our  rail  network  is  sufficient  to 

17 

Environmental  Policies  Act  its  Implementing  regulations  and 

is 

support  the  system  requirements  and  can  easily  be  upgraded  if 

11 

Department  of  Defense  regulations  and  in  the  interests  of 

it 

needed.  The  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  states  that 

it 

justice,  tne  DEIS  nuat  be  expanded  to  address  these  concerns 

m 

'Grand  Porks  will  have  no  significant  risk  impacts  associated 

20 

and  other  concerns  raised  at  this  Hearing.  Additional  public 

El 

with  this  system."  The  Greater  North  Dakota  Association 

21 

haarings  must  be  held  after  a  revised  DEIS  is  prepared.  The 

23 

therefore  urges  the  Air  Porce  to  bring  Peacekeeper  Rail 

22 

entire  process  must  be  conducted  in  such  s  way  as  to  givs  the 

23 

Garrison  to  North  Dakota.  And  we  urge  that  priority  be  given 

23 

public  a  full  and  fair  opportunity  to  testify.  (Refsr  to 

24 

to  North  Dakota  as  a  first  selection.  Thank  you. 

24 

Report  »S) 

29 

COLONEL  Me  SHAME:  Dan  Scheckter. 

25 

And  that  really  finishes  my  prepared  remarks.  And 
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1 

now  if  i  can  do  so  without  crying,  because  I  am  afraid  once  I 

ME.  O'NEIL:  My  name  is  Tom  O'Neil.  And  I  am  from 

2 

start  to  speak  extemporaneously  my  voice  is  going  to  falter. 

2 

rural  Bast  Grand  Forks.  I  am  opposed  to  the  proposed  weapons 

3 

I  just  want  to  say  that  reading  through  that  DEIS  made  my 

49 

I 

systea.  And  my  main  reasons  for  being  opposed  to  it  are 

4 

blood  run  cold.  To  read  through  hundreds  of  pages  of  word 

4 

reasons  of  morality  and  question  about  its  strategic 

48 

5 

processor  lsngusge  tnat  dismissed  what  this  project  is  really 

5 

feasibility  and  what  will  happen  strategically  if  it  is 

about. 

t 

deployed. 

7 

This  project  is  reelly  about  instruments  of  death. 

7 

I  realise  these  are  outside  of  the  scope  of  this 

• 

And  no  where  is  that  mentioned,  end  no  where  is  it  mentioned 

* 

Environmental  Impact  statament,  and  so  Z  will  dlrsct  my 

• 

the  aoney  that  is  being  spent  on  this.  And  what  these 

t 

attention  towards  some  of  the  discussions  of  ssfety,  public 

10 

instruments  of  death  are  designed  to  do  and  intended  to  do. 

to 

ssfety  issues. 

" 

It  is  frightening.  And  it  is  immoral.  And  it  has  to  be 

11 

But  before  I  do  that  I  do  want  to  make  one  comment. 

It 

stopped  in  any  way  that  it  can. 

If 

To  make  this  comment,  because  those  of  us  who  express  our 

cotogn.  »c«ai  Lt.  Colonel  K.l.h. 

13 

opposition  to  foreign  policy  in  this  country  often  have  our 

LT,  COLONEL  MALES <  In  response  to  the  lest  ladies 

input.  I  would  like  to  point  out  to  her  that  the  no-ectlon 

11 

motivation  for  being  here  is  I  cannot  reconcile  the  continued 

«• 

alternative  is  considered  in  extensive  detail  in  the  DEIS 

IS 

production  and  deployment  of  nuclear  weapons  with  whet  I  read 

»7 

under  the  title  of  Existing  and  Future  Base  Line. 

17 

in  the  Gospel. 

1* 

Also,  the  ABM  is  not  considered  as  part  of  this 

18 

Now  with  regards  to  safety.  First  question  I  have 

1# 

action,  because  there  is  no  intent  to  deploy  the  ABM  in 

it 

is  regarding  possible  detonation  of  nuclear  weapons  during 

» 

defense  of  this  particular  system,  in  fact,  this  system  if 

20 

the  time  of  disbureal  on  the  rail  lines  of  the  MX  missiles. 

»« 

it  Is  survived,  it  owes  its  survivability  to  this  immobility. 

50 

h 

A  Little  while  ago  Colonel  Malah  said  I  think  I  am  quoting 

23 

So  the  ABM  systea  would  not  oe  suitable  for  its  defense. 

22 

him  is  "That  there  is  absolutely  no  possibility  of 

23 

Thank  you  very  much. 

33 

detenonstion  of  thsse  weapons."  On  page  SS-46  of  the  report. 

M 

COLONEL  Me SEANS i  After  Tom  O'Neil  will  oe  Rick 

*4 

the  Impact  Statement.  I  have  a  quote  here  "There  is 

29 

Clayburgh. 

29 

virtually  no  possibility  of  an  Inadvertent  detonation."  And 
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1 

my  first  question  is  which  is  it? 

1 

detonation. 

2 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  There  is  no  conceivable  way 

2 

Further,  another  quote  chapter  —  or  page  5-12. 

3 

that  we  could  devise  where  we  could  initiate  the  chance  of 

3 

■The  charge  of  a  radio-active  material  will  be  extremely 

4 

reaction  that  would  be  necessary  to  activate  the  nuclear 

50 

4 

remote."  Excuse  me,  that  is  the  wrong  quote.  In  highly 

5 

detonation.  In  fact,  these  series  of  reactions  can  only 

ft 

Improbable.  This  is  from  5-11.  "Improbable  instance  of  a 

« 

occur  after  the  warhead  itself  has  been  suojected  to 

ft 

side  collision,  it  is  possible  that  sufficient  force  might 

7 

ballistic  flight.  And  even  then  it  is  only  on  the  downward 

7 

be  present  to  create  a  potential  for  ignition  explosion  or 

■ 

projectionary  of  such  flight.  We  do  not  perceive  of  any 

• 

detonation . " 

• 

situation  in  which  the  warhead  could  be  subjected  to  any 

» 

Now  does  that  refer  to  uetonation  of  the  warhead? 

10 

forces  that  could  be  subjected  in  any  conceivable  accident 

10 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  No,  sir.  That  belongs  to 

11 

where  it  would  receive  such  —  where  this  activation  could  be 

.. 

detonation  of  the  propellants. 

12 

initiated. 

12 

HR.  O'MBXLt  What  is  the  difference  an  explosion  or 

13 

HR.  O'NEIL:  Would  you  consider  detonation  to  oe 

13 

a  detonation?  Is  there  a  --  it  says  strictLy  about  the  fuel 

14 

theoretically  possible? 

14 

then . 

1» 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yes. 

50 

19 

Another  quote.  This  is  what  you  referred  to 

ie 

HR.  O'NEIL:  But  very  highly  unlikely. 

1ft 

oefore.  "For  all  circumstances  which  the  missile  propellant 

17 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Extre.nelv  hiqhly  unlikely.  We 

17 

is  involved  in  any  way  to  create  a  potential  to  a  matter  of 

It 

could  not  come  up  with  any  conceivable  incidents  where  you 

IS 

explosion  it  was  assumed  that  ignition  explosion  would  occur. 

It 

would  have  the  nece^^ary  forces  to  start  the  action. 

This  assumption  was  made  because  test  data  is  not  available 

20 

HR.  O'NEIL:  Theoretically  possible  but  hiqhly 

to  demonstrate  a  fire  explosion  could  not  occur." 

21 

unlikely. 

51 

21 

And  my  question  is  is  there  test  data  available  to 

22 

Now  another  quote,  page  1-2U  quote  "Theoretically 

11 

show  that  a  nuclear  detonation  cannot  occur  in  accident 

50 

23 

possible  but  highly  unlikely  accident  scenarios.  And  the 

23 

scenarios? 

24 

environmental  consequences  of  such  accidents  ara  discussed  in 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  We  have  tested  the  warhead  on 

2ft 

chapter  5.0."  I  did  not  find  any  discussion  of  the 

2ft 

the  various  scenarios.  This  is  done  by-both  the  Lawrence 
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Liver.nore  National  Laboratory  and  the  Sandia  Laboratories. 

1 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH :  As  I  indicated  to  you,  sir. 

2 

They  subjected  the  warheaas  to  the  intense  t ire  only  in 

2 

while  we  will  not  take  an  absolute  stance  and  say  it  is 

3 

holding  it  against  the  propellant  firs  which  is  a  very 

3 

theoretically  impossible,  we  could  conceive  of  no  credible 

4 

Intense  heat.  Of  course  we  do  have  the  evidence  of  what 

4 

instance  where  we  would  have  detonation.  Nothing  that  we 

5 

happened  in  Damascus,  Arkansas,  where  we  had  the  Titan 

ft 

could  com  up  with  could  cause  it  in  its  day  to  day  peace 

t 

explode,  subject  the  warhead  to  very  high  forces  as  well  as 

6 

time  movement.  So  therefore  for  all  practical  purposes  the 

7 

heat  mode,  in  all  of  those  cases  there  was  no  evidence  that 

7 

potential  Is  sero.  That  Is  the  way  we  treated  it  in  the  BIS. 

■ 

the  warhead  would  explode. 

■ 

NR.  O'NEIL:  I  would  appreciate  seeing  that  written 

t 

MR.  O'NEIL:  I  was  honlna  for  some  documentation 

• 

down  in  the  EIS.  And  I  think  maybe  that  needs  more 

10 

here  of  some  more  details  on  why  detonation  was  considered  to 

10 

attention. 

11 

be  a  possible.  Why  it  was  not  part  of  the  risk  estimate. 

11 

COLONEL  HC SHANE:  Hr.  O’Neil,  I  have  allowed  you  to 

12 

Particularly  you  were  trying  to  be  complete  it 

*2 

ask  several  questions.  If  you  have  more  you  may  of  course 

U 

seemed  to  me  and  you  were  trying  to  in  this  example  of  a  fuel 

13 

submit  them. 

14 

fire,  saying  that  if  it  could  possibly  happen  and  assume  it 

14 

NR.  O'NEIL:  I  appreciate  that.  I  was  goinq  to 

11 

was  here  the  detonation  of  the  weapons,  just  assume  was 

IS 

point  out  that  I  am  not  doing  all  of  the  talking  during  this 

It 

impossible  they  weren't  considered. 

14 

time-period. 

17 

And  I  am  wondering  what,  how  it  would  affect  the 

17 

COLONEL  HC SHAKE :  I  know. 

It 

risk  estimate.  Admittedly,  you  put  in  a  very  small  probably 

IS 

NR.  O'NEIL:  Thank  you  very  much.  I  do  have  more. 

51 

It 

that  this  and  that  would  happen.  But  then  you  would  also 

ift 

COLONEL  He SHAME i  Please  submit  them.  I  was  just 

20 

have  to  multiply  that  in  your  risk  separate  formula  by  the 

20 

given  an  announcement,  a  set  of  keys  were  found  in  the 

21 

conaequencea  of  that  action.  And  certainly  there  are  places 

21 

parking  lot.  If  theee  could  be  yours  please  contact  the 

22 

in  the  country  where  the  train  could  be  and  in  cities  where  a 

22 

building  managers.  I  am  saying  that  now  because  I  notice  a 

23 

detonation  of  what  these  warheads  would  have  a  catastrophic 

23 

lot  of  folks  are  drifting  out  already. 

52 

24 

affect.  Now  if  one  warhead  detonated  which  is  theoretically 

24 

Next  up  is  Rick  Clayburgh.  After  that  will  be  Tom 

IS 

possible,  would  that  then  detonate  the  other  19  on  the  train? 

29 

Lander . 
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***•  CLAYBOCH;  My  naise  is  Rick  Clayburgh.  J  am  a 
Legislative  candidate  here  in  Grand  Forks.  I  as  also  a  life¬ 
long  resident  of  the  community  and  look  forward  to  in  the 
future  raising  ay  faaily  in  this  community.  Along  with  the 
•  I  tremendous  economic  impac*-  an  our  conuiunity  I  support  world 
peace  and  I  whole-heartedly  support  the  MX  Rail  Garrison. 
Thank  you. 

COIkJOTtli  Me  SHARK  i  Tom  Lander,  And  then  Jeanette 
Shaw-Lynch. 

MB,  LAMDIRi  Thank  you,  gentlemen.  My  na'.e  is  Tom 
Lander.  I  am  a  life-long  resident  of  Grand  Forks.  And  I 
would  like  to  say  1  am  here  mostly  as  a  father  of  three  boys, 
five,  three,  and  one.  And  I  guess  I  feel  that  the  MX,  that 
this  progran  is  something  that  is  positive  and  will  keep  us 
out  of  war.  I  nope  to  never  have  to  send  my  boys  to  war. 

And  I  ao  in  favor  of  this  program.  Thank  you. 

COLOMBL  jjcSgAjffi:  Jeanette  Shaw-Lynch. 

MS.  LYNCH:  I  will  defer  to  Mark  Proemke. 

MR.  raOjggg:  1  am  a  resident  of  Grand  Forks.  I  an 
also  the  secretary  of  the  Red  Rivsr  Valley  Peace  Workers  and 
also  vice-president  of  the  North  Dakota  Peace  Coalition. 

And  first  off  1  would  like  to  state  that  I  find  it 
hard  to  accept  that,  you  know,  Orwellian  and  double-talk, 
douole-speak,  peacekeeper  stands  for  peace,  it  does  not.  It 
is  a  dangerous  system.  And  I  tnink  most  people  understand 
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resources  to  change  its  economy  if  this  system  comes  in  and 
it  is  all  of  a  sudden  phased  out  very  quickly. 

Anotner  thing  is  that  I  believe  that  the  economy  of 
Grand  Forks  and  the  State  of  .North  Dakota  is  important.  I  am 
a  fourth  generation  North  Dakotan.  My  people  have  been  here 
evar  since  we  came  from  the  Old  Country.  And  i  think  that  I 
am  going  to  stay  in  this  community.  I  like  it  here. 

And  the  other  thing  at  the  Peaceworkers  and  the 
North  Dakota  Peace  Coalition  if  they  use  this  kind  of  noney 
on  national  issues  should  be  spent  on  job  creation,  this 
money  should  be  spent  for  education.  It  should  be  spent  for 
repairing  roads.  It  should  be  spent  in  rebuilding  houses. 

In  the  State  of  North  Dakota  there  is  an  estimate  that  804  of 
all  oridges  are  unsafe  in  some  degree,  from  very  unsafe  to 
mildly  unsafe.  By  spending  this  kind  of  noney  to  rebuild 
oridges,  rebuild  homes,  who  would  put  money  into  this 
community  that  people  would  be  then  oe  buyi..g  homes  an.l 
returning  that  dollar  in  the  community.  And  it  would  be  much 
better  spent,  you  know.  I  think  that  these  kind  of  things 
build  a  nation.  A  nation  itself  is  not  based  on  only  its 
economic  —  on  only  its  military  strength.  It  la  based  on 
its  economic  end  also  its,  you  know,  moral  strength.  There 
is  grest  nations  of  Athens  which  had  cultural  education.  And 
then  there  was  Sparta  who  lost  it. 

COIX3MEL  Me —AMI:  Next  up  is  Bart  Carroll,  followed 
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Second  off,  I  think  for  the  ReJ  River  Valley  Peace 
Workers  and  North  Dakota  Peace  Coalition,  one  reason  they  are 
opposed  to  this  system  is  for  national  reaeonm.  National 
'easons  is  that  this  system  does  not  stabilise  the  nuclear 
system.  It  is  a  dangerous  system.  By  putting  tnese  missiles 
on  rails  you  are  escalating  the  chance  of  first  strike.  And 
this  is  dangerous  to  240  million  people  in  the  United  States 
plus  everybody  else  in  the  world.  I  think  it  is  very 
irresponsible  type  of  a  system. 

Second  reason  is  that  I  think  that  this  kind  of 
money  should  be  spent  instead  of  on  military  hardware  that 
easily  by  sitting  down  with  the  Soviets  and  having  agreements 
just  like  tnat  treaty  that  they  just  signed,  tne  IMF,  that 
this  system  could  be  X-ed.  That  leaves  a  nation  and  a 
community  particularly  Grand  Forks  or  Minot  if  tney  come  to 
pick  up  the  pieces.  Who  is  going  to  pay  for  the  impact  of 
our  co<nmunity  when  the  Air  Porce  Base  .moves  the  people  out 
and  those  jobs  evaporate.  The  Air  Force  is  here  to  defend 
the  nation  as  a  whole.  And  if  it  benefits  the  community  that 
is  okay.  But  once  they  leave  it  is  not  the  Air  Force's 
commitment  to  co>ae  in  and  fix  the  damage  that  they  have  done 
by  removing  personnel,  removing  of  tn*  Air  Force  wing,  it  is 
up  to  the  community  anJ  the  state  government.  North  Dakota 
is  a  small  state,  670,300  people.  And  it  Joes  not  have  the 
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by  Kristin  Sorenson. 

MB.  CARROLL:  Being  in  opposition  to  the  deployment 
of  the  MX  missile  I  wish  to  defer  my  testimony  ta  Al 
Heraondson.  MR.  BKBMOMPSOtlt  I  am  Al  Hermondson  from 
Crookaton,  which  is  in  the  expanded  ground  rero  if  the  MX  is 
employed.  I  would  also  like  to  begin  by  pointing  out  that 
Tetra  Tech  was  not  exactly  an  impartial  unbiased 
organisation,  since  it  was  part  of  Honeywell.  And  we  of 
Minnesota  understand  Honeywell's  relation  to  the  weapons  of 
death . 

Now  the  DIS  failed  to  explain  what  the  missile  is 
and  what  it  is  designed  to  do.  It  weighs  100  tons.  It  has 
ten  independently  target  warheads.  Each  warhead  equally 
300,000  tons  of  TNT  equipment.  That  is  18  times  as  powerful 
as  the  Hiroshima  oomb.  it  carries  ten  of  these  equally, 
three  million  tons  of  TNT  equivalent  three  mega-tons.  That 
equals  all  of  the  bomoings  in  the  Second  world  War,  the 
Pacific,  Europe,  Africa,  and  including  Hiroshima  and 
"Nagasaki.  That  is  three  million  mega-tons, 
ji  The  range  is  over  5,000  miles  and  it  is  accurate 

within  300  feet.  Now  the  only  reason  we  have  to  be  as 
accurate  as  300  feet  after  SOO  miles  is  if  we  are  shooting  at 
a  hardened  military  aite  like  a  silo,  it  doesn’t  make  much 
sense  to  shoot  at  empty  silos,  therefore  the  MX  must  be  part 
of  the  united  States  first  strike  nuclear  war  playing 
•  »  s  •  * 
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strategy. 

1 

COLONEL  He SEARS  1  Colonel  Waleh  did  you  have  a 

I 

la  addition  to  being  a  first  striks  weapon  it  is 

2 

consent  or  were  you  just  raising  my  attention  to  the  Court 

i 

also  inherently  destabilising  due  to  its  multiple  warheads. 

3 

Reporter. 

4 

The  deployment  of  the  NX  in  any  basing  mode  will  therefore 

4 

LT.  COLOREL  WALSH i  No,  sir.  I  just  wish  to 

S 

decrease  national  security  because  the  deployment  increases 

S 

correct  a  statement  made  by  the  last  speaker.  And  that  is 

• 

the  likelinood  of  a  nuclear  exchange. 

s 

that  Honeywell  does  not  own  any  interest  in  Tatra  Teen. 

1 

Now,  the  Air  Force  italics  that  deployment  will 

7 

Tetra  Tech  is  an  independent  organisation.  And  they  have 

• 

enhance  deterrence,  hut  the  Congressional  Budget  Office  in 

4 

filed  a  disclosure  statement  with  the  Air  Force  to  that 

• 

November  of  '87  states  that  approximately  3,700  nuclear 

4 

effect. 

10 

warheads  would  survive  a  Soviet  surprise  attack  and  over 

10 

NR.  HZR240RD80H:  How  many  months  ago  was  it  a 

11 

8,000  would  survive  a  short  warning  time  alert  system 

subsidiary  of  Honeywell? 

12 

strategic  forces.  Considering  the  fact  of  launching  only  a 

12 

COLOREL  McSHARSi  Next  speaker  is  Kristin  Sorenson. 

58 

13 

small  fraction  of  these  remaining  aiasiles  would  obliterate 

13 

HR.  HERN0RD8OR:  How  many  months  was  Tetra  Teen  a 

14 

the  Soviet  Union  undoubtedly  initiate  a  nuclear  winter. 

14 

subsidiary  of  Honeywell  please? 

IB 

contaminate  the  entire  earth  to  an  uninhabited  state. 

IS 

14 

I  ask  what  Is  sufficient  military  strength.  And  to 

16 

speaker.  Kriatin  Sorenson,  please. 

17 

point  out  what  we  have  today  I  as  going  to  drop  some  BB'a  in 

17 

MB.  BORER BOR :  I  defer  ay  testimony  to  Virginia 

14 

this  can.  Bach  bb  represents  the  Second  World  War  or  one  NX 

16 

Hiller.  (Refer  to  Report  18) 

It 

missile.  That. is  the  Second  world  war.  Let's  do  it  again. 

16 

COLOREL  Nc SHAREi  Next  up  will  be  Kathleen  Hudak. 

M 

All  right.  Now  I  as  going  to  drop  in  the  equivalent  of  what 

20 

MS.  MILLEEi  Mv  name  is  Virginia  Miller.  I  live  at 

21 

we  have  in  nuclear  weapons  alone,  not  counting  conventional 

21 

316  Haaline  in  Grand  Porks.  The  DEIS  does  not  properly 

22 

weapons.  This  is  nuclear  weapons  existing  today.  And  you 

59 

22 

address  the  no-action  alternative.  The  analysis  of  no-action 

» 

gentlemen  want  sore.  And  Z  an  just  going  to  demonstrate  what 

a 

boil*  down  to  a  statement  that  quote  Candidate  Air  Force 

24 

we  have  today.  These  are  Second  World  War.  Remember,  what 

24 

installations  would  continue  to  support  existing  and  other 

24 

is  sufficiency.  When  are  we  going  to  have  enough. 

25 

proposed  missions  unquote.  The  Department  of  Defense 
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directive  6050.1,  quote  Environmental  considerations  in  the 

I  am  opposed  to  the  MX  anywhere.  We  don't  want  or 

2 

Defense  Department  actions  requires  that  the  EIS  process 

2 

need  any  more  weapons.  Remember,  North  Dakota  is  a  FREEZE 

3 

quote  identify  alternatives  ss  to  their  beneficial  and 

59 

3 

state.  That  moans  no  more  nuclear  weapons.  We  need  to 

4 

detrimental  affect*  on  the  environmental  elements. 

4 

support  ths  disarmament  process  and  convert  to  a  more 

5 

specifically  taking  into  account  the  alternative  of  no-action 

S 

productive  economy.  Let's  make  North  Dakota  a  peace  garden. 

4 

unquote. 

6 

(Refer  to  Report  #9) 

7 

Perhaps  a  total  of  one  page  in  the  entire  DEIS  is 

COLOREL  Me SHAME i  Kathleen  Hudak.  After  that  will 

• 

devoted  to  the  no-action  alternative  and  most  of  that  is 

• 

be  Sarah  HcNarry. 

t 

repetitive  end  provides  no  serious  discussion.  The  viability 

4 

NS.  HUDAK i  My  name  ia  Kathleen  Hudak.  I  live  in 

10 

of  no-action  has  been  ignored  by  Congress  under  pressure  from 

10 

Grand  Forks  at  1401  Cottonwood.  I  have  a  statement  that  I 

11 

the  military  industrial  complex.  Many  vital  issues  raised  by 

11 

would  like  to  read  that  I  nave  written.  Some  of  this  la  a 

12 

the  public  have  been  labeled  beyond  the  scope  of  the 

little  repetitive,  but  I  am  going  to  read  it  anyhow. 

13 

hearings,  such  as  natlonsl  security  policy  including  arms 

13 

One  of  the  many  argument*  that  I  have  heard  locally 

59 

14 

control  impact  and  war-time  affects,  morality,  and 

14 

for  Rail  Garrison  MX  is  that  it  is  going  to  bring  jobs  and 

It 

psychological  impact  of  MX  Rail  Garrison  deployment . 

IS 

money  to  our  community.  And  as  a  resident  I  am  all  for 

14 

If  these  issues  were  given  serious  consideration 

14 

economic  growth.  But  in  our  ruah  to  get  our  share  of  thia 

17 

the  no-action  alternative  would  be  seen  as  superior  to  the 

17 

pie  let  u*  not  overlook  the  fact  that  we,  the  taxpayers  of 

14 

other  options,  the  proposed  an  alternative  actions.  Think  of 

16 

this  community  are  peying  for  this  project.  We  then  are 

1* 

the  jobs  that  would  be  created  if  $10  to  $15  billion  were 

it 

spending  our  money  to  bring  money  into  the  community.  And 

» 

spent  instead  on  education,  or  left  within  the  civilian 

20 

how  much  are  we  spending.  The  estimates  I  have  heard  ia 

21 

economy.  As  a  long  range  alternative,  no-action  makes  a  lot 

21 

anywhere  from  10  to  $15  billion.  And  in  return  in  the  long- 

22 

of  sense  and  must  receive  serious  discussion  in  the  final 

22 

run  what  are  we  getting,  trains  which  transport  nothing 

23 

BIS.  In  fact,  a  no-NX  alternative,  none  at  all,  involving 

a 

except  missiles  with  ten  wsrheads  apiece. 

M 

the  dismantling  of  the  silo  based  NX  in  Wyoming  should  also 

24 

And  I  have  been  listening  all  evening  and  I  have 

24 

be  included  in  the  DEIS. 

24 

heard  or  read  nothing  that  convinces  me  that  this  is  a  aafe 
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or  wise  investment  for  oar  community  or  for  our  country.  The 

1 

Rail  Garrison  MX  in  this  community.  No  thank  you. 

2 

fact  i a  train*  do  derail.  The  fact  ia  no  one  can  give  100* 

2 

Furthermore  I  have  a  card  here  from  Petra  Tech  and 

3 

safety  guarantee  with  this  project. 

3 

right  on  their  card  which  was  racantly  given  to  a  member  of 

60 

4 

2  mi  thinking  about  NASA,  ioae  of  the  finest  sinJa 

4 

Peaceworkers  it  says  that  they  are  a  Honeywell  subsidiary. 

3 

in  our  country  work  for  NASA.  And  look  at  Challenger.  'Why 

S 

And  1  will  submit  this.  (Refer  to  *10) 

« 

should  we  believe  that  Rail  Garrison  MX  would  be  any 

• 

LT.  COLOREL  NALSH:  May  1  respond,  please? 

7 

different . 

7 

COLONEL  Me SHARE i  Yet. 

• 

You  have  stated  that  no  conceivable  way  would  a 

• 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  That  is  an  old  card.  As  I 

• 

warhead  oe  detonated  by  accident.  Did  the  Air  Porce  conceive 

• 

indicated  to  the  previous  gentleman  that  Tetra  Tech  is  an 

10 

that  ita  B-l  bomber  could  be  downed  by  a  bird.  It  happened. 

10 

independent  company  and  now  has  no  connection  whatsoever  with 

And  people  were  killed. 

„ 

Honeywell.  And  they  disassociated  themselves  with  Honeywell 

ta 

We  keep  hearing  of  joos  and  money  Rail  Garrison 

12 

prior  to  the  Initiation  of  this  EIS. 

13 

would  bring.  But  what  about  tne  jobs  and  money  that  no* 

13 

I  should  also  point  out  to  you  that  prior  to  that 

14 

action  on  Rail  Garrison  could  bring. 

14 

disassociation  they  had  to  file  a  disclosure  statement  to 

13 

Just  along  economic  lines,  do  you  know  that  one 

15 

conflict  of  interest.  And  there  was  no  direct  relationship 

16 

minute  US  military  spending  would  provide  14.000  monthly  food 

16 

between  the  management  of  Honeywell  and  the  management  of 

17 

packages  to  those  eligible  for  the  NIC  program.  NIC,  by  the 

17 

Tetra  Tech  in  that  either  company  with  the  other  company  or 

61 

16 

way  is  a  program  for  Women.  Infants.  Children.  It  is  to  give 

15 

subsidiary  could  influence  the  other.  The  Tetra  Tech 

1* 

children  good  prenatal  care  as  well  as  post-prenatal  care 

19 

management  worx  independently  of  the  Honeywell  management. 

20 

until  they  are  age  five.  Kith  tnis  kind  of  investment  we 

20 

But  since  they  started  this  EIS  they  have  been  an  Independent 

21 

would  have  children  who  are  given  a  good  chance  of  oeing 

21 

company  with  no  association  with  Honeywell. 

22 

healtny,  productive  citilens  of  this  country.  To  me  and  .many 

22 

COLONEL  Me SHARE:  Do  you  have  an  approaimate  date 

23 

others  that  is  a  real  measure  of  national  security. 

23 

when  that  was.  I  think  that  would  be  helpful  to  the  folks. 

24 

I  want  to  state  for  myself  end  my  family  and  many 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  It  was  early  this  year,  sir. 

29 

other  members  of  the  community  that  I  am  nere  to  say  no  to 

2$ 

COLONEL  NcSHAREi  Thank  you.  Sarah  KcNarry. 
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» 

Sarah,  it  looks  like  NcNarry.  N-C-N-A-R-R-y. 

Winnipeg  and  no  significant  reference  to  Canada  appear  in  the 

2 

Next  is  Kevin  Jardine. 

2 

Draft  of  tne  Environmental  Impact  Statement.  Canadians  have 

3 

MR.  JARDINE:  I  am  Kevin  Jardine  from  745  West 

3 

to  live  with  nuclear  weapons  despite  the  enormous  threat  that 

4 

Minister  Aboey  in  Winnipeg,  Manitoba.  I  am  very  happy  to 

4 

tney  present  to  us  during  the  time  of  nuclear  war. 

9 

have  an  opportunity  to  apeak  as  a  Canadian  at  this  Rearing. 

3 

If  the  Soviet  Union  were  to  launch  a  strike  against 

• 

I  am  representing  Project  Peacemakers,  which  ia  the 

6 

the  already  existing  Minute  Man  missiles  In  North  Dakota  the 

7 

principle  church-based  disarmament  organisation  in  Winnipeg. 

7 

fallout  would  drift  past  the  northern  parameter  of  Winnipeg 

1 

We  have  a  membership  of  about  212  people  and  contacts  in  74 

■ 

killing  or  injuring  most  of  the  population  of  our  province. 

• 

congregations  throughout  the  city. 

• 

And  of  course  of  the  State  of  North  Dakota. 

10 

A  little  over  200  years  ago  a  small  country 

10 

It  has  been  pointed  out  by  the  United  States 

11 

revolted  from  the  oppression  of  a  powerful  empire,  charging 

.1 

military  that  the  Soviet  Union  would  need  still  more  weapons 

12 

up  the  empire  with  forcing  burdens  upon  it  that  it  had  not 

12 

to  destroy  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  system.  In  feet,  because  of 

13 

agreed  to.  One  of  the  protests  was  against  taxation  without 

13 

Soviet  government  has  no  precise  Information  on  the  locetion 

14 

representation.  I  am  nere  today  as  a  Canadian  to  protest  to 

14 

of  the  MX  missiles  or  would  have  during  a  time  of  conflict. 

13 

a  similar  oppression  militarisation  without  representation. 

IS 

they  might  bomb  North  Dakota  so  extensively  that  the  state 

(0 

Most  of  the  Canadian  population  lives  within  100  miles  of  the 

IS 

would  boil  off  the  face  of  the  globe  and  resulting  in  an 

17 

American  border.  Our  lives  sre  significantly  affected  by  the 

17 

enorsous  cloud  of  fallout  to  threaten  the  lives  of  most  of 

11 

Arms  Race.  And  yet  we  have  not  been  consulted.  We  were  not 

ia 

the  people  of  Canada. 

»• 

consulted  when  Minute  Man  missiles  were  placed  within  a  five 

15 

I  have  read  no  discussions  of  thesa  possibilities 

10 

minute  drive  from  the  border  of  our  province,  Manitoba,  which 

20 

In  your  Bnvlrsnmental  Impact  Statement.  The  people  of  Canada 

21 

is  a  nuclear  weapons  freese-sone.  Me  have  not  been  consulted 

21 

are  well  aware  of  the  threats  posed  by  the  mere  presence  of 

22 

about  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program,  even  though  this  program 

22 

nuclear  weapons.  Me  have  become  the  global  Belgium,  a  small 

23 

allows  the  easy  movement  of  MX  missiles  arbitrarily  close  to 

23 

country  squeezed  between  the  two  super-powers  like  a  mouse 

24 

our  border,  even  across  the  border  conceivably  during  the 

24 

between  two  dinosaurs.  World  Mar  III,  should  it  happen  will 

29 

time  of  international  tension.  No  hearings  have  been  held  in 

75 

be  fought  as  much  In  the  sky  of  Canada  as  on  the  land  of 
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1 

Europe.  That  is  why  we  have  refused  to  allow  nuclear  weapons 

1 

Christian  and  student  of  the  Scriptures  I  cannot  in  good 

2 

on  our  territory.  That  is  why  half  of  our  people  live  in 

2 

conscience  at  all  support  the  Rail  Garrison  system.  (Refer 

3 

self  -dec  lared  nuclear  weapon  f  reexe-xones. 

3 

to  Report  112) 

4 

However,  despite  the  enormous  threat  of  the 

4 

MR.  PINERY:  I  am  Maury  Pinney  from  East  Grand 

5 

presence  of  these  weapons  pose  to  tne  people  of  the  United 

3 

Porks.  H-A-U-R-Y  P-I-N-N-E-Y.  And  I  am  a  business  man  in 

« 

States  and  Canada,  no  examination  of  the  envi ronmental  iepact 

• 

greater  Grand  Porks.  And  enjoy  a  good  business  from  the 

7 

of  a  Soviet  nuclear  strike  on  the  Rail  Garrison  system  can  he 

7 

entire  community  which  includes  not  only  East  Grand  Porks, 

■ 

found  in  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  statement.  I  ask 

• 

but  Grand  Porks,  and  Grand  Forks  Air  Force  Base,  and  farming 

t 

that  such  a  statement  be  included  in  the  final  version.  I 

• 

community  as  well  as  the  small  town  communities. 

IQ 

also  ask  that  such  an  examination  extend  beyond  the  United 

10 

After  some  research  on  the  Rail  Garrison  plan  to 

11 

States  anJ  include  Canada  and  Mexico  as  well. 

11 

have  several  nuclear  warheads  stored  in  the  railroad  garrison 

12 

I  am  confident  that  such  an  examination  would  lead 

12 

all  in  one  place  seems  a  very  unsafe  and  destabilising 

13 

inevitably  to  a  nuclear  freexe  and  then  rapid  reduction  of 

13 

proposal.  I  feel  that  considering  that  we  have  had  enough 

14 

nuclear  weapons  in  Doth  the  United  States  and  the  Soviet 

14 

railroad  accidents,  one  only  last  week,  which  injured  100 

IS 

Union.  (Refer  to  Report  111) 

63 

IS 

people,  this  is  not  the  most  intelligent  approach  to  a  future 

1< 

COLONEL  He SHAME :  James  Smitn. 

ie 

defensive  attempt. 

17 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Can  I  make  one  comment? 

17 

First  of  all,  doesn't  this  grouping  of  missiles  in 

11 

COLONEL  Me SHANE :  Brief. 

ie 

trains  make  us  an  easy  first  rate  target.  Will  our  potential 

It 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  we  don't  intend  to  operate  our 

19 

enemy  know  when  we  wheel  up  these  trains  whether  it  is  a 

20 

trains  in  Canada. 

10 

practice  session  or  is  it  the  real  thing. 

31 

COLONEL  HcSHAME:  James  Smith.  Apparently  not 

21 

Don't  take  me  wrong,  I  am  for  very  —  I  a  very 

n 

here.  James  Antes. 

22 

supportive  of  economic  development  in  our  great  community. 

23 

MR.  ANTES:  I  will  defer  ay  testimony  to  a  easiness 

23 

That  includes  all  of  us.  Some  of  us  in  agriculture,  and 

M 

man  from  East  Grand  Porks,  Maury  Finney.  As  he  is  coming  to 

24 

retail,  industrial,  labor,  education,  and  military.  We  are 

25 

the  podium  I  would  just  like  to  say  that  as  a  committed 

25 

all  in  this  together.  The  list  goes  on  and  on.  However, 
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there  is  no  reason  to  jeopardize  our  future.  I  feel  this 

1 

course  of  action  on  the  proposal. 

2 

Rail  Garrison  would  he  too  destabilizing  and  dangerous.  It 

2 

Tnank  you.  This  Public  Hearing  is  adjourned  at 

3 

also  would  De  a  greater  risk  from  false  attack  and  accidents 

3 

10:05  p.m. 

4 

tnat  would  be  devastating  to  any  community  or  base.  That  is 

4 

-oOo- 

S 

not  just  Grand  Porks,  any  community  or  base. 

5 

6 

I  ask  that  more  research  be  put  into  another 

« 

' 

system,  such  as  a  submarine  system  or  some  other  proposal 

7 

• 

that  will  not  cause  any  community  to  become  such  a  primary 

a 

t 

target  for  future  detestation  through  accident  or  attempt. 

• 

10 

In  closing,  if  we  do  not  have  a  choice,  if  we  have 

10 

" 

no  choree  and  it  is  going  to  oe  built  anyway,  then  certainly 

ii 

12 

lets  put  it  in  Grand  Forks,  as  we  must  be  as  responsible  as 

12 

13 

any  other  community  for  the  national  defense  danger  as  well 

13 

•4 

as  economic  impact.  However,  1  want  to  emphasLxe  lets  not 

15 

jeopardize  our  future  generations  by  building  it.  Lets  go 

IS 

It 

for  a  safer  system.  Me  not  only  owe  this  to  ourselves,  but 

17 

our  kids,  our  grandchildren,  our  future.  Thank  you. 

17 

It 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  We  are  going  to  conclude  the 

(S 

It 

Proceeding*  at  this  time.  Please  remember  that  you  have 

10 

until  31  August  to  submit  written  material  to  be  included  in 

21 

the  transcript  of  the  Hearing. 

23 

Once  again,  oral,  hand  written  statements  or 

29 

comments  will  be  afforded  equal  weight.  Please  be  assured 

24 

that  Air  Pores  dscislon  makers  will  carefully  consider  each 

20 

viewpoint  raised  here  tonight  when  deciding  the  alternate 

23 
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PROCEEDINGS 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Good  evening. 

It  looks  like  Just  about  everybody's  back,  so  we'll 
start  with  —  I'd  like  to  have  Colonel  Walah  introduce  the 
other  aeaibera  of  the  panel,  please. 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  On  ay  mediate  right  is 
Major  Van  Mesa.  He  1  a  a  lawyer  for  the  Air  Force  and  he  wi  1  j 
address  Issues  pertaining  to  planned  acquisition  and  safety. 

On  ay  far  right  la  Lieutenant  Colonel  Ennons  fron 
Headquarters,  Strategic  Air  Connand,  and  he  will  answer 
questions  pertaining  to  the  operation  of  the  eystea. 

On  «y  iaaediate  left  la  Mr.  Hickaan  of  Tetra  Tech 
Corporation  (ale).  Tetra  Tech  is  a  coapany  that  the  Air  Force 
has  hired  to  prepare  this  draft  stateaent.  He  will  address 
issues  pertaining  to  the  huaan  resources. 

On  ay  far  left  la  Dr.  Kraaer,  also  of  Tetra  Tech 
Corporation,  and  he  will  respond  to  questions  relating  to  the 
physical  resources. 

Thank  you ,  air. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you.  Colons!  Walah. 

We  now  turn  to  the  queatl on-and-anawer  period  of 
this  public  hearing.  This  tlae  la  set  aside  to  allow  you  to  I 

aak  questions  about  the  content  of  the  briefing  and  the  Draft  | 
Envi ronaental  Inpact  Stateaent. 

Once  recognised  by  ae,  please  step  up  to  the 
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5 

microphone  here  at  the  front  of  the  rooa  line*  we  want  all 

1 

€ 

I  think  an  evaluation  of  the  dispersal  pattsrns  and 

peasant  to  ba  able  to  hear  your  question  or  statement,  plus  wa 

2 

the  rail  miles  available  in  the  system  to  each  base  for 

need  to  have  it  recorded  for  the  record. 

3 

immediate  dispersal  should  be  considered,  and  I  think  they 

Please  state  your  naae  and  affiliation  or  address 

4 

could  be  weighted.  I  think  it's  significant,  and  I  think  that 

and  then  ask  your  question  Or  sake  your  statement. 

9 

Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  by  not  having  that  evaluation  is 

6 

unfairly  di scrimi natsd  against. 

REPRESENTATIVE  DODO  WOOD 

7 

For  example,  of  the  fout  bases  that  have  no 

REPRESENTATIVE  WOOD:  Thank  you.  Colonel. 

8 

significant  impact,  only  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  does  not 

r  brought  along  a  copy  of  the  reprint  of  Governor 

9 

border  a  foreign  country.  And  I  believe  that  if  we  have 

Clinton's  speech  at  Atlanta,  but  I  don't  think  I  have  enough 

IO 

something  that  borders  on  a  forsign  country  that  eliminates  at 

tiae  to  give  it. 

1 1 

least  100  degrees  of  dispersal  mode  or  dispersal  availability 

I’a  State  Repreaentatl v»  Doug  Wood  and  I  represent 

12 

to  the  national  rail  system. 

north  Pulaski  County,  and  I'd  like  to  sake  a  coaaent  and  ask  a 

1 

13 

I  think  that  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  if  you 

question  on  the  iapact  statement. 

14 

count  the  amount  of  major  rail  systems:  Union  Pacific, 

First  of  all,  let  ae  give  you  soae  of  ay 

15 

Burlington  Northern,  Cotton  Belt,  and  I  believe  it  used  to  be 

background,  x'a  a  graduate  of  the  University  of  Southern 

16 

the  Rock  Island,  but  I  don't  think  something’s  taken  its 

California  Safety  center  at  Norton  Air  Force  Baae>  I've  been 

17 

place,  but  I  think  you'll  find  that  Little  Rock  would  compare 

an  Interstate  coaaerce  Coaaission  practitioner  for  10  years; 

10 

very  fevorably  to  the  other  four  bases  that  have  no  other 

and  I  serve  as  a  member  of  the  Public  Transportation  Coaaittwe 

19 

significant  environmental  impact  Such  as  Co  warrant  it  for 

20 

consideration  for  this  rail  garrison  mission. 

I  think  that  the  study  was  inadequate  on  the 

21 

In  the  words  of  our  governor,  I  would  like  to  say  in 

transportation  impact  and  I  would  ask  if  there  ‘was  some  way  we 

22 

conclusion  that  I  think  you  all  have  done  an  excellent  job  on 

could  have  it  added. 

23 

the  impact  statement.  I  have  read  it  from  cover  to  cover.  I 

Specifically  there  was  no  evaluation  made  of  the 

24 

have  read  the  other  bases  that  are  being  considered,  and  I 

national  rail  system  accessed  by  each  of  the  candidate  bases. 

25 

think  that  the  company  that  did  this  is  to  be  commended  on  e 
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thorough  and  excellent  job. 

1 

considerations  that  you  presented:  adjecency  to  a  major  rail 

Thank  you. 

2 

hub  and  geographical  position  within  the  United  states. 

HEARING  OFFICER  NcSHANE:  Thank  you. 

3 

All  of  these  considerations  and  others  will  be 

The  next  — 

4 

incorporated  into  a  document  which  will  be  entitled  the  "Area 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Excuse  ae,  sir. 

9 

Selaction  Report"  that  will  accompany  the  Record  of  Decision 

HEARING  OFFICER  NcSHANE:  Yes,  sir? 

0 

that  will  be  produced  after  this  Environmental  Impact 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  The  issue  that  you  raised 

7 

Statement  is  filed  and  it  will  explain  how  thoae  other 

pertaining  to  the  location  of  the  base  adjacent  to  s  rail 

0 

conaideretlons  contributed  to  the  final  decision  by  the 

syatea,  a  rail  hub,  is  in  fact  a  major  consideration  in  the 

9 

President  and  the  secretary  of  Defense. 

final  decision  process. 

IO 

Thank  you,  si r . 

This  document  that  we  have  before  us  today  only 

1  1 

HEARING  OFFICER  NcSHANE:  Nike  Wilson. 

identifies  the  envl ronaentsl  issues  associated  with  deployment 

12 

REPRESENTATIVE  NIKE  WILSON 

There  are  aeny  Issues  that  will  be  used  in  the  final 

t  3 

REPRESENTATIVE  WILSON:  Gentlemen,  my  name  is  Nike 

decision  on  whsthsr  or  not  to  deploy  at  a  particular  location. 

14 

Wilson.  I'm  a  lawyer  here  In  Jacksonville;  I'm  a  member  of 

These  issues  —  or  these  other  considerations 

IS 

the  Legislature;  I  was  born  here  soae  forty-odd  years  ago; 

besldss  the  environmental  impacts  would  be  the  cost  of  going 

16 

I've  lived  here  all  my  life;  I  intend  to  spend  all  the  rest  of 

to  a  particular  location,  the  military  construction  pcoqram. 

17 

my  life  here. 

that  ia,  in  which  Little  Rock  performs  very  well. 

10 

I,  too,  represent  the  north  Puleakl  County 

we  will  also  take  Into  account  the  number  of 

1  9 

Legislature  district  that  comprises  some  05,000  or  so  people 

personnel  required  to  man  a  particular  location.  In  this 

20 

in  the  north  end  of  the  county,  except  the  City  of  North 

case.  Little  Rock  a  slightly  higher  than  the  other  bases 

2  1 

Little  Rock. 

bscsuse  it  doesn't  have  the  Strategic  Air  Commend  command 

22 

I  hsve  tried  to  listen  carefully  to  what  I  hear 

control  structure  already  in  being,  so  It  is  a  little  bit  more 

23 

people  on  the  streets  talk  about,  in  the  coffee  ahopa,  and 

expensive  as  far  as  manpower  is  concerned. 

24 

otherwl se. 

It  also  takes  into  account  soma  of  the 

2|« 

I  expreaa  to  you  on  behalf  of  the  people  thet  I 
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r •present  theit  unqualified  —  with  no  exceptions,  their 
unqualified  support  for  the  basing  of  the  NX  at  Little  Rock 
Ai r  porce  Base. 

I  have  reviewed  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
which  you  have  furnished  to  a  number  of  us  as  carefully  as  I 
could.  X  found  no  error  in  it. 

On  behalf  of  the  people  that  I  speak  for,  and  that  I 
live  with,  and  that  I'm  going  to  continue  to  live  with,  bring 
that  program  here.  we  want  it. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

Tommy  Swaim. 

HAYOR  TOMMY  SWAIN 

MAYOR  SWAIN:  Thank  you,  sir. 

I'm  Tommy  Swaim,  Mayor  of  the  City  of  Jacksonville, 

Arkansas. 

Jacksonville,  Arkansas  happens  to  be  where  the 
Little  Rock  Air  Porce  Base  is  physically  located,  and  we're 
very  pleased  to  have  the  Little  Rock  Air  force  Base  as  a  part 
of  our  community. 

My  compliments,  too,  to  the  group  that  prepared  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement.  It  was  very,  very  technical. 
As  our  Representative  said,  he  read  it  from  cover  to  cover. 

He  reads  faster  than  me.  It  took  me  a  long  time  to  read  it, 
and  I  skipped  a  page  now  and  then  with  a  map,  but  I  too  found 
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that  it  was  very,  very  intense  in  its  findings.  Some  areas  in 
the  --  considering  Jacksonville,  I  felt  that  we  had  a  little 
more  pluses  than  was  shown,  but  that’s  debatable. 

We  have  in  Jacksonville  29,306  residents,  and  as 
mayor  of  this  city  X  participated  in  our  last  program  that  you 
had  here  at  this  same  school  some  months  ago. 

I'd  like  to  say  that  since  we  had  that  meeting  I 
read  a  letter  that  was  addressed  tc  the  Secretary  of  the  Air 
force,  and  at  the  chance  of  being  repetitive  I  want  to  bore 
you  with  it  again,  sir,  because  you  were  not  here  at  that 
time,  and  I'd  like  it  in  the  record. 

This  was  dated  April  25,  1988,  to  the  Secretary  of 
the  Air  force  at  the  Pentagon. 

"Dear  Sir:  Twenty-five  years  ago  Little  Rock  Air 
Force  Base  in  north  centra]  Arkansas  was  selected  as  a  primary 
location  for  the  Titan  II  missile. 

"we  accepted  and  welcomed  these  missiles  in  our 
community  as  a  deterrent  to  nuclear  war.  The  relationship 
between  the  missileers  and  the  citizens  developed  into  one 
strong  friendship  and  cooperation  [phonetic]. 

"The  community  adopted  a  positive  attitude  about 
having  these  new  citizens  in  our  community  and  efforts  were 
made  to  provide  adequate  housing,  recreational  facilities,  and 
to  accommodate  our  new  neighbors'  every  need. 

"In  1987,  after  25  years  of  faithful  service,  the 
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Titan  II  missiles  were  removed  from  this  area. 

1 

comments  that  you  wanted  to  add  to  the  record,  you  may  do  that, 

"Now  we  have  an  opportunity  to  replace  them  with  the 

of  course. 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  and  this  community  feels  proud  to  be 

MAYOR  SWAIM:  Thank  you. 

a  part  of  our  leadership's  efforts  to  protect  our  country  and 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  Keith  Vaughan? 

citizens  from  the  aggressiveness  of  our  enemies. 

A  VOICE:  He  had  to  leave. 

"I  feel  very  strongly  that  we  can  provide  adequate 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  All  right.  Thank  you  very 

facilities  and  a  favorable  environment  for  the  personnel  that 

much . 

would  accompany  the  Peacekeeper  mission.  I  therefore  request 

8 

For  the  record,  Keith  Vaughan  la  the  elected  City 

that  Little  Rock  Air  Porce  Base  be  selected  as  the  location 

9 

Attorney  from  Jacksonville  and  he  had  to  leave. 

io 

for  this  mission." 

Alderman  Marshall  D.  Smith. 

I  also  have  a  few  other  comments.  I'd  like  to  say 

1  1 

ALDERMAN  MARSHALL  D.  SMITH 

that  after  I  read  this  letter  at  the  previous  meeting  not  one 

ALDERMAN  SMITH:  Thank  you,  sir. 

person  at  that  meeting  that  lived  in  the  city  of  Jacksonville 

1  3 

I'm  Marshall  Smith.  1,  myself,  and  nine  other 

spoke  against  the  NX  being  here. 

1  4 

aldermen  represent  the  citizens  of  Jacksonville. 

Since  that  meeting  I've  not  had  one  person  call  me. 

13 

This  is  a  very  Important  mission  that  we  would  like 

write  me,  or  come  to  my  office  and  tell  me  they  did  not  want 

16 

to  have  in  Jacksonville. 

the  rail  garrison  In  this  area. 

17 

I  fee]  like  with  the  coat  criteria  that  has  already 

I  also  realize  that  we're  not  the  only  ones  that 

18 

been  mentioned  at  thu  meeting  was  more  in  detail  at  the 

will  be  impacted  by  this,  but  -- 

19 

previous  meeting,  such  as  installation,  facilities  outlet,  and 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  Mayor,  as  I  indicted, 

20 

the  size  of  the  base  that  we  have  here,  makes  it  a  plus  for 

we're  going  to  have  to  go  with  a  three-minute  time  limit,  and 

2  1 

Arkansas  in  the  central  area. 

your  time  is  up. 

22 

Arkansas  ia  centrally  located  in  the  United  States 

MAYOR  SWAIM:  Thank  you,  sir.  i  appreciate  your 

23 

and  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  is  centrally  located  in  the 

1 ndulgence . 

24 

state  of  Arkansas,  accessible  from  all  sldea  as  far 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  If  you  have  further 

23 

transportation . 
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W*  feel  like  it  would  be  a  very  plus  faic]  to  have 
this  rail  garrison  hare.  I  feel  like  with  the  jobs,  some 
300-plus  jobs,  and  the  Billions  of  dollars  promoted  in  the 
local  area  will  stiaulate  the  econoay  and  at  the  saae  tiae 
bring  aafety  and,  as  the  sign  aaya  op  here  --  the  slide  --  the 
peace  that  we  need  here  in  our  nation. 

1  feel  like  you  are  to  be  complimented  on  the  study 
that  you've  Bade. 

I  think  the  bottom  line  here  is,  as  far  as  the 
envi ronaental  impact,  that  there  ia  very  little  significant 
impact  that  would  happen  if  this  cornea  here  to  Jacksonville. 

we're  all  for  it. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

Lula  Leonard. 

LOLA  M.  LEONARD 

HS.  LEONARD:  I'm  Lula  Leonard,  City  Clerk-Treasurer 
for  the  city  of  Jacksonville. 

I  have  lived  in  this  city  for  30  years,  during  which 
tiae  1  have  seen  the  impact  that  the  Little  Rock  Air  Porce 
Base  has  had  on  our  community. 

Placement  of  the  military  installation  in  our 
community  has  not  only  benefited  us  with  protection  from  enemy 
aggression,  but  with  residential,  business  and  industrial 
growth.  It  has  presented  us  with  the  challenge  of  being  a 


9 

IO 

1  I 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

2  1 
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link  in  the  chain  of  responsible  citizens  who  have  been  and 
are  now  trying  to  keep  peace  in  our  community,  our  state,  our 
nation,  and  our  world.  The  leaders  of  this  community  feel 
that  the  Peacekeeper  Ra* ’  Garrison  program  at  the  Little  Rock 
Air  Porce  Base  will  help  us  to  continue  in  these  efforts. 

As  an  elected  official,  a  representative  of  the 
citizens  of  the  City  of  Jacksonville,  I,  therefore,  do  hereby 
request  that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  piogram  be  placed 
at  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

Now,  the  indications  that  I  got  are  that  the  balance 
of  these  cards  are  not  from  elected  officials,  and  I  have 
shuffled  them.  I  don't  think  you  saw  me  do  that,  but  I 
shuffled  through  them  several  times  so  these  are  totally  at 
random. 

Ted  Belden. 

TED  BELDEN 

MR.  BELDEN:  Thank  you.  Colonel. 

My  name  ia  Ted  Belden.  I've  been  in  the 
Jacksonville  area  for  over  14  years.  I  have  two  children  that 
we're  trying  to  raiae  here  in  Jacksonville.  I  am  Chairman  of 
the  industrial  Committee  of  our  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

On  behalf  of  that,  I’d  like  to  say  that  we  would 
welcome  the  Rail  Garrison  missile  system,  if  it  is  deployed. 
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to  come  to  the  Little  Rock  Air  Porce  Base. 

I  also  am  part  owner  of  a  company  here  in 
Jacksonville  called  Lomanoo,  which  if  you  --  the  rail  spur 
that  you're  going  to  be  using  goes  between  the  parking  lot  of 
our  facility  and  the  main  building,  and  we  would  see  no 
problem  having  you  --  it  being  a  problem.  You're  more  than 
welcome  to  use  the  trainline  as  much  at  you  like. 

( Applause. ] 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  Polks,  as  I  indicated, 
applause  and  other  thing*  are  juBt  goinq  to  detract  from  the 
time  available,  so  if  you  would,  please  abstain. 

I  next  call  on  Gene  Parrel  1  --  or  Parrel]  Gene. 

Have  you  got  your  last  name  ft  rat  or  -- 
GENE  FARRELL 

MR.  FARRELL:  DEIS  officials  and  fellow  citizens,  my 
name  is  Gene  Farrell.  I  live  at  801  North  Monroe,  Little  Rock. 
I  have  lived  here  for  six  years.  I'm  a  student  at  UALR.  and  a 
representative  member  of  the  Coalition  for  Peace  and  Justice, 
*nd  also  a  nurae  at  St.  Vincent's  Infirmary  in  Little  Rock. 

I  want  to  make  a  brief  statement  in  opposition  to  a 
further  buildup  of  the  MX  miasile  In  general  and  in  particular 
to  having  them  based  here  m  Arkansas. 

I  believe  the  production  and  deployment  of  the  MX 
miasile  is  a  step  backward  in  recent  advances  towards  nuclear 
disarmament  which  came  about  when  President  Reagan  and 


16 


Secretary  Corbachev  signed  the  INF  treaty. 

There  is  an  abounding  and  undeniable  scientific 
documentation  which  attests  to  the  fact  that  the  MX  is 
basically  an  obsolete  weapon  system,  that  its  only  purpose  is 
to  pad  the  pockets  of  the  military  contractors  which  are  now 
finally  under  semiserlous  investigation  regarding  their 
procurement  practices,  or  to  make  the  chosen  basing  site  a 
more  vulnerable  target  in  the  event  of  a  nuclear  weapons 
exchange . 

1  have  reviewed  the  lengthy  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  as  well  prepared  with  obvious  conflict  of 
interests  by  the  US  --  I  seem  to  believe,  by  the  US  Air  Porce 
and  1  remain  unconvinced  intellectually  and  ethically  that 
this  so-called  peacekeeper  will  actually  be  safe  based  on 
railcars  on  our  shaky  tracks  or  will  serve  to  promote  peace, 
being  in  fact  an  offensive  weapon  in  the  militaristic  scenario 

1  feel  the  strong  desire  by  the  government  and  local 
officials  to  bate  this  system  here  in  Jacksonville,  Arkansas 
is  politically  motivated  to  try  to  bring  an  economic  boost  to 
thia  area  which  is  suffering  from  serious  environmental 
hazards  from  former  ill-advised  military  investment*. 

Money  and  profitmakinq  should  not  be  s  priority 
here,  and  basing  the  MX  in  Jacksonville  does  not  promote  a 
safe,  healthy,  nor  peaceful  community  for  the  residents. 

I'm  about  to  become  a  father  at  Christmas,  God 
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willing,  and  i  do  not  want  to  raise  ay  children  in  a  state 
where  missiles  to  annihilate  life  are  stationed  and 
rationsliied  as  instruaents  of  peace,  l  don't  know  how  I 
would  explain  that  contradiction  to  ay  child  and  I  don't 
believe  I  could. 

I'd  also,  further,  like  to  ask  a  question,  what  is 
the  envi ronaental  iapact  of  not  deploying  the  MX?  What  is  the 
envi ronaental  iapact  of  alternative  deployaent  methods,  such 
as,  but  not  Halted  to,  the  30-plus  basing  modes  examined  over 
the  past  25  years?  What  would  be  the  envi ronaental  iapact  to 
this  community  and  to  th,s  state?  What  will  be  the  impact  on 
tourisa  in  this  state? 

And  what  will  be  the  iapact  of  the  measures 
necessary  to  handle  increased  traffic  on  roadways  and  railways 
in  this  community  and  throughout  this  state? 

What  is  the  envi ronaental  iapact  of  building  an 
antiballistic  missile  system  in  order  to  protect  the  Hx 
rai l-based  garrison? 

What  security  measures  will  be  implemented  to 
protect  the  MX?  And  what  security  measures  on  railway 
properties  are  to  be  under  military  command?  if  not  the 
military,  who  will  control  the  railway  security  network?  What 
will  be  the  MX's  impact  on  local  police  authorities?  And  what 
powers  will  the  local  military  security  commander's  have? 

Will  any  security  commander  or  subordinate  have  the  power  to 
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survivability  through  its  mobility  so  the  Sovie*  target  here 
would  be  unable  to  know  precisely  where  the  train  is.  Not 
knowing  where  the  train  is,  he  cannot  successfully  attack  it. 
Knowing  he  cannot  successfully  attack  it  and  knowing  it  will 
survive  to  unleash  unacceptable  damage  on  him,  he  won't  attack 
in  the  first  place. 

And  with  respect  to  your  security  questions,  I  need 
to  eaphaaize  here  that  there  will  be  no  change,  no  denial  of 
the  rights  of  the  persons  or  personnel  the  --  none  of  their 
ci vi  1  rights,  that  1 s. 

That  it  is  our  intent  to  use  local  jurisdictions  to 
provide  security  as  appropriate.  That  the  military  personnel 
will  only  provide  security  on  the  rail  carriage  itself  to 
ensure  no  unauthorized  entry  to  the  carriage. 

I  will  not  spell  out  what  those  security  measures 
will  be  for  obvious  reasons.  There  is  no  sense  in  giving  aid, 
comfort  to  a  potential  enemy  or  saboteur. 

Thank  you  very  much,  sir. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSRANE:  Tom  Brooks. 


MR.  BROOKS:  Thank  you.  Mr.  Chairman. 

My  naae  is  Toa  Brooks  and  I'm  from  Sherwood. 
Sherwood  is  about  five  miles  south  of  here,  and  has 
15,000  fol ka  in  it. 

In  Sherwood  I'm  s  licensed  insurance  agent.  I'm 
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automatically  detain  and  search  persons  -- 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSKANE:  Hr.  Farrell,  time. 

MR.  FARRELL:  Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Colonel  Walsh,  do  you  have 
answers  to  those  questions? 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  I  have  attempted  to  write 
down  as  many  of  those  as  I  could.  I  think  I  can  answer  most 


First  of  all,  the  environmental  consequences  -- 
MR.  MOUROT:  Point  of  order  -- 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  --  of  not  deploying  this 
system  are  identified  within  the  document  under  the  title  of 
"Existing  and  Future  Baseline,"  so  it  is  already  available  to 


Second,  the  Congress  has  specifically  asked  the 
President  to  propose  a  small  survival  basing  mode  and, 
further,  directing  that  we  prepare  an  EIS  on  that  basing  aode, 
so  the  Air  Force  has  no  requirement  to  compare  the  impacts  of 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  with  any  of  the  other  30  modes 
that  were  considered. 

As  far  aa  the  transportation  effects,  I  think  they 
have  been  fully  explained  under  Transportation  Resources. 

Your  question  with  respect  to  the  antiballistic 
aissile,  I  should  point  out  to  you  that  this  syatea  aode 
[phonetic]  needs  no  such  protection.  In  fact  it  ensures  its 
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also  a  past  president  of  the  Chaaber  of  Commerce,  past 
president  of  the  Arkansas  Jayceea,  and  past  president  of  the 
Sherwood  Kawama. 

I  say  that  because  I  come  in  contact  with  a  great 
number  of  people  and  1,  like  the  mayor  of  Jacksonville,  have 
found  no  one  who  opposes  the  basing  of  this  rail  garrison 
Peacekeeper  missile  here. 

I  think  it's  aptly  named,  i  want  you  to  build  it 
here  not  Just  because  it's  good  for  the  economy,  but  because 
it’s  good  for  peace  and  it 'a  good  for  America. 

You  know,  what  price  do  we  have  to  pay  for  freedom? 
And  I  think  this  is  a  rhetorical  environmental  queation. 

Students  of  history  would  do  well  to  look  back  to 
Neville  Chamberlain,  back  right  prior  to  World  War  II.  A  good 
student  of  history  will  remember  --  and  they  may  have  seen 
pictures  of  when  Neville  Chamberlain  got  back  from  his  meeting 
with  Adolf  Hitler.  He  told  the  world  at  that  time  that  "We 
have  peace,  peace  in  our  time."  And  he  had  signed  a  treaty 
with  Hitler  that  England  would  not  build  additional  weapons 
and,  of  courae,  France  was  wel 1 -i nvolved  in  the  same  thing. 
Everyone  knows  what  happened  there,  we  had  the  moat 
devastating  war  we'd  ever  had. 

1  think  that  ia  an  environmental  concern  because  I 
would  a  lot  more  like  to  *ee  a  syatea  built  that  would  keep 
someone  from  making  an  at  ack  than  I  would  to  have  to  see  what 
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happens  when  we're  not  adequately  prepared. 

’ 

This  seems  like  just  putting  this  thing  out  there  as 

Certainly  the  Jobe  are  important  to  ue  here  in 

2 

a  Bitting  duck. 

central  Arkansas.  Certainly  they  are  secondary  to  the  overall 

3 

Thank  you. 

goal  of  asking  peace  a  lifetime  thing,  and  I  think  people  who 

4 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Colonel  Walsh,  would  you 

oppose  it  are  very  sincere  in  that  endeavor,  but  X  think 

3 

like  to  answer? 

somewhat  naive.  And  if  they  would  study  history  a  little  bit 

6 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Thank  you,  air. 

they  would  know  that  only  through  an  adequate  system  of  good 

7 

With  respect  to  how  this  fits  in  with  President 

defense  will  our  children  and  our  grandchildren  be  able  to 

8 

Reagan's  proposal,  first  of  all  I  should  point  out  to  you  that 

enjoy  those  lifes  --  the  life  we  have  had  for  the  last  few 

9 

it  was  only  through  the  deployment  of  the  Pershing  snd  Cruise 

years . 

IO 

miffsiles  in  Europe  they  were  able  to  bring  the  Soviet  Union  to 

I  thank  y'all  very  much. 

1  1 

bargain,  and  eventually  result  in  the  INF  Treaty. 

HEARING  OmCER  McSHANE;  Thank  you. 

1  2 

Before  that  time,  before  we  had  deployed  that 

William  stead. 

13 

system,  the  Soviets  had  refused  to  negotiate.  It  was  only 

WILLIAM  W.  STEAD 

1  4 

after  we  had  actually  deployed  the  missiles  that  they  actually 

DR.  STEAD:  I'm  Dr.  William  Stead  from  Little  Rock. 

15 

came  to  the  table  and  we  were  able  to  achieve  that  one 

I  live  at  1701  Westpark  Drive. 

16 

breakthrough . 

The  question  I  would  like  to  pose  is:  Kow  does 

1  7 

Likewise,  for  us  to  unilaterally  decide  not  to  go 

deploying  50  more  MX  missiles  fit  in  with  the  President's 

18 

ahead  and  deploy  and  to  modernize  cur  missiles  would  mean  that 

efforts  to  pull  back  —  begin  to  pull  back  from  this  suicidal 

19 

the  Soviets  have  no  reason  to  come  to  the  bargaining  table. 

arms  race? 

20 

Our  present  inventory  of  missiles  is  between  25  to 

And  the  Becond  is:  How  can  the  missiles  possibly  be 

21 

20  years  old  and  is  of  a  technology  of  the  1950's  ao  it  needs 

safe  on  a  rail  system  that  is  frought  with  safety  problems  all 

22 

to  be  replaced.  Also  by  replacing  it,  we  hope  to  encourage 

of  the  time,  with  major  accidents,  multiple  people  killed. 

23 

the  Soviet  Union  to  come  to  the  bargaining  table  so  we  could 

where  there  is  adequate  documentation  of  use  of  drugs  by  the 

24 

eliminate  at  least  a  portion  of  this  destructive  force. 

railroad  personnel. 

25 

Now,  with  respect  to  whether  the  peacekeeper  can  be 
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safe  on  the  rail  system  or  not,  first  of  all  we  acknowledge  in 

■ 

have  an  accident,  even  though  we  may  have  an  ignition  of  the 

our  analyses  that  there  la  a  chance  for  accidents,  and  we 

missile  propellant,  that  we  would  have  no  danger  from  the 

acknowledge  that  just  due  to  Just  normal  rail  operations  there 

release  of  plutonium. 

could  be  between  —  about  three  fatalities  and  up  to  16 

But,  on  the  other  hand,  in  the  EIS  itself  we  also 

incapaci tations. 

identify  what  the  impacts  could  be  if  there  was  such  a 

We  also  identified  some  of  the  actions  that  the  Air 

6 

release,  so  we  have  not  tried  to  whitewash  the  safety  aspects 

Force  has  been  taking  to  ensure  that  number  was  kept  as  low  as 

of  the  operation.  We  have  tried  to  lay  them  out,  as  required 

possible.  We  felt  that  the  numbers  would  actually  be  lower 

8 

by  law,  so  that  the  decisionmaker  is  fully  aware  of  what  the 

than  that  which  was  reported  in  the  BIS. 

9 

potential  consequences  could  be  of  the  operation  of  the  system 

We  also  feel  that  the  limited  movement  of  the 

IO 

on  the  national  rail  net. 

missile  or  of  the  missile  car*  on  the  rail  track  will  minimize 

1  1 

their  exposure  to  the  general  public,  that  they  will  only  be 

1  2 

HEARING  OFFICER  NcSBANE:  Nicholas  Kohut. 

moved  on  the  national  rail  net  when  there  la  a  crisis  or  a 

1  3 

NICHOLAS  KOHUT 

time  of  national  need,  ao  the  time  of  exposure  is  very  limited 

14 

MR.  KOHUT:  Colonel,  my  name  is  Mick  Kohut,  and  I  am 

But,  even  so,  the  EIS  did  acknowledge  that  there  is 

” 

a  manager  of  one  of  the  local  industries  here  in  the  area.  I 

a  possibility  that  during  that  brief  time  of  exposure  there 

16 

live  in  North  Little  Rock,  about  10  miles  away.  I  have  worked 

could  in  fact  be  an  accident,  and  there  is  a  very  remote 

1  7 

in  the  Jacksonville  area  for  about  six  years  now.  I  spend  a 

possibility  that  there  could  be  an  accident  where  you  could 

18 

significant  portion  of  my  waking  life  in  the  Jacksonville  area 

have  ignition  or  explosion  of  the  missile. 

19 

and  feel  that  I  have  a  right  to  speak  on  the  Peacekeeper  Issue. 

And  in  our  analyses  we  have  identified  what  the 

20 

I’m  here  to  register  my  personal  support  in  what  I 

potential  consequences  of  such  sn  accident  might  be  so  the 

2  1 

also  believe  to  be  the  overwhelming  business  community's 

decl si onmsker  would  be  fully  aware  of  that. 

11 

22 

support  for  the  Peacekeeper  mission  in  the  Jacksonville  area. 

we  also  emphasize  in  our  analyses  that  there  could 

23 

This  is  based  on  my  conversations  with  s  number  of  other 

be  --  could  be  no  possibility  of  release  of  plutonium  because 

24 

Industry  managers. 

of  the  makeup  of  the  reentry  vehicle.  So  even  though  we  may 

25 

I  want  to  be  sure  that  the  Air  Force  recognizes  the 
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support  and  rapport  the  Jacksonville  community  has  with  the 
existing  Little  Rock  Air  force  Base  and  itB  missions. 

All  of  the  Air  Force  personnel  that  !  have  talked  to 
have  indicated  that  the  relationship  between  the  Base  and  the 
community  is  among  the  best  that  they  have  been  exposed  to  in 
their  careers. 

The  Jacksonville  area  has  recently  lost  several  key 
industries  reducing  our  employment  by  between  500  and  1000 
people.  The  Peacekeeper  Garrison  will  partially  alleviate  the 
economic  problems  in  the  community  resulting  from  the  loss  of 
these  Jobs. 

However,  jobs  are  not  the  important  issue  here.  The 
issue  is  the  need  for  the  Peacekeeper  Garrison  to  help 
strengthen  our  national  defense. 

To  those  opposed  to  the  Peacekeeper  I  would  ask  one 
question:  If  it’s  the  wrong  basing  mode,  why  are  the  Soviets 
deploying  a  similar  type  of  system? 

I  appreciate  the  thoroughness  that  the  Air  Force  has 
gone  through  in  the  development  of  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  and  i  want  to  state  for  the  record  my  personal 
support  for  the  Peacekeeper  mission.  I  hope  that  you  will 
select  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  has  a  finalist  for  the 
basing  of  the  Peacekeeper. 

I  have  one  major  concern  that  I  would  like  to  add, 
and  I  would  hope  that  the  rail  beds  themselves  would  be  fully 


13 


9 
lO 
1  I 
12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 
1  9 
20 
21 
22 

23 

24 

25 


evaluated,  and  improved,  and  tested  to  make  aure  that  everyone 
in  the  community  is  comfortable  with  your  efforts  in  this  area. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

James  Heddnets. 

JAMES  MEDDNESS 

MR.  MEDDNESS:  Colonel  McShane  and  gentlemen,  I  am  a 
businessman  in  thm  local  community  here.  I've  been  here  30 
years,  and  I  really  speak  for  nobody  except  myself. 

We  have  a  community  here  that  has  got  - -  this  local 
community  generally  supports  this  program. 

First,  I’d  like  to  express  my  thanks  to  our  system 
of  government  and  you  gentlemen  in  particular  for  allowing  the 
citizens  of  thic  country  to  comment,  both  pro  and  con,  on  thle. 

we  have  opponents  to  this  system.  The  complete 
Kremlin  is  opposed  to  this  system,  and  we  have  opponents  in 
our  country  to  this  system,  but  I'd  like  you  to  answer  the 
question,  if  you  have  an  answer  to  it,  how  much  public  input 
did  Corbachev  give  the  Russian  citizens  to  whether  he  was 
going  to  base  a  system  like  this  to  wage  war  against  us? 

We  need  the  system.  We'll  live  in  Jacksonville 
without  any  additional  money  from  any  of  you  people  anywhere. 
We're  going  to  survive  quite  well.  We're  a  sturdy  people,  and 
we'll  make  it.  But  we  need  this  system,  and  if  you  don't  put 
it  in  Jacksonville  and  you  think  there's  enough  of  us  in 
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Jacksonville  that  don't  want  it,  for  God's  sake  take  it  and 
put  it  somewhere.  Our  children,  our  grandchildren  need  this 
protection. 

Whether  our  opponents  to  the  system,  from  the 
Kremlin  all  the  way  back  to  us,  believe  we  need  the  system  or 
not ,  we  need  i t . 

Any  nation  that  has  totally  disarmed  itself  has 
turned  into  a  nation  of  slaves.  There  has  never  been  a  nation 
that  has  been  conquered  by  Communism,  and  there's  43  of  them 
since  the  second  World  War,  with  one  exception  --  there's  only 
one  country  that  has  came  back  and  has  any  form  of  freedom 
left  in  it. 

If  our  opponents  want  this  bad  enough,  and  we're 
scared  enough  of  this  system,  for  God's  sake  take  it  out  of 
our  community,  but  put  it  somewhere. 

Do  something.  Don't  sit  on  your  behind  and  not 
protect  the  country.  We  need  the  protection,  even  though  we 
have  people  among  us  that  they  protably  are  doing  it  In  good 
faith,  but  ignorance  is  really  no  excuse  when  it  turns  into 
slavery  > 

Gentlemen,  I  thank  you  for  hearing  my  side  of  it. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Thank  you. 

Jerry  Halsel 1 . 

JERRY  HALSELL 

MR.  HALSELL:  I’m  jerry  Halieil,  Director  of 
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Industrial  Development  for  Jacksonville.  I'm  here  tonight  to 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  Commerce  Corporation  of  Jacksonville. 

we,  the  Jacksonville  Commerce  Corporation,  are 
dedicated  to  the  industrial  growth  and  economic  well-being  of 
our  community  and  recognizing  both  the  national  military 
importance  and  the  local  economic  impact; 

Whereas,  as  taxpayers  we  recognize  that  the  rail 
garrisoned  Peacekeeper  system  provides  the  best  return  on  our 
military  deterrent  tax  dollars. 

Now,  therefore,  be  it  resolved  that  the  Jacksonville 
Commerce  Corporation  of  the  City  of  Jacksonville  supports  and 
endoraes  the  selection  of  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  for  the 
deployment  of  the  Rail  Garrison  Peacekeeper  missile,  and 
strongly  urges  the  officials  of  the  Strategic  Air  Command  to 
view  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  as  a  favorable  prospect  for 
this  system. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Thank  you. 

Jon  Hourot .  Did  I  pronounce  that  right? 

MR.  MOUROT:  Yes. 

JON  MOUROT 

MR.  MOUROT:  I'm  Jon  Mourot,  and  I'm  one  of  a  dozen 
attorneys  across  the  country  associated  with  and  working  with 
the  National  Campaign  to  Stop  the  MX. 

Now  is  not  the  time  for  you  to  be  taking  up  public 
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time  to  addrsaa,  or  comment,  or  give  rah-rah  speeches  for  the 
MX,  or  tell  why  the  Russians  are  at  the  negotiating  table. 

According  to  the  National  Envi ronnental  Protection 
Act  the  purpose  of  this  hearing  la  to  elicit  public  consent  on 
the  deficiencies  of  thi#  Statement  and  for  no  other  purpose. 

I'n  here  to  list  a  few  deficiencies  of  this 

statement . 

I  would  appreciate  it  if  Lieutenant  Colonel  Walsh 
does  not  take  up  any  more  public  tine. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  He  has  been  answering 

questions. 

MR.  MOUROT:  He  has  also  -- 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Proceed. 

MR.  MOUROT:  The  record  will  reflect  what  he  has 
been  doing. 

I'm  going  to  proceed  with  a  checklist  of  issues  that 
were  either  ignored  in  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  or  were  not  adequately  addressed,  giving  glib 
responses . 

Will  any  security  commander  or  subordinate  have  the 
power  to  automatically  detain  or  search  persons  found  on  the 
railroad  right-of-ways  as  may  be  done  on  military 
reservations?  Will  homes  and  properties  immediately  adjacent 
to  the  right-of-ways  be  subject  to  unannounced  searches  and/or 
systematic  observation? 
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Will  plainclothed  or  secret  agents  be  stationed  in 
towns,  villages,  or  at  other  intervals  along  MX  rail  lines  for 
security  purposes? 

Will  persons  living  near  the  MX  routes  be  advised 
that  their  activities  are  subject  to  systematic  monitoring? 

Will  deployment  of  the  MX  result  in  the 
establishment  of  a  network  of  secret  police  across  the 
dispersal  area?  Will  there  be  congressional  oversight  of  this 
security  network?  In  view  of  the  recent  PBi  disregard  for 
civil  liberties,  is  it  reasonable  to  ask  citizens  ro  allow  the 
formation  and  widespread 

deployment  of  another  secret  security  organization?  To  what 
uses,  other  than  the  MX  railway  security,  will  the  security 
network  be  utilized?  What  additional  security  measures  win 
be  taken  to  prevent  sabotage  or  acts  of  terrorism?  What  is 
the  environmental  impact  of  these  safeguards  on  the  affected 
areas?  These  issues  were  neglected  In  the  Draft  Envi ronmental 
Impact  Statement. 

The  No  Action  Alternative  has  been  properly 
considered  within  the  DEIS  in  terms  of  nationwide  economic 
impact,  for  instance  Section  4.1.1.  The  job  creation 
potential  of  the  two  rail  garrison  actions  is  discussed 
ignoring  that  No  Action  would  also  creste  a  certain  number  of 
jobs.  How  many  jobs  would  be  created  if  $10  billion  to  $15 
billion  was  spent  on  education  instead  of  the  military.  How 
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many  jobs,  on  the  average,  would  be  created  if  money  remained 

i 

MR.  MOUROT:  Thank  you. 

in  the  civilian  economy  rather  than  being  taxed  for  use  by  the 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Sir,  there  may  be  other 

military? 

people  in  the  audience  that  might  like  to  hear  the  answera  to 

The  Reagan  administration  was  known  to  have  had  at 

some  of  the  questions  that  have  raised. 

least  four  MX  basing  modes  under  active  consideration  prior  to 

HR.  MOUROT:  In  response  to  that,  let  them  ask  their 

selecting  the  rail  garrison  mode  in  Oecember  of  1986.  Why 

own  questions;  take  up  their  own  three  minutes. 

haven't  any  of  these  other  alternatives  been  included  In  the 

I  want  the  responses  to  my  questions  in  the  Final 

DEIS? 

Environmental  Impact  Statement,  not  now. 

Why  not  a  No  MX  Alternative?  In  other  words, 

REARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Did  you  provide  a  copy  of 

include  an  alternative  for  getting  rid  of,  dismantling,  the  50 

that  to  the  court  reporter? 

silo-based  MX  currently  deployed  is  an  option.  Such  an  option 

MR.  MOUROT:  Yes. 

might  make  sense  as  part  of  the  deep  reductions  being  pursued 

HEARING  OFFICER  McRHANEt  Thank  you. 

in  the  President's  START  negotiations. 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Shall  I  answer  him,  air? 

Descriptions  of  the  Proposed  Action  fails  to  specify 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  No,  sir,  we'll  go  on. 

whether  its  50  MX  missiles  would  be  the  ones  currently 

And  if  any  of  those  questions  did  raise  similar 

deployed  in  silos  at  F.E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base  — 

concerns  of  folks  who  do  want  them  answered,  they  can  aak  the 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE  r  Time,  Mr.  Mourot. 

17 

question  later. 

Colonel  Walsh,  apparently  Mr.  Mourot  doe#  not  want 

18 

Susan  Zornek. 

answers  to  those  questions,  I  took  his  statement  to  mean;  is 

19 

SUSAN  ZORNEK 

that  correct,  at  this  time? 

20 

MS.  ZORNEK:  My  name  is  Susan  Zornek,  and  I'm  a 

MR.  MOUROT:  Right.  They  properly  belong  in  the 

21 

member  of  the  North  Arkansas  Central  Greens  Committee. 

Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

29  r 

A  couple  of  things,  while  I'm  opposed  to  MX  of  any 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  As  Colonel  Walsh  Indicated 

23 

form  or  any  kind  of  nuclear  weapons,  because  as  far  aa  I'm 

and  aa  I  indicated,  those  questions  must  be  addressed  in  the 

24 

concerned  there  Is  really  no  good  alternative  to  --  if  the 

Final  statement,  and  they  will  be  addresaed  there. 

25 

nuclear  weapon  la  to  blow  up,  I  mean,  we're  all  going  to  die. 
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a  couple  of  things  that  you  mentioned  that  1  would 

like  addressed  possibly  later  on.  The  fac‘  . 5-.»t  you  talked 

about  Damascus,  Arkansas  and  the  Titan  that  blew  up  and  the 

fact  that  the  warhead  did  not  blow  up,  people  have  won  suits 

1 

2 

3 

4 

the  Damascus  incident.  I  should  point  out  to  you  that  tbs 

Damascus  incident  was  dus  to  the  exploelon  of  the  now  obsolete 

missile,  that  there  was  no  rslesss  of  plutonium,  and  that’s 

the  only  reason  that  we  cited  that  incident. 

against  the  government  for  the  propellants  that  were  emitted. 

6 

We  did  not  cite  that  incident  to  suggest  that  there 

I  live  in  an  area  that’s  a  very  high  karst  area  and 

7 

that  in  the  possibility  of  an  accident  where  there  was  an 

the  ground  seepage  la  so  that  if  that  happened  up  where  I 

ignition  of  propellant  that  there  could  be  toxic  fumes 

live,  that  we  would  get  theae  propellants  in  our  water 

released  that  could  bt  harmful  to  people  :n  the  immediate 

system.  Host  of  us  art  on  wellwater,  and  1  was  just  kind  of 

vicinity. 

wondaring  what  is  your  effects  —  or  what  are  your  plans  if 

Bowever,  I  should  point  out  that  with  the  solid 

that  happened  up  there  in  north  Arkansas? 

propellant  if  there  was  an  sxplosion,  it  would  remain  in 

Some  of  the  other  issues  that  were  concerning  me, 

chunks,  in  would  not  go  down  into  the  groundwater  table.  It 

the  descriptions  of  tha  Proposed  Action  fails  to  specify 

could  be  merely  picked  up. 

whether  the  50  NX  aissiles  would  be  the  ones  currently 

I  should  also  point  out  that  the  Air  Force  would  be 

deployed  in  silos  at  P.E.  Warren  Air  force  Base  or  whether 

responsible  for  any  damage  Incurred  and  would  have  to  pay 

these  would  be  50  new  missiles.  If  new  missiles  are  involved. 

recompenae  to  those  people  impacted. 

why  aren’t  these  coats  included  in  the  table  listing  Rail 

With  respect  to  your  question  on  proposed  Action, 

Garrison  Expenditures?  if  missiles  are  to  be  taken  from  the 

perhaps  it  Is  a  deficiency  in  our  document  that  we  did  not 

silos,  why  isn’t  tht  impact  of  this  Included  under  when 

apecify  where  those  mlsalles  were  coming  from.  The  answer  Is 

discussing  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  including  the  silo 

21 

that  on  the  Proposed  Action  the  50  missiles  are  in  fact  new 

operations  jobs  lost? 

22 

missllee.  On  the  Alternative  proposal,  they  will  have  SO  new 

Thank  you. 

23 

missiles  and  50  aissiles  that  would  be  removed  from  the  silos 

BEARING  OFFICER  HcSHANE:  Colonel  Walsh? 

24 

at  F.E.  Warren. 

LIEUTENANT  colonel  WALSH;  in  the  Eis  we  do  refer  to 
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I  should  eaphaslxe  to  you  that  in  the  Alternative 
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Action  for  P.E.  warren  we  did  in  fact  consider  the  reaoval  of 
the  aiasilea  fro*  the  silos,  the  envi ronmental  consequences  of 
that  action. 

Thank  you  very  such,  ma’an. 

HEARING  OrriCER  HcSHANE:  Eliz  Bass. 

ELI  2  BASS 

NS.  BASS:  Good  afternoon. 

I1*  very  pleased  to  be  here,  to  be  a  public  voice  as 
a  taxpayer  and  as  a  proud  American. 

Ny  these  tonight  is:  Stop  and  think.  The  railroads 
within  the  United  State  has  developed  over  a  period  of  tine. 
They  unite  people;  they  transport  supplies,  services,  goods, 
and  grains,  and  food;  they  are  the  network  and  the  backbone  of 
our  industrial  nation.  This  transportation  systesi  aids  in  our 
development  as  a  nation. 

He  feel  safe  and  secure  with  our  railroad  systesi. 
Let’s  preserve  our  transportation  systesi.  Let’s  not  sake  it  a 
toy  of  the  ailltary.  I  say  take  the  toys  away  from  the  boys. 
Take  the  toys  away  from  the  boys. 

It  resilnda  ae  of  a  child  playing  with  a  little  train 
set  in  the  backyard.  Oh,  yes,  they  want  to  travel  and  carry 
little  bosibs  across  our  transportation  syseeai,  and  I  as  a 
person  within  the  United  State  say  no.  I  say  no  to  the 
ailltary. 

It’s  a  poor  idea,  x  find  it  outrageous  and  quite 
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13 
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19 


21 

22 

23 

24 

23 


ridiculous. 

I  say  stop  and  think.  Think  about  what  we  are  doing. 

I’d  also  like  to  address  a  few  questions. 

Descriptions  of  the  Proposed  Action  'ails  to  specify 
whether  it’s  50  NX  aissiles  would  be  the  ones  currently 
deployed  in  silos  at  P.E.  Warren  Air  force  Base,  or  whether 
these  would  be  50  new  missiles.  If  new  missiles  are  Involved, 
why  aren’t  these  costs  Included  in  the  table  listing  Rail 
Garrison  Expenditures?  If  aissiles  are  taken  away  from  silos, 
why  isn’t  this  impact  included  under  when  discussing  the 
Warren  Air  force  Base? 

Similarly,  the  Alternative  Action  falls  to  discuss 
the  impact  of  closing  down  the  silos  at  Warren  Air  force  Base. 

Under  the  heading  "Purpose  and  Need,"  the  Air  force 
implies  its  proposed  actions  will  enhance  deterrence. 
Deterrence  is  defined  as  "having  sufficient  military  strength 
and  the  perceived  willingness  to  use  that  strength  after  an 
enemy  attack  to  inflict  unacceptable  damage  to  the  enemy,  thus 
inhibiting  them  from  striking  in  the  first  place." 

According  to  the  data  from  the  Congressional  Budget 
Office,  November  of  191?,  approximately  3,700  08  nuclear 
weapons  would  endure  even  a  Soviet  "bolt  from  the  blue" 
surprise  attack,  while  roughly  8,200  US  nuclear  weapons  would 
remain  if  there  was  enough  warning  time  to  alert  our  Strategic 
forces.  Doesn’t  this  constitute  "sufficient  military 
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etrangth*? 

Thank  you  vary  such. 

H BAKING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Thank  you,  ma'am. 

Loula*  Mannar? 

[No  raaponaa. } 

Loula*  Hangar,  W-a-n-g-a-r.  I  nay  not  ba 
pronouncing  it  corractly. 

[No  raaponaa. ) 

For  t ha  record,  apparently  Louis*  Manger  la  not  here. 

Kathryn  Rappua-Beattl a. 

KATHRYN  KAPPUS-BEATTI8 

ms.  KAPPU5-BBATTIE:  Ny  naae  ia  Kathryn 
Kappua-Baattia.  I  liva  in  north  central  Arkansas. 

I  alao  an  oppoeed  to  nuclear  weapons.  X  don't  think 
that  they  have  a  place  in  our  aociety.  Aa  far  aa  the  issue* 
agalnat  the  MX ,  the  era] na  will  have  "appropriately  araed* 
security  paraonnel.  Mhat  dangara  eight  this  pose  to  civilians 
living  or  traveling  near  the  tracks  who  eight  be  eiaidenti f 1 ed 
aa  a  threat  to  the  train?  Hill  the  security  personnel  on 
trains  be  authorised  to  use  force  or  Bake  arrest*  if 
protestors  are  encountered?  Hill  trains  ba  authorized  to  run 
over  protestors? 

In  addition  to  the  NX  train  shelters,  each  base  is 
to  have  a  "400-foot  long  attached  shelter"  which  "would  house 
supplemental  railcar*."  What  is  the  purpose  of  theae  cars? 


IB 


is  the  purchase  price  of  the  "supplemental  railcars"  included 
in  the  overall  cost  estimates  of  the  prog  ran?  How  aany  cars 
will  ba  able  to  fit  Inside  the  shelter?  If  these  extra  cars 
are  to  disguise  NX  trains,  not*  that  the  average  freight  train 
length  in  1985  was  nearly  72  ears,  which  would  coa*  out  to  b* 
approximately  250  supplesientsl  cars  at  a  four-train  garrison. 

Another  thing  was  that  the  dollars  spent  was  on  the 
1 996 .  Ar*  you  planning  to  update  that?  Obviously  they've 
already  been  increased  because  of  the  coat  —  inflation. 

It  is  clalaed  that  the  trains  will  be  "completely 
tested  ...  prior  to  deployment."  Bowever,  the  NX  program  does 
not  have  a  particularly  good  record  in  this  regard  to  date. 

NX  missile  guidance  systems  continue  to  malfunction.  NX 
flight  tests  have  not  yet  to  be  completed,  though  nearly  all 
the  missiles  have  been  deployed,  and  the  missile  manufacturing 
plant  in  Utah  has  been  cited  for  safety  violations.  Why 
should  citizens  believe  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  program  will  be 
conducted  any  better? 

According  to  a  March  21,  19BB,  Rouse  Armed  Services 
Committee  report,  "The  critical  design  review  prior  to 
initiation  of  rail  garrison  production  is  scheduled  for  early 
1990,  well  into  the  canister  (simulated)  launch  teat  program 
but  more  than  a  year  before  ehe  first  five  live  missile  flight 
tests.  Finally,  initial  operating  capability  is  scheduled  to 
occur  after  only  two  live  flight  testa." 
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It  seems  that  while  the  NX  trains  might  be 

41  I 

completely  tested  before  they  are  deployed,  the  missiles  they 

carry  will  not. 

The  DEIS  indicates  that  rail  garrison  basing  is 

needed  for  "complicating  the  enemy's  targeting  task."  A 

spokesman  for  the  us  Air  Force's  Ballistic  Missile  Office  was 

quoted  in  a  March  1988  newspaper  article  as  saying,  "Enemies 

would  not  have  to  use  up  more  weapons  to  try  to  destroy  (MX 

* 

trains)." 

IO 

1  1 

Ray  Johnson? 

12 

lieutenant  colonel  walsh:  Excuse  me,  sir. 

13 

HEARING  OFFICER  HcSHANE:  Yes,  sir. 

14 

IS 

that  were  asked  by  the  lady.  In  response  to  them,  there  1*  no 

16 

attempt  to  disguise  the  train.  He  acknowledge  that  there  was 

17 

a  discrepancy  in  the  lengths  of  the  train  from  those  that  you 

10 

normally  see. 

However,  we  should  point  out  to  you  that  even  if 

someone  were  to  identify  the  train  and  go  into  operational 

22 

mode,  by  the  time  that  that  Information  was  mad*  available  to 

anyona  in  the  Soviet  Onion  ao  that  he  could  use  that 

information  to  ratarget  their  mlesllea,  the  train  would  no 

longer  be  in  that  location.  So  it  relies  on  lta  mobility  for 

23  | 

Its  survivability. 
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The  second  question  you  asked  was  about  )98fi  dollars. 

That  is  a  tool  used  by  economists  in  doing  analyses  so  that  we 
are  comparing  spple*  and  apples.  So  we  do  everything  in  the 
cost  of  the  dollar  so  that  we  have  a  —  can  compare  what  the 
impacts  ar*  at  each  location.  And  in  fact  Congress  uses  this 
tool  to  look  at  the  cost  growth  in  a  system. 

Actually  there's  going  to  be  some  cost  growth  due  to 
inflation,  but  you  want  to  make  sure  that  you  can  detect  any 
cost  growth  to,  say,  mismanagement  of  a  system,  so  you  us*  the 
base  year  dollars  as  a  comparison  as  to  what  the  cost  of  the 
system  is. 

You  also  suggest  that  there  are  some  problems  with 
the  missiles.  I  can  point  out  to  you  that  we  have  had  17  very 
successful  test  flights  of  the  Peacekeeper  missile,  and  that 
they  have  performed  beyond  our  expectations  in  their  accuracy. 

What  you  have  heard  in  the  new*  media  has  been  some 
concerns  raised  by  the  Air  Force  over  the  capabilities  of  the 
manufacture  of  the  inertial  measurement  unit  to  produce  those 
units  in  a  timely  manner,  w*  had  difficulty  transferring  from 
an  RID  —  a  research  and  development  mod*  to  a  production 
mode.  That's  where  the  problems  lay.  It  ia  my  understanding 
now  that  he  has  made  that  transition  and  now  is  almost  back  on 
schedule. 

The  other  point  that  I  should  make  to  you  is  that 
having  tested  the  Peacekeeper  missile  and  its  canister,  there 
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is  very  little  difference  now  between  launching  it  out  of  a 
■ilo  end  launching  it  from  a  aiaelle  carriage.  In  fact,  we 
already  have  the  technology  for  building  aissile  carriages,  so 
there  isn't  that  Much  that  has  to  be  done  in  the  research  and 
development  area  before  we  can  deploy  the  system. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Ray  Johnson. 


MR.  JOHNSON:  Thank  you.  Colonel. 

My  naae  is  Ray  Johnson,  and  I  live  in  Sherwood.  I 
aa  president  of  the  Hoaebui ldera '  Association  of  Greater 
Little  Rock.  We  have  514  aenbers,  and  we  want  to  go  on  record 
as  supporting  the  aissile  system  coning  to  Little  Rock  Air 


HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE :  Thank  you. 
Bill  Gwatney?  I  hope  I  got  that  right. 


MR.  GWATNEY:  Thank  you.  Colonel,  for  being  here 
tonight  and  giving  us  the  opportunity  to  express  our  views  on 
the  Peacekeeper  missile  and  the  prospect  of  it  being  deployed 
at  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base. 

Without  a  strong  defense,  our  country  could  not 
enjoy  the  aany  freedoms  that  we  have,  one  of  which  we  are 
exercising  tonight. 
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by  their  impact  they  sake  while  living  here  and  the  lasting 
impression  they  leave  behind. 

I  would  welcome  any  additional  military  personnel 
into  our  community  anytime  regardless  of  their  mission. 

The  Peacekeeper,  if  deployed  at  the  Little  Rock  Air 
Force  Base,  would  be  right  here  in  the  heart  of  Jacksonville. 

I  live  here  and  encourage  the  deciding  officials  to 
choose  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base. 

There  is  an  able  and  willing  workforce  able  to 
construct  any  buildings  necessary;  our  utilities  can  handle 
the  additional  personnel;  our  highway  system  can  handle  any 
additional  personnel;  and  our  rail  system  is  nearby  and 
available.  In  Jacksonville  and  in  central  Arkansas  there  is 
considerable  affordable  housing  to  accommodate  additional 
troops.  Jacksonville  is  willing  and  able  to  assist  the  United 
States  government . 

Knowing  that  there  is  no  significant  impact  at  the 
Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base,  I  have  one  question:  When  will 
the  decision  be  final,  and  what  steps  can  Jacksonville  take  to 
be  prepared  to  help  the  United  states  Air  Force  deploy  the 
Peacekeeper  at  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base? 


HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Colonel  Walsh,  can  you 


LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  The  Congress  Is  in  the 
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For  the  record,  ay  name  is  Bill  Gwatney.  I  aa  a 
homeowner  :n  Jacksonville,  I  work  in  Jacksonville,  and  I  aa 
proud  that  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  is  a  part  of  our 
local  community. 

I  encourage  all  people  with  an  oppoaing  viewpoint  to 
state  if  they  live  in  Jacksonville,  work  in  Jacksonville,  if 
they  own  a  home  in  Jacksonville,  or  if  they've  ever  been  here 
before  tonight. 

I  have  lived  in  Jacksonville  for  20  years.  The 
Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  has  been  here  even  longer. 

Never  in  the  time  I  have  lived  in  Jacksonville  did  I 
not  feel  safe  and  secure  because  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force 
Base  was  just  miles  from  my  hom«.  Rather,  1  have  been  more 
secure  and  reassured  because  I  know  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force 
Base  and  their  people  are  working  night  and  day  to  protect  my 
rights  and  freedoms  as  an  American  citizen. 

The  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Baae  is  not  and  has  never 
been  an  environmental  risk  to  thia  community.  Rather,  the 
Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  has  been  a  positive  impact  on  our 
community.  The  men  and  women  stationed  here  become  a  part  of 
our  community.  They  contribute  professionally,  clvically,  and 
socially  to  our  community.  Many  retire  here  and  make  it  their 
permanent  home.  These  people  contribute  their  knowledge  and 
abilities  in  constructive  manners  to  help  our  community. 

The  ones  that  move  on  remain  a  part  of  Jacksonville 
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process  of  passing  a  bill  In  which  they  would  put  $250  million 
into  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  for  reaearch  and 
development  next  year,  and  $250  million  into  the  Small  ICBH 
program.  They  have  also  fenced  an  additional  $250  million. 

It  is  the  intent  of  congress  that  in  conjunction  or 
in  coordination  with  the  new  administration  they  will  make  a 
decision  on  which  missile  system  to  proceed  with,  and  that 
decision  will  be  made  next  March.  At  that  time  the  system 
that  they  will  select  would  get  that  extra  $250  million  that 
we  fenced,  so  that  Congresa  has  targeted  next  March  as  the 
final  decision  time  for  this  --  which  basing  mode  or  which 
missile  system  they  are  going  to  proceed  with. 


HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Dub  Hyers. 


R.  HYERS:  Good  evening.  Colonel.  Good  evening, 


I  just  happen  to  be  a  local  citizen  here.  Also  I'm 
president  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  we  have  over  400 


Me,  like  the  mayor  and  several  other  people,  I've 
never  heard  one  individual  out  of  all  of  our  people,  every 
[alcl  say  any  unkind  word  about  the  NX  missile  being  located 
in  the  Jacksonville  area. 

I’m  like  Bill  Gwatney,  you  know,  I  don't  hear  very 
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■any  people  standing  up  here  and  saying,  "I  own  property  in 
Jacksonville,"  or,  "I  own  a  home  in  Jacksonville,"  or,  ”1 
raise  sty  children  here." 

And  ay  grandkids  just  happen  to  be  here  now  visiting 
ae,  and,  you  know,  it's  a  daan  good  place  to  live.  And  I 
don't  know  why  a  lot  of  ocher  people  don't  aove  on  out  here 
and  join  us,  rather  than  saying  soaething  that  sight  be 
derogatory  to  us. 

The  other  thing,  we're  talking  about  a  train,  and 
we're  talking  about  accidents,  and  everything  and,  sir,  I  hate 
to  adait  that  i  drove  out  here  tonight,  t  sure  as  hell  didn't 
walk.  Many  people  are  killed  every  alnute  in  automobiles,  and 
you  talk  about  the  rails  —  people  are  killed  in  everything 
they  do.  They're  killed  in  airplanes,  and  everything,  and 
there  is  a  certain  amount  of  risking  that  you  have  to  have. 

There's  a  risk  in  war.  I  don't  know  if  anybody  else 
around  here  did  it  or  not,  but  I  served  in  the  Korean  Mar.  X 
had  a  daughter  that  was  21  days  old  before  1  ever  knew  i  was  a 
father.  She  was  eight  months  old  before  X  ever  saw  her.  I'm 
daan  glad  that  I  defended  ay  country  by  serving  ay  country  in 
a  foreign  country.  I’m  proud  to  be  a  veteran.  I'm  also  proud 
to  be  the  president  of  the  Chamber  of  Commerce. 

The  other  thing  I'd  like  to  say  is  that  deterrent, 
I've  always  heard,  is  the  greatest  thing  we  need  to  protect 
ourselves  so  we  don't  go  on  having  any  aore  wars.  I  believe 


44 


19 

20 
21 
22 

23 

24 
23 


in  that  deterrent. 

I  also  believe  in  the  KX  missile.  I  know  that 
there’s  some  people  that  don't  agree  with  ae,  and  that's 
perfectly  their  right.  That's  why  I  fought,  for  everybody  to 
have  whatever  they  want  to  say  whether  it's  good,  bad,  or 
Indifferent  about  any  situation,  but  for  ae,  and  ay  house,  and 
ay  group  of  people,  we  believe  in  the  mx  missile. 

He  welcome  you  to  aove  into  Jacksonville  snytiae. 

He' re  600  strong  in  the  Chamber,  and  with  open  aras  we'll 
welcome  you. 

Also,  I  like  to  say  one  other  thing.  My  grandson 
happens  to  be  here  today  and  we  were  calking  about  this,  and  I 
let  him  read  soae  of  thia  stuff.  And  you  know  what  he  said? 

He  said,  "Grsnddsddy,  it  appears  to  ae  the  greatest  thing  we 
need  to  do  is  to  be  daan  sure  we're  ready  in  case  the  balloon 
ever  goes  up." 

And  the  way  we're  ready  Is  to  defend  our  country  and 
be  strong  so  that  those  people,  wherever  they  sight  be, 
understands  what  they're  getting  Into  when  they  face  us. 

The  MX  missile  is  needed.  It's  a  aust  for  our 

country . 

And  when  It  coaea  to  money,  it's  minute.  I've  never 
seen  the  value  of  a  huaan  life  yet.  Not  one  [sic]  have  we 
ever  said  how  auch  it  costs  to  live  or  how  much  it  costs  to 
die.  If  we  lose  just  one,  we  don’t  know  what  we've  lost,  but 
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if  we  spend  billions  of  dollars  and  we  save  10  lives,  no 

1 

You  aentloned  before  in  one  of  your  enswere  that  the 

telling  how  auch  money  we've  saved  in  the  long  run  because 

2 

MX  trains  will  not  be  dleguised  and  that  if  they  are  spotted. 

those  people  might  make  this  a  better  place  to  live. 

that  by  the  time  the  word  gets  back  to  the  Soviet  Union,  or 

Thank  you  very  auch. 

4 

whoever  our  enemy  ia  at  the  time,  that  it'd  be  long  gone. 

Your  impact  statement  is  wonderful. 

3 

Hell,  I'd  like  to  know  just  how  fast  they  can  travel 

Just  come  on  down  to  Jacksonville  and  we'll  give  you 

6 

in  the  six  minutes  or  lets  that  it  would  take  for  a  Soviet 

a  hurrah,  and  we're  glad  to  have  the  MX  missile  and  all  the 

7 

aissile  to  travel  froa  the  mainland  Soviet  Union  to  here,  to 

trains  you  want  to  bring  by. 

8 

the  United  States,  or  even  less  tine  if  we’re  talking  about  a 

Thank  you,  air. 

9 

submarine-launched  guided  aissile.  It  won't  take  very  long  at 

HEARING  OPPICER  McSHANE:  Pred  DeVeau. 

10 

all,  especially  when  you  consider  the  size  of  the  warheads 

PRED  DeVEAU 

1  1 

that  the  Soviets  would  be  using.  They  don’t  even  have  to  coae 

MR.  DeVEAU:  My  name  is  Pred  DeVeau,  and  I  live  at 

45 

1  2 

near  the  missile  —  or  coae  near  the  MX  train.  They  Just  have 

1602  Green  Mountain  Drive  in  Little  Rock. 

13 

to  just  kind  of  target  in  the  general  vicinity. 

I’d  like  to  say  that  I  an  opposed  to  the  MX  Rail 

14 

The  submarine  fleet  spends  alllions  and  millions  of 

Garrison  systea. 

13 

dollars  --  billions  of  dollars  keeping  their  submarines  quiet. 

I'd  also  like  to  state  here,  after  listening  to  soae 

16 

asking  their  submarines  dive  deeper  so  they're  not  detected. 

of  these  statements,  that  I  aa  a  veteran,  i  have  served  over 

17 

and  here  you  have  a  train  that's  running  around  advertising 

eight  years  In  the  United  States  Navy.  I  was  assigned  to  a 

18 

where  it's  at.  And  I  think  that's  really  silly.  That's  Just 

nuclesr  powsr  guided  aissile  cruiser  thet  wee  capable  of 

19 

stupid,  that's  stupid. 

carrying  nuclesr  weapons.  I  also  maintained  the  Trident 

20 

I'd  like  to  also  read  off  soae  other  concerns  that  I 

submarines  that  housed  24  nuclear-tipped  aissilea. 

2  1 

have.  The  Draft  Rnvi ronaentsl  Impact  statement  indicates  that 

I  think  that's  aore  ehan  enough  deterrent#. 

22 

Rail  Garrison  basing  is  needed  for  "complicating  the  eneay's 

although,  personally,  I  feel  thet  we  shouldn't  have  anything 

23 

targeting  task."  A  spokesman  for  the  Air  Porce’a  Ballistic 

at  all .  it's 

24 

Missile  Office  was  quoted  on  March  16th  saying,  "enemies  would 

just  such  a  waste,  really,  it’s  just  a  waste. 

25 

have  to  use  up  aore  weapons  to  try  destroy  (MX  trains],” 
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Ian*t  this  Just  another  way  of  saying  that  towna  and  citiea 
along  HX  train  routes  could  expect  to  becoae  targets  in  a 
nuclear  war? 

It  la  claimed  that  all  train  movement  "whether 
training,  aalntenance,  or  operational  would  be  contained  (sic] 
with  appropriate  rail  company  personnel  to  ensure  safe  and 
efficient  aoveaent."  In  addition,  it  is  claiaed  that  the  NX 
training  trains  "would  operate  in  the  ease  Banner  aa  the 
existing  coaaercial  traffic."  A  March  21,  1988,  House  Arsed 
Services  Coaaittee  report  raised  a  number  of  questions  about 
this  claia  which  the  DEIS  falls  to  answer. 

If  civilian  dispatchers  know  the  precise  location  of 
MX  trains,  why  couldn't  Soviet  intelligence  gain  access  to 
this  inforaation,  thereby  defeating  the  whole  purpose  of  the 
basing  node? 

At  one  point,  the  DEIS  apparently  contradicts  Itself 
about  the  noraality  of  MX  train  aoveaent  by  clalalng  that  the 
trains  would  "randomly  aove  throughout  the  United  States." 
Isn't  it  likely  that  MX  trains  will  indeed  be  granted  special 
right-of-way  privileges  or  other  extraordinary  powers  that 
would  increase  the  possibility  of  collision  and  other 
accidents? 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANB :  Tiae,  Mr.  DeVeau . 

Colonel  Walsh,  I  think  there  were  a  couple  of 
questions  there  at  the  front  end  that  — 
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The  other  lesue  that  you  raised  ia  that  we  will  be 
causing  a  barrage  of  the  systea.  we  have  identified  over 
120,000  ailee  of  treck  that  would  be  ecceseible  by  the 
Peacekeeper  train  syetea.  That  is  treck  that  we  have 
physically  inspected  to  aeke  sure  that  it  is  suitable  to  carry 
s  train  of  the  size,  configuration,  and  weight  of  the 
Peecekeeper  train. 

Tha  Sovi at  Union  does  not  have  enough  weapons  to 
launch  a  successful  barrage  attack  over  that  such  track.  And 
even  if  they  tried  to  barrage  ee  auch  ea  they  could,  then  they 
would  be  allowing  other  portions  of  the  train  to  go  unscathed 
end  thereby  be  aval leble  to  launch  an  unacceptable  --  or  to 
inflict  unacceptable  daaage  on  them. 

So  because  of  its  aobillty,  it  eneuree  its 
survivability  end,  therefore,  becoaee  e  very  effective 
deterrent  egeinat  initial  Soviet  attack. 

Thank  you  very  auch,  eir. 

NEARING  OFFICER  McSKANE:  John  Bail. 

JOHN  BALL 

NR.  BALL:  Hello,  ay  neae  is  John  Ball,  end  I'a  e 
student  of  International  relatione  at  Hendrix  College,  and  I 
represent  no  one  but  ayeelf. 

As  a  student  of  international  relations,  I  aa  quite 
aware  that  the  Soviet  Union  la  not  Nr.  Nice  Guy  in  world 
politics.  1  reaeaber  Hungary  in  '$«,  Czechoslovakia  in  '88, 
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LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Tee,  Sir. 

While  you  ere  most  correct  that  the  aleelle  flight 
tiae  is  only  30  alnutes  or  so  for  an  ICSM  and  approximately  IS 
alnutee  for  e  submarine  launched  aleelle,  the  tiae  that  It 
takes  to  get  the  information  back  to  the  Soviet  Union  of  where 
the  train  is  is  the  critical  factor  here.  By  the  tiae  that 
inforaation  does  get  beck,  the  train  would  no  longer  be  in 
that  location,  it  would  take  e  certain  amount  of  time  for  the 
inforaation  to  get  there,  for  the  eneay,  or  the  Soviet  Union, 
to  take  that  inforaation  end  retarget  hie  aleellee  end  during 
that  time  parlod  we  would  have  moved  our  trains. 

I  should  point  out  that  even  i f  we  had  a  civilian 
dispatcher  that  wee  In  the  Soviet  pay,  that  ha  would  only  have 
knowledge  of  one  or  two  trains  on  hie  particular  portion  of 
track.  And,  so,  if  he  provided  that  inforaation,  the  Soviet 
Union  may  have  inforaation  on  one  or  two  trains,  which,  of 
course,  would  be  out  of  date  by  the  time  he'd  get  it,  but  that 
would  be  all. 

By  randomly  aove,  the  coaaender  of  the  train  will 
have  an  ability  to  aove  hie  train  where  he  sees  fit,  but  he'd 
be  under  the  control  of  e  dispatcher.  Ha  would  not  be  Just 
randomly  moving  in  an  unsafe  manner  end  putting  coaaercial 
traffic  at  risk. 

On  the  other  hand,  he  will  not  be  moving  on  e 
predesigned  schedule  that  will  be  available  to  ell. 
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and  certainly  Afghanistan  in  '79.  However,  there  are  e  good 

number  of  people  who  whet  to  take  a  moderate  route  towards 

this  decision  between  the  Rail  Garrslon  HX  and  the  Small  ICBN. 

I'd  like  to  reed  briefly  from  the  Scowcroft 

Commission  Report,  quote,  "The  Coaaieeion  hae  concluded  that 

the  preferred  approach  for  modernising  our  1CBM  force  eeeae  to 

have  three  components:  Initiating  engineering  design  of  e 

single  warhead  smell  ICBM  to  produce  target  value  end  permit 

J 

flexibility  in  baaing  for  bettar  long-term  eurvi vebl 1 i ty , 

IO 

seeking  eras  control  egreeaenta  designed  to  enhance  strategic 

atebility,  end  deploying  MX  aleellee  in  existing  silos  now  to 

46 

sstlafy  the  laaediate  needs  of  our  ICBM  force  and  to  aid  in 

13 

that  transition." 

A  follow-up  letter  from  General  Scowcroft  to  Senator 

13 

Sea  Nunn  on  the  congresel onel  Record  of  December  11,  1987, 

te 

reeds,  quota,  "we  would  stress  once  again  that  it  is  vital  Tor 

the  nation's  security  that  we  have,  quote,  'underway  a  program 

for  long-tara  ICBN  aurvivabi llty  to  hedge  against  long-term 

vulnerability  for  the  rest  of  our  forces.' 

"While  there  ere  eeverel  possible  approaches  to  the 

fulfil  leant  of  this  compelling  need,  the  Small  ICBM  is 

currently  the  aoet  promising,  m  that  respect,  the  Rail 

23 

Garrison  baaing  for  the  MX  ai sails,  while  possessing 

24 

attractive  features,  ia  not  e  aubetitute  for  the  Saall  mobile 

25 

ICBM  inasmuch  ee  it  requires  significant  warning  time  to 
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achieve  survi  vabi  1 1  ty.  * 

Certainly  in  the  Draft  Envi ronmental  Impact 
Statement  you  took  this  into  perspective,  noting  that  the 
Snail  i CBN  night  to  baaed  at  F.E.  Warren  Air  Force  Baae  and 
Nalnatron  Air  Force  Base. 

I  think  aa  a  citlxen,  in  order  to  nake  an  Informed 
declaion  when  Kerch  conea  around,  i  would  like  to  know  the 
national  Inpact  --  the  national  econonic  lnpact  of  both  the 
Snail  1CBN  and  the  Rail  Garrlaon  NX. 

Alao  I  think  it’s  lnportant  aince  if  both  ayatena 
were  to  be  deployed,  which  ia  an  option  available  to  ue, 
exactly  where  ia  that  going  to  leave  ua  with  the  inertial 
neaaurenent  unite?  Aa  you  know,  Northrup  haa  had  diffieultiea 
producing  theae  unite  for  the  exiating  Peacekeeper  niaailea. 
Certainly  If  we  were  to  deploy  the  snail  ICBK  aa  well,  that 
night  cauae  problena. 

1  would  like  to  end  by  saying  that  I  think  it’s  very 
inportant  that  our  country  renal n  strong.  However,  people 
like  General  Scowcroft,  General  Alexander  Haig,  forner  Defense 
Secretary  Harold  Brown,  and  others  feel  that  the  Snail  ICBN  la 
the  beat  way  to  attain  this.  Certainly  these  views  are  not 
Liberals  and  theae  views  don‘t  represent  people  who  feel  that 
our  country  doesn't  need  to  be  protected. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  HcSHANB :  Colonel  Walsh? 
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So  the  Departnent  of  Defense,  in  looking  and  in 

really  grappling  —  or  reassessing  which  systens  they  should 

go  with  and  which  systens  they  should  have  to  defer  on,  looked 

at  the  two  systens  and  said,  "The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

costs  between  $10  billion  to  $15  billion  and  the  Snail  ICBN 

systen  costs  between  $30  billion  to  $40  billion.”  when  you 

conpare  personnel  required,  the  differences  are  even  more 

astounding . 

9 

Furthernore,  you  already  have  the  Peacekeeper  that 

10 

hae  been  very  effective  and  is  already  proven,  where  you're 

still  in  the  early  stagas  of  research  and  developnent  on  the 

,  Snail  ICBN. 

13 

So  taking  thesa  things  into  account,  although  we 

14 

would  still  like  to  have  the  Snail  ICBN,  we  are  acknowledging 

IS 

that  with  the  financial  constraints  that  the  nation  is  now 

16 

faced  that  wa  are  reconnending  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

17 

over  the  Snail  ICBN. 

10 

Now,  there  has  been  a  concern  raieed  by  Congress 

19 

about  the  reliance  of  strategic  warning  and  that  ia  a  very 

20 

2  1 

valid  concern  to  be  raised,  but  the  Strategic  Air  Connand  has 

a  high  confidence  in  our  strategic  wernlng  capability,  that 

22 

the  Soviet  Union  on  a  day-to-day  basis  does  not  hsve 

! 

23 

sufficient  forces  deployed  to  launch  an  effective  attack 

24 

!  against  our  entire  triad. 

29 

So  if  they  try  to  launch  fron  their  day-to-day 
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LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Let  at  change  the  order 

2 

of  ny  reply.  First  of  all,  the  Air  Force  has  preparad 

3 

Envi ronnent a  1  Inpact  Statenenta  pertaining  to  the  deploynent 

4 

of  the  Snail  ICBN.  There  was  a  Legislative  eis  that  was 
9 

prepared  about  two  years  ago  that  conpared  various  casing 

6 

nodes  for  the  Snell  ICBN  and  resulted  in  the  Presidential 
7 

decision  to  go  with  the  deploynent  of  the  Snail  ICBN  on 
e 

Hinutenan  siloa,  and  it  would  be  deployed  on  what  we  call  a 
9 

Hard  Nobile  Launcher. 

10 

And  then  we  subsequently  were  in  the  process  of 

1 1 

preparing  a  detailed  site-specific  EIS  on  the  deploynent  of 

12 

that  systen  at  Nalnatron  Air  Fores  Base. 

13 

The  Air  Force  acknowledge#  --  the  Departnent  of 
<4  Defense  acknowledges  that  tha  Snail  ICBN  systen  is  a  very 

,S  effective  systen. 

1 8 

we  also  naed  to  note  that  th#  reconnendation  of  the 

17  Scowcroft  Conaission  was  to  deploy  the  Snail  ICBN  and  the 

1 8 

Peacekeeper  in  eiloa  together. 

1 9 

However,  aince  that  tine  certain  things  have 

20 

happened.  First  of  all.  Congress  has  capped  tha  deploynent  of 

21  the  Peacekeeper  in  siloa  and  said  they  would  like  to  have  a 

22  nore  survivable  basing  of  the  second  SO.  The  second  thing 

23  that  cane  along  was  the  financial  --  the  austere  budget  that 

24  the  nilitary  has  been  faced  with  —  as  s  aster  of  fact,  we’ve 

25  all  been  faced  with  it. 
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posture,  they  would  know  that  a  good  portion  of  the  triad 

would  escape  —  would  survive  and,  therefore,  be  able  to 

launch  unacceptable  damage  on  the  Soviet  Union. 

If  the  Soviet  Onion  started  to  increase  its  posture. 

we  have  high  confidence  that  we  would  eee  such  reposturing  end 

will  be  able  to  take  appropriate  action  with  our  resources. 

Now,  such  things  that  we  could  note  is  the  location 

of  their  submarine  force.  The  Soviet  Union,  by  and  large  — 

NR.  NOUROT:  That's  irrelevant. 

io 

LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  --  keeps  most  of  their 

submarines  in  port  and  if  we  were  to  see  any  suddan  movement 

of  those  submarines  out  to  sea,  that  would  be  a  clear 

indication  to  us  that  we  need  to  take  some  counteraction. 

14 

Similarly,  if  we  saw  some  reorganixtng  of  the  Warsaw 

Pact  forces  or,  perhaps,  taking  secure  actions  with  the 

political  structure  of  the  Soviet  Union,  that  would  also  ba 

17 

key  indicators  to  us  and  then  we  would  take  appropriate  action 

16 

either  by  moving  our  traina,  moving  our  submarines,  or 

19 

dispersing  our  armed  force.  So  we  have  a  high  confidence  that 

20 

strategic  warning  will  be  adequate  for  us  ensure  that  the 

21 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  survivable. 

22 

Thank  you  vary  much,  sir. 

23 

BEARING  OFFICER  He SR ARE:  Randy  Noore 

24 

RANDY  HOORB 

29 

NR.  NOORE:  Good  evening. 
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My  name  is  Randy  Moore  and  t'a  fro*  Conway. 

I’d  like  to  say  that  I  have  worked  in  this  area  -- 
in  the  Jacksonville  area  and  even  on  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force 
Base,  and  have  spent  aoney  in  your  community,  if  that  matters, 
although  I  don’t  think  that  anyone's  opinion  should  be 
denigrated  due  to  where  they  live. 

I  think  it's  fair  to  ask  what  the  envi ronaental 
impact  of  this  weapon  is  if  used.  How  much  destruction  can 
the  10  warheads  cause?  How  aany  people  will  be  killed 
outright  by  the  blast,  even  if  the  MX  is  targeted  at  Soviet 
hardened  silos?  How  much  radioactive  dust  and  debris  will  be 
released  into  the  atmosphere,  and  how  many  more  people  will 
die  from  this  fallout? 

The  MX  missile  will  obviously  be  a  target  for  the 
Soviet  missiles.  How  aany  people  in  the  Jacksonville  area 
will  die  outright  if  the  Soviets  attempt  a  first  strike  with 
the  MX  still  in  the  garrison  and  drop  two  bombs  on  the  Little 
Rock  Air  Force  Base?  Row  many  more  Arkansans  would  die 
horrible,  painful  deaths  from  radiation  sickness  and  burns? 

The  international  peace  movement  is  not  the  lunatic 
fringe,  as  some  like  to  claim.  It  la  not  lunacy  to  oppose  the 
everincreasing  probability  of  accidental  nuclear  war.  it  is 
not  lunacy  to  work  for  an  end  to  the  arms  race  when  children 
all  over  the  world  are  starving  to  death. 

Jesus  Christ,  Mahatma  Gandhi,  and  Martin  Luther  King 


48 


were  radicals,  but  they  were  not  lunatics. 

The  lunatics  are  the  people  who  think  that  the 
10,000  nuclear  bomba  that  we  have  now  are  not  enough.  The 
lunatics  are  the  people  who  think  we  can  start  a  nuclear  war 
and  win.  The  lunatics  are  the  people  who  want  to  spend 
billions  of  dollars  on  weapons  that  can  never  be  used. 

Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Liz  OeVeau. 

ELIZABETH  DeVEAU 

MRS.  DeVEAU:  My  name  is  Elizabeth  DeVeau.  I  live 
in  Little  Rock.  I  am  with  the  Arkansas  Center. 

I  would  prefer  that  my  statements  be  addressed  in 
the  environmental  statement  to  be  --  to  come  out  in  the  future. 

Railroad  accidents  are  a  fact  of  life,  not  only 
those  at  railroad  crossings,  but  accidents  involving  extremely 
flammable  materials.  One  of  the  worst  is  LP  gas  which,  if 
involved  in  an  accident,  can  cause  what  is  known  as  a  boiling 
liquid  expanding  vapor  explosion,  an  accident  that  can 
literally  level  city  blocks. 

Should  an  accident  of  this  type  occur  with  one  of 
the  MX  trains  nearby,  could  the  missile  cars  withstand  the 
force  of  the  LP  explosion  and  resulting  fire?  Could  the  heat 
from  such  a  fire  cause  the  rocket’s  solid  or  liquid  fuel  to 
igni te? 

What  would  be  the  environmental  Impacts  of  such  a 
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combined  disaster?  How  could  firefighters  cope  with  such  a 

49|; 

Arkansas.  We  are  1,550  strong,  we  are  definitely  behind  the 

problem  of  that  magnitude? 

i 2 

rail  garrison. 

Will  you  place  LP  gas  tankcars  or  any  other  type  of 

I'd  like  to  read  just  a  little  bit  out  of  the  Soviet 

railcars  carrying  hazardous  materials  on  an  MX  train  to  make 

4 

Military  Power,  1988,  An  Assessment  of  the  Threat.  "A  clear 

it  look  real? 

3 

picture  of  the  strategic  balance  does  not  rest  merely  on 

Even  though  you  plan  on  preventative  maintenance  of 

6 

counting  the  number  of  systems  each  side  has.  A  more 

the  garrison's  railcars,  will  that  extra  maintenance  be 

7 

appropriate  way  of  assessing  the  strategic  balance  may  be 

preformed  on  the  other  railcars  you  may  plan  on  using? 

8 

through  evaluating  compensating  responses.  Depending  on 

Recent  news  reports  have  disclosed  that  Air  Force 

9 

specific  circumstances,  one  side  can  compensate  for  an 

pilots  have  been  allowed  to  use  drugs,  specifically  Dexadrine 

IO 

opponent’s  destabilizing  offensive  deployments  with 

and  Seconal,  to  help  them  stay  alert  on  certain  flights  and 

1  1 

deployments  of  its  own  -  offensive,  defensive,  or  some 

then  help  them  sleep  afterwards.  Will  the  garrison  train 

12 

combination  of  the  two. 

crews  also  be  allowed  to  take  drugs  during  the  dispersal  runs 

13 

"For  example,  the  Soviets  gained  the  initiative  in 

since  they  are  of  a  long  duration?  During  heightened  tensions 

14 

the  1970’s  with  their  massive  and  continuing  buildup  of 

will  you  allow  the  use  of  these  drugs  to  keep  the  missile  and 

13 

nuclear  forces,  and  the  US  Strategic  Modernization  Program  and 

train  crews  alert? 

16 

Strategic  Defense  Initiative  are  responses  to  the  challenge. 

How  often  will  the  crews  be  relieved?  How  will  this 

17 

"Accordingly,  it  is  appropriate  to  address  the 

be  accomplished  when  the  garrison  is  dispersed? 

18 

program’s  responses  to  Soviet  initiatives  designed  to  erode 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

19 

the  US  nuclear  deterrent.  Thie  approach  provides  s  more 

She  didn’t  want  an  answer,  so  I  will  not  ask  for  one. 

20 

realistic  assessment  of  the  contributions  of  strategic 

Art  Brannen. 

21 

modernization  toward  restoring  and  maintaining  a  strategic 

ART  BRANNEN 

22 

balance. 

HR.  BRANNEN:  Colonel  McShane,  I’m  Art  Brannen.  I 

23 

"Bxamplea  of  current  and  projected  US  reaponsea 

live  here  in  Jacksonville.  I’m  president  of  the  David  D. 

24 

Include  the  following: 

Terry  Chapter  of  the  Air  Force  Association  here  in  central 

25 

"The  improved  time-urgent,  hard-target  kill 
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potential  of  US  missile  forces  in  response  to  Soviet 
advantages  by  the  increased  accuracy  and  penetrating  ability 
of  US  air-breathing  systems,  specifically  the  B-1B  ALCM's  and 
ACH's.  These  improvements  provide  redundant  backup 
capabilities  that  will  ensure  an  effective  retaliation  against 
Soviet  silos  under  any  conditions  of  war  initiation  or 
technological  breakthrough. 

"The  Soviet  leadership  places  significant  emphasis 
on  i CBM  * s  for  achieving  their  strategic  nuclear  objectives. 
Failure  to  maintain  a  credibile  retaliatory  threat  against 
those  systeas  could  undermine  the  US  deterrent  and  increase 
the  Soviet  leadership's  confidence  in  being  able  to  achieve 
i 1 8  objectives. 

"The  Soviets  are  attempting  to  assure  an  ICBM 
survivability  by  deploying  road-mobile  SS-25's  and  the 
rail-based,  multi-warhead  SS-24. 

"US  plana  for  compensating  responses  Include 
improved  sensors  and  retargeting  capabilities  to  locate  and 
attack  mobile  Soviet  targets.  The  B-2  ATB  and  other  systems 
under  deployment  are  expected  to  play  a  prominent  role  in  this 


"The  Soviet  SSBN  fleet  is  being  enhanced  by 
deployment  of  long-range,  more  accurate  SS-N-20  and  SS-N-23 
SLBM's,  as  well  as  more  advanced,  quieter  DELTA  IV-  and 
TTPHOON-Clasa  submarines.  An  improved  version  of  the  SS-N-20 


is  estimated  to  be  under  development.  The  long-range  SS-N-21 
SLCM  has  also  become  operational  and  the  Soviets  are  testing 
another  new  long-range  cruise  missile,  the  SS-nx-24." 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Time,  Mr.  Brannen. 

MR.  BRANNEN:  Thank  you. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Would  you  provide  that  to 
the  court  reporter? 

MR.  BRANNEN:  Sure. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Ralph  Desmarais. 


MR.  DESMARAIS:  My  name  is  Ralph  Desmarais.  I'm  a 
veteran,  and  I've  worked  at  Jacksonville  Air  Force  Base,  and 
I've  also  worked  right  here  in  this  school. 

First  of  all,  I  also  have  worked  and  am  working  — 
and  it  is  part  of  my  work  to  give  public  hearings.  And  I'd  to 
be  on  record  to  object  that  I've  never  seen  a  public  hearing 
conducted  so  shamefully  to  prevent  citizens  from  giving  their 
—  getting  their  time. 

I  left  last  time  because  I  had  to  sit  through  an 
hour  of  Air  Force  BS  and  then,  on  top  of  that,  I  had  to  listen 
to  local  politicians  holding  forth  for  another  three  quarters 
of  an  hour,  r  know  of  no  state  agency  that  would  ever  get 
away  with  conducting  public  hearings  in  such  shameful  manner. 

In  addition  to  that,  tonight  --  I  didn't  know  this 
was  going  on  last  time,  but  colonel  Walsh  is  guilty  of 
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filibustering  and  I  think  he  should  be  reprimanded. 


HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Hr.  Desmarais,  your  time 


MR.  DESMARAIS:  I'm  only  going  to  make  two  points, 
both  dealing  with  this  book  which  I  think  is  woefully 
Inadequate.  I  don’t  know  who  does  your  geology,  but  you  ought 
to  fire  him  and  get  somebody  else.  He  apparently  thinks  that 
the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  sits  on  a  Mississippi 
alluvium.  It  does  not.  I'll  leave  it  to  you  to  find  out 
where  it  does  sit. 

Also,  what  Is  woefully  neglected  in  here  is  any 
discussion  of  groundwater  quality  or  even  water  quality 
generally.  There  is  some  mention  of  it  --  there  is  one 
sentence  or*  surface  water;  nothing  that  deals  with  groundwater 


think,  it  would  disqualify  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  from 
even  being  considered  because  I  know  of  no  site  where  you  can 
clean  up  such  extravagant  environmental  damage  within  the  time 
period  listed  within  the  framework  you  people  propose. 

I  was  surprised  you  even  held  a  public  hearing  after 
reading  that  document. 

I  would  say  that  you  need  to  do  that  --  you  need  to 
study  that  document  put  out  by  USGS  and  then  I  would  think  you 
would  even  eliminate  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  from 


HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Time. 

As  Colonel  Walsh  indicated,  that,  of  course,  must  be 
addressed  since  you  brought  it  up,  and  it  will  be  addressed  in 
the  final  report. 

Trusten  Holder. 


As  you  probably  know,  the  degradation  of  surface  and 

18  groundwater  on  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  is  one  of  the 

19  most  significant  problems  in  the  state,  r  have  just  gotten 

20  within  the  past  week  the  publication  of  the  US  Geological 

21  Service  —  USGS  wrote  It  for  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Base  on 

22  which  they  designate  IB  sites,  10  sites,  nine  of  which  I  can 

23  tell  sit  right  underneath  the  place  where  you're  going  to 

24  place  this  proposed  misnlle  complex.  Now,  none  of  this  is  in 

25  the  Environmental  impact  Statement  and  certainly,  i  would 


MR.  HOLDER:  Colonel,  I  gave  your  court  reporter  a 
page  and  a  half  statement.  I'll  Just  be  very  brief. 

My  name  is  Trusten  Holder  and  Little  Rock  has  been 
my  home  for  all  of  my  75  years.  Conservation,  especially 
wildlife  conservation,  has  been  my  lifelong  profession  and  my 
lifelong  enjoyment. 

I,  too,  received  a  copy  of  this  Draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  I  want  to  compliment  those  who  prepared 
it.  It  is  an  excellent  statement  and  proved  beyond  a  shadow 
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of  a  doubt  that  baaing  one  of  the  unite  or  garrisoning  one  of 
the  unite  of  the  rail-mounted  ataelle  ayatea  at  the  Little 
Rock  Air  force  Baae  will  not  have  any  algnificant  detrimental 
effect  upon  the  environment. 

I  apent  eight  yeara  aa  Chief  of  the  Envi ronaental 
Preaervation  Divlalon  of  the  Arkanaaa  Department  of  Pollution 
Control  and  Ecology  and  1  an  well-familiar  with  Environmental 
Impact  Statements,  and  thia  la  a  good  one. 

If  our  nation  goea  forward  with  thia  aieelle  ayatem 
—  and  I  hope  it  doea  —  it  would  be  very,  very  unfortunate  if 
Little  Rock  doean't  get  one  of  theae  unite  garriaoned  at  the 
Little  Rock  Air  Force  Baae.  To  put  it  bluntly,  if  our  nation 
ia  going  to  apend  all  of  that  money  anywhere  anyhow,  then  let 
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aome  of  that  money  be  apent  here  in  thia  area  where  our  people 
will  get  aome  of  the  beneflta. 

It  appeara  that  our  government,  in  apite  of  anything 
that  the  objectora  can  do,  ia  going  to  go  ahead  and  deploy 
thia  rail-mounted  ayatem.  if  ao,  let’m  try  to  get  a  unit  of 
thia  ayatem  garriaoned  at  the  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Baae. 


HEARING  OrriCER  McSHANE :  Ruth  Bell. 

ROT!'  BELL 

NS.  BELL:  Hy  name  ia  Ruth  Bell  and  I'm  representing 
the  League  of  Women  Votera  of  Pulaakl  County  and,  yea,  I  do 
live  in  Little  Rock. 
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Aa  one  of  the  other  people  aald,  a  lot  of  the  water 
here  la  --  the  aource  by  pumping.  Aa  a  matter  of  fact,  the 
City  of  Jackaonvl 1 le,  in  their  own  statement,  uses  six  City 
wella  to  supplement  the  water  they  buy  from  Little  Rock. 


We  also  have  aome  worries  about  surface  water 
pollution  in  case  of  accident  or  sabotage.  This  la  a  — 
surface  water  that  coul  1  be  polluted  includes  Bayou  Meto, 
which  la  already  pretty  polluted,  and  eventually  the  Arkanaaa 
River  with  impact  on  both  the  wildlife,  and  also  my  life,  and 
the  life  of  other  people  in  the  area. 

We  do  thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  share  our 
concerns,  and  we  would  like  to  receive  a  copy  of  the  Final 
Impact  Statement  and  notification  of  any  future  hearings  on 


HEARING  OFFICER  HcSHANE :  Thank  you,  ma'am, 
were  you  able  to  address  some  of  theae  concerns. 


LIEUTENANT  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yea. 


Ha' am,  many  of  those  issues  that  you  have  raised 
pertain  to  the  impacts  of  the  --  various  substances,  includln 
diesel  and  propellants,  are  included  in  chapter  5  of  the 
document.  Starting  on  page  5-37  it  deals  with  diesel  fuel. 
But  what  I  would  like  you  to  do  ia  review  that  for  its 
adequacy  and  if  you  would  let  me  know  how  you  consider  that. 
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I  do  went  to  compliment  you  all  on  how  this  hearing 
is  being  conducted  tonight.  It  is  vastly  different  then  it 


The  League  does  have  some  concerne  we'd  like  to  have 
you  all  include  or  address  in  the  final  draft  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

we  feel  that  there  la  a  high  probability  that  we 
here  in  Pulaski  County  could  have  an  earthquake  registering 
6.5  on  the  Richter  scale  by  the  year  2000.  And  we  would  like 
to  have  the  Final  Impact  Statement  address  how  a  possible 
earthquake  of  that  magnitude  or  greater,  since  we  are  part  of 
the  New  Madrid  Fault  area,  would  impact  on  the  nlaaile  --  the 
rail  garrison. 

We  also  continue  to  have  deep  concerne  about  air  and 
water  pollution  in  case  of  accident  or  sabotage  to  the  rail 
garrison,  we'd  like  the  Final  impact  Statement  to  discuss  the 
probability.  I  know  we  all  think  it's  almost  impossible  to 
have  an  accident,  but  "almost"  isn't  totally  impossible. 

We'd  like  to  have  the  Final  Impact  Statement  discuss 
probabilities  of  accidental  or  enemy-action  damage  to  the  rail 
garrison  and  address  the  typea  of  air  and  water  pollution  that 
could  result  from  such  damage. 


We’re  thinking  of  things  aa  simple 


diesel  fuel  spill,  for  example,  that  could  have  considerable 
lapect  on  the  water  aquifer. 
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then  we  will  take  the  appropriate  action.  That  ia  included  in 


NS.  BELL:  We'll  make  a  comment. 
HEARING  OFFICER  HcSHANE:  JlN  Green. 


(No  response.] 

Jim  Greer  or  Jim  Green? 


(No  response.} 

Apparently  no  longer  with  us. 


MR.  NORTON:  Hello.  Hy  name  ia  Wendel  Norton.  I 
live  on  the  beautiful,  scenic  Buffalo  River  in  north  Arkansas. 
I  don't  live  here  in  Jacksonville,  but  I  think  with  the  global 
qulcknasa  that  theae  things  happen,  if  something  did  happen  — 
a  very  unlikely  chance  that  it  did  [aic]  happen,  but  the  small 
percentage  that  you  talked  about. 

If  the  unthinkable  happened,  all  of  Arkanaaa  would 
become  Ground  Zero,  if  I  hear  you  right.  I  think  thia  ia  an 
unthinkable  situation,  and  I  an  against  tha  NX. 

I  an  for  the  President’s  plana  of  building  down  and 
I  can't  see  whert  building  up  another  situation  will  halp 


1  would  like  theae  questions  --  I  have  one  question 
for  everyone  here.  I  would  like  for  everyone  to  consider  if 
you  feel  that  it  la  trua  in  your  heart  that  the  end  Justifies 
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the  inoi  in  your  everyday  decisions,  the  small  ones  snd  the 
large  ones. 

And  then  I  would  like  to  ssk  these  questions,  snd  I 
don't  need  sny  answers  to  these.  1  would  like  (or  thee  to  be 
in  the  Final  Draft. 

According  to  the  DEIS,  "civilian  personnel  who  are 
assigned  to  nuclear  weapons  duties  ..."  aust  meet  certain 
"requirements"  which  include  "security  clearance,  randoa  drug 
testing,  and  aedical  and  psychological  screening."  Mill  these 
•ensures  be  i a posed  on  the  civil  dispatchers  who*  the  DEIS 
claias  will  control  the  aoveaents  of  the  train? 

In  a  crisis  such  as  that  which  would  trigger 
deployment  of  the  NX  trains,  what  measures  would  be  taken  to 
compel  civilian  dispatchers  to  show  up  for  work  rather  than  to 
stay  at  their  homes  with  their  families? 

Table  4. 1.1-1  includes  statistics  representing  the 
Air  Force’s  claims  for  the  nationsl  impact  on  employment 
(direct.  Indirect,  Induced)  of  rail  garrison  expenditures. 

The  employment  projections  amount  to  a  claim  of  over  92,000 
jobs  (man-years)  per  billion  dollars  spent.  Such  a  claim  is 
completely  outside  the  range  of  all  reputable  studies  on  this 
kind  of  spending  (too  high  by  at  least  50  to  100  percent). 

Mhat  indicators  and  assumptions  were  used  to  generate  these 
employment  figures? 

Another  Indication  that  the  employment  estimates  in 
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problems  of  health*  problems  of  giving  adequate  food  and 
medical  attention  to  people  around  the  world,  rather  than 
sitting  down  and  talking  to  one  another  about  our  problems,  we 
spend  billions  of  dollars  to  build  weapons  which  we  say  we 
will  never  use. 

We  are  spending  these  billions  of  dollars  to  support 
a  mi litary/industriel  complex  which  la,  as  one  of  ay 
colleagues  said  earlier,  lunacy. 

If  one  of  ay  neighbors  came  to  me  and  said  —  and 
this  is  entirely  likely  that  this  could  happen,  "I  am  in 
terrible  debt.  I  have  10  credit  cards]  I  owe  everybody 
money,"  which  is  similar  to  what  is  happening  with  the  United 
States,  we  are  now  a  debtor  nation.  "Hy  kid  is  sick;  my  wife 
doesn't  have  money  to  go  to  the  grocery  store;  I  don't  have 
the  money  to  pay  my  mortgage,"  would  I  tell  him  to  go  out  and 
buy  a  gun? 

The  only  reason  that  I  might  tell  him  that  Is  If  I 
**te  selling  guns,  and  if  I  might  make  some  money  off  of  that. 

I  as  opposed  to  this  appalling  situation  that  we 
find  ourselves  in  and  r  just  categorically  --  sometimes  I  just 
get  speechless  with  the  outrageousness  of  what  is  happening 
here. 

This  country  —  when  I  was  a  kid,  I  thought  that, 
you  know,  we  in  this  country  stood  for  a  high  morality  and 
it's  very  sickening  to  me,  in  my  advancing  age,  to  discover 
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Table  4. 1.1-1  are  in  error  is  the  lack  of  fluctuation  in  the 
jobs  per  billion  ratio  obtained  by  dividing  the  employment  by 
the  actual  dollars  spent. 

The  table  indicates  that  in  Fiscal  Year  1909  nesrly 
all  the  money  from  the  program  win  go  towards  research  and 
development,  while  b/  Fiscal  Year  1992  nearly  all  rail 
garrison  sonsy  will  go  towards  operations.  These  very 
different  types  of  spending  would  not  generate  similar  jobs 
per  billion  ratio  in  a  well  done  economic  analysis. 

HEARING  OFFICER  HcSBANE:  Time,  Nr.  Norton. 

HR.  NORTON;  Hay  I  finish  this? 

[No  response.] 

NR.  NORTON:  Again,  what  indicators  and  assumptions 
were  used  to  generate  these  employment  figures? 

Thank  you. 

HEADING  OFFICER  HcSHANE:  Jo  Stewart. 

JO  STEWART 

NS.  STEWART:  I  am  opposed  to  all  nuclear  weapons. 

I  feel  sometimes  that  I'm  living  in  a  very 

nightmarish  situation.  We  live  in  a  world  in  which  thousands 
of  children  are  dying  every  year*  we  have  a  hole  in  the  oxone 
lay tr  which  is  spreading;  we  have  millions  of  acres  of  the 
rainforest  being  cut  down  every  year;  we  have  an  AIDS  epidemic 
that  is  spreading  globally;  and  we  spend  --  rather  than  spend 
the  money  to  solve  these  problems:  Problems  of  pollution; 
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1 

that  this  is  not  true. 

I  would  like  us  to  return  to  being  a  moral  people 

who  will  sit  down  and  talk  with  each  other  rather  than 

spending  billions  of  dollars  on  something  that  we  say  we're 

never  going  to  use,  first  of  all,  and,  secondly,  which  hss 

such  a  chance  of  causing  such  great  damage. 

BEARING  OFFICER  HCSHANE:  Time.  Thank  you. 

Sharon  Golgan. 

9 

SHARON  GOLGAN 

IO 

58  » 

NS.  GOLGAN:  Hy  name  is  Sharon  Golgan  and  I'm  from 

Jacksonville,  Arkansas,  and  I'm  opposed  to  the  NX  missile. 

12 

I  hope  Nayor  Swaia  is  still  here  because  I  want  him 

13 

to  know  that  there  are  more  of  us  in  Jacksonville  who  are 

14 

opposed  to  this  NX  missile  but  they're  not  real  estate  agents. 

IS 

they're  not  car  dealers,  they  don't  belong  to  the  Chamber  of 

16 

Commerce,  they're  not  bankers;  they  work  hard  for  a  living.- 

17  | 

We  work  hard  roofing,  contracting  out  here  at  the 

18 

19 

Base,  some  of  them. 

They  come  into  ay  shop  every  day.  Every  person  that  | 

21 

walks  through  my  door  of  the  record  shop  I  ask  them  how  they 

feel  about  the  NX  missile.  I  know  two  people  In  this  whole 

town  that  are  for  it  that  walk  into  my  shop. 

I've  got  a  list  of  35  names  of  my  regular  customers 

that  we're  fixing  to  send  to  Tommy  Robinson,  who's  not  here 

25 

tonight,  and  these  people  are  opposed,  and  the  other  50 
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percent  of  the  people  chat  walk  in  ay  shop  are  Military  and 

1 

month  now  to  join  the  Chamber  of  Commerce.  They've  been 

every  one  of  the*  are  opposed  to  the  MX  Missile  too.  It’s 

2 

calling  me.  The  police  department  has  been  calling  me;  they 

juat  they're  scared  to  cose  down  because  this  is  an  Air  Force 

3 

went  my  money  to  join  the  Commerce  [sic],  to  donate  to  the 

thi ng. 

4 

policeman’s  fund,  this  and  that. 

And  I  can't  help  that  I  get  upset;  I  get  nervous. 

5 

I  don't  want  the  MX  missile.  I  want  them  to  take 

There's  a  bunch  of  us  in  Jacksonville,  except  that 

6 

the  money  that  they're  using  to  build  this  MX  missile  and  I 

we  work  for  a  living.  I'm  so  tired  right  now.  I've  been 

7 

want  some  medical  help  for  family  when  they  need  it.  I  want 

working  12  hours  today. 

0 

my  husband,  who  right  now  is  fighting  with  the  VA  to  get  more 

I  didn't  want  to  come  down  here  and  sit  and  listen 

9 

than  $133  a  month  to  live  on. 

to  this  boring  thing.  I  really  didn't.  I'd  rather  be  at  home 

IO 

They  found  something  wrong  up  In  his  brain  from  the 

right  now  with  -ay  kid.  I  haven't  seen  him  all  week,  we're 

1  1 

military  when  he  was  on  active  duty  in  the  military.  But  they 

trying  to  move. 

12 

sent  him  up  here  in  the  VA  hospital  and  they  treat  him  like  a 

we  don't  own  a  home,  but  we  pay  taxes,  i  pay  sales 

13 

piece  of  dirt  and  try  and  tell  him  it's  all  psychosomatic. 

taxes.  Every  month  I  pay.  It  isn't  a  whole  lot  because  I 

1  4 

They  finally  found  something  on  his  EEC,  but  they're 

don't  make  a  whole  lot  of  money. 

15 

afraid  they're  going  to  have  to  pay  him  more  money  than  $133  a 

We  don't  have  any  medical  insurance,  not  a  dime.  If 

16 

month  to  live  on. 

I  was  to  get  sick  right  now,  1  don't  know  what  I’d  do.  I 

1  7 

And  you  all  want  to  spend  how  many  billions  of 

don't  have  one  red  penny  of  money  if  I  was  to  go  out  that  door 

18 

dollars  on  an  MX  missile? 

tonight  and  break  my  foot. 

19 

And  we're  not  the  only  ones  in  Jacksonville.  One 

They'd  turn  me  away  at  Rebsamen  because  i  own  a 

20 

little  girl  come  [sic]  into  my  shop  the  other  day,  had  her 

business.  They  won't  help  me.  They  won't  help  my  little  kid 

2  1 

food  stamps  stolen.  She's  got  a  little  kid,  and  they  told 

if  something  happens  to  her  because  I  own  a  business. 

22 

her,  "We  couldn't  do  anything  for  you." 

I  make  enough  there  to  Just  barely  feed  my  family 

23 

So  we  got  together  and  a  bunch  of  the  Air  Force  guys 

every  month. 

24 

pitched  in  money  and  we  collected  25  bucks  for  this  lady 

I  haven't  got  a  hundred  --  or  what  is  it,  $150  a 

25 

because  nobody  else  in  this  town  would  help  her. 
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! 

Nobody  in  Jacksonville  cares  because  they're  too 

l 

I  too  have  alternatives  for  prot«.<~.ing  this 

busy  with  their  real  agencies,  their  banking,  their  insurance 

country.  They  do  not,  however,  include  explosives. 

firma,  their  car  lots.  And  that's  who's  out  here. 

I  would  like  these  questions  addressed,  please. 

5 

It's  not  the  citizens  in  Jacksonville  that  are  here; 

60 

Exactly  what  is  peacetime?  What  sort  of  threat  will  become  no 

it's  the  people  that  own  Jacksonville. 

longer  peacetime? 

[Applause. ] 

What  is  national  need?  How  many  miles  away  will  it 

7 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Elizabeth  Norton. 

61 

1’ 

be  before  it  is  a  direct  threat  to  us,  et  cetera? 

ELIZABETH  NORTON 

I  believe  that  we  do  not  have  --  excuse  me.  If  we 

9 

MRS.  NORTON;  I'm  so ft spoken  so  I'll  move  cloeer. 

do  not  have  war,  it  does  not  mean  we  have  peace.  And  I  do  not 

IO 

I'm  Elizabeth  Norton,  and  I  speak  here  in  behalf  of 

feel  comforted  by  the  MX  missile  traveling  around  my  state. 

1  ' 

my  family,  my  husband,  and  an  eight-year-old  daughter.  I 

I  would  also  like  to  know  what  the  chances  of 

12  1 

62 

12 

speak  as  a  mother;  I  speak  at  one  who  is  Involved  with  tourism 

explosion  were  for  the  Titan. 

in  north  Arkansas;  I  spesk  as  s  patriot. 

The  DEIS  forecasts  that  jobs  created  by  the  program 

I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  speak  tonight  and  to 

14 

would  go  "from  nearly  40,000  in  ry  19  —  Fiscal  Year  1989  to 

15  ! 

be  heard  and  to  have  my  concerns  addressed.  And  i  would  like 

nearly  146,000  in  1991,  and  then  decline  sharply  to  13,000  by 

16 

them  addressed  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  please. 

1993  and  juat  under  12,000  in  1994  and  beyond."  This 

59 

1  7 

I'm  not  opposed  to  national  security,  but  I  am 

17 

indicates  that  the  rail  garrison  program  would  have  an  extreme 

opposed  to  the  MX  rail  garrison. 

boom/bust  effect  on  the  economy.  While,  as  noted  above,  the 

I've  traveled  abroad  and  the  personal  restriction 

employment  figures  are  highly  suspect,  this  basic  boom/bust 

that  exists  elsewhere,  this  only  gives  me  a  greater  love  for 

20 

pattern  is  likely  to  be  correct.  Nlll  such  short-term  jobs 

■y  country  end  a  stronger  belief  in  the  ability  to  say  what  1 

63 

2  I 

really  have  any  net  positive  effect  on  local  communities  or 

22 

think. 

22 

the  nation  as  a  whole? 

23  1 

I  do  not  appreciate  being  compared  to  the  Kremlin, 

641 

23 

How  extensive  will  the  "off  limits"  perimeter  be? 

24 

1  as  was  done  earlier.  Any  of  you  who  wish  to  take  that  away 

65 1 

l“ 

To  protect  against  saboteur  or  terrorist  attack. 

29 

1  from  me,  then  you  are  the  Communist  snd  not  me. 

25 

will  the  Air  Force  be  required  to  fire  on  anyone  who  cornea 
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65 1 

1 

near  the  track*  as  the  MX  railcars  pass? 

1 

carrying  these  nuclear  bombs. 

1 

Hill  landowners  adjacent  to  the  tracks  be  required 

There  is  no  way  to  protect  the  IbO.OOO  miles  of 

66  ] 

to  remove  trees  and  other  things  that  sight  provide  cover  for 

track  along  which  HX-bearing  trains  will  operate. 

attackers? 

Each  MX  missile  weighs  190.000  pounds  and  is  71  feet 

BBARING  OFFICER  McSHANE :  Time. 

long.  These  trains  would  be  susceptible  to  accidents. 

MRS.  NORTON:  Thank  you. 

The  EIS  should  address  the  consequences  of  a  head-on 

REARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  H.P.  Bucan. 

collision  at  the  time  that  the  missile  is  ready  to  be  fired. 

[No  response. J 

The  environmental  analysis  for  such  a  catastrophic  accident 

B-u-c-a-n. 

9 

should  include  the  possible  number  of  citizen*  who  would  be 

IO 

[No  response.] 

,o 

adversely  impacted  and  how  they  would  affected  fro*  the  first 

Gerry  Getty. 

1 

' 

possible  disaster.  That  ia,  describe  the  type  of  destruction 

GERRY  GETTY 

67 

1 

2  | 

possible  at  different  distances  from  the  disaster  site. 

NS.  GETTY:  I'm  Gerry  Getty  from  Little  Rock  and  — 

1 

3  1 

What  will  be  the  impact  of  MX  security  measures  on 

14 

HEARING  OFPIceR  McSHANE:  Ma'am,  could  you  address 

14 

hunters,  fishermen,  and  other  outdoor  enthusiasts? 

IS 

your  comments  to  me? 

13 

How  will  the  MX  Impact  on  the  Constitutional  rights 

16 

MS.  GETTY:  I'm  a  member  of  the  National  Campaign  to 

16 

to  bear  arms? 

17 

Stop  the  mx,  and  I'm  very  opposed  to  the  MX. 

7 

To  what  degree  will  the  civil  liberties  of  those 

67 

18 

The  appropriate  time  for  response  by  the  Air  Force 

10 

living  adjacent  to  the  MX  railways  be  diminished?  To  what 

19 

to  our  questions  and  concerns  Is  in  the  SIS;  not  at  this  DEIS 

9 

degree  will  the  civil  liberties  of  persons  St  towns  along  MX 

ZO 

hearing. 

20 

routes  who  oppose  MX  deployment  be  diminished? 

21 

Just  last  week  there  was  a  head-on  collision  in  Iowa 

' 

What  will  be  the  sociological  impact  on  the 

22 

between  two  freight  trains,  one  of  which  contained  toxic 

22 

communities  having  security  personnel  collecting  information 

23 

materials.  With  an  aging  railroad  system  and  the  documented 

23 

on  them  and  their  citizens? 

24 

use  of  drugs  by  the  train  personnel,  as  has  been  mentioned 

24 

How  many  military  personnel  and  how  many  civilian 

23 

tonight,  such  a  head-on  collision  could  occur  with  a  train 

25 

will  be  employed  to  secure  the  rail  system? 
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1 

Where  will  MX  trains  travel? 

' 

hearings  are  beyond  the  Environmental  impact  Statement.  Moral 

What  is  the  ei  to  communities  throughout  the  state 

and  psychological  environments  deserve  to  be  as  deeply  studied 

located  along  railways  to  be  traversed  by  missile? 

as  those  which  affect  the  physical  elements  surrounding  us. 

Why  are  NX  hearings  not  being  held  at  an  adequate 

The  human  person  is  one.  Whatever  impacts  on  her  or 

67 

number  of  locations  throughout  the  state  to  assure  public 

his  moral  and  psychological  environment  just  as  truly  affects 

involvement  from  all  areas  of  the  state  put  at  risk  by  Mx? 

6 

the  human  person  a*  much  as,  if  not  more  so,  than  what  affects 

Why  was  there  not  adequate  time  given  to  citizens  to 

the  physical  environment. 

thoroughly  analyze  the  DEIS  —  and  I  would  like  to  underline 

If  a  child  growa  up  1 n  an  environment  in  which 

that . 

9 

instruments  of  destruction  are  given  priority,  can  we  honestly 

What  is  the  economic  impact  to  this  state  due  to  the 

IO 

expect  them  consistently  to  seek  peace  by  other  means  than 

following:  The  hearings  are  not  a  truly  open  process.  The 

1  1 

bigger  and  so-called  better  weapons- 

1  3 

process  is  not  presided  over  by  an  impartial  party.  The 

hearing  was  not  adequately  advertised.  The  hearing  site  is  an 

68 

12 

13 

Producing  more  weapons  than  are  necessary  for  an 

adequate  defense  leads  to  an  unnecessary  reliance  on 

1  4 

obscure,  out-of-the-way  place  far  away  from  che  main 

1  4 

technology  to  solve  problems  while  the  only  lasting  way  to 

13 

population  center.  No  notice  -- 

IS 

develop  peace  ia  to  have  respect  for  the  human  dignity  of  each 

16 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Time. 

16 

of  God's  children. 

17 

MS.  GETTY:  —  was  given  to  other  Impacted 

1  7 

The  United  States  Catholic  Bishops  have  stated  that 

18 

18 

they  are  opposed  to  the  addition  of  weapons  which  are  likely 

19 

REARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Sister  Catherine  Harkey. 

1  9 

to  be  vulnerable  to  attack,  yet  also  possess  a  "prompt 

20 

SISTER  CATHERINE  MARKET 

20 

hard-target  kill"  capability  that  threatens  to  make  the  other 

2  1 

SISTER  KARXEY:  My  name  is  Sister  Catherine  Markey. 

21 

side’*  retaliatory  forces  vulnerable.  In  other  words,  the 

68 

22 

I’m  a  representative  of  the  Office  of  Justice  and  Peace  for 

22 

addition  of  Items  which  would  primarily  be  uaeful  as 

23 

the  Dioceee  of  Little  Rock  end  for  Pax  Christ!  USA. 

23 

first-strike  weapons. 

24 

I  take  exception  to  a  statement  in  the  DEIS  on  pace 

24 

The  NX  is  an  unacceptable  instrument  as  it  doea 

23 

1-20  which  state*  that  aome  Issues  raised  In  the  ecopi ng 

25 

possess  first-strike  capability. 
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The  fact  that  the  United  States  and  Russia  have 

2 

begun  reductions  in  nuclear  weapons  wakes  increasing  the 

3 

number  and  deployment  of  the  MX  a  destabilizing  factor,  one 

4 

which  does  destroy  the  environment  which  now  seeas  could  lead 

3 

to  an  even  further  reduction  of  nuclear  and  conventional  araa. 

6 

An  environment  which  aakes  peace  a  close  reality  is 

7 

one  we  all  wish  to  live  in  as  well  as  leave  to  future 

8 

generations . 

9 

The  United  states  Catholic  Bishops  also  raise 

68 

io 

questions  on  environaents  such  as  clean  air,  clean  water, 

1  1 

adequate  food  and  medical  provisions,  suitable  housing,  to 

12 

naae  a  few. 

13 

These  environaents  are  not  being  developed  as 

14 

sufficiently  as  possible,  both  for  our  own  citizens  snd  all  of 

15 

the  inhabitants  of  the  world  due  to  the  economic  distortions 

16 

resulting  froa  excessive  attention  to  weapon  systems.  These 

17 

environaents  do  need  consideration  in  thia  EIS;  they  deserve 

18 

priority  treatment. 

19 

Increasing  the  scope  of  the  BIS  does  not  weaken  it. 

20 

but  enhances  its  capabilities,  in  this  way  aeabers  of 

21 

Congress  will  receive  aore  comprehensive  information  on  which 

22 

to  base  their  actions. 

23 

Thank  you. 

24 

[Applause. 1 

25 

HEARrwc  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you.  A  perfect 
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70 

too  high  center  of  gravity,  tipping,  and  weight  distribution, 

71 

3 

flexing  and  turning  radius,  and  how  easy  it  is  to  identify  on 

the  rails  for  terrorists  or  attackers. 

Obviously  --  1  don't  even  know  how  you're  going  to 

72 

5 

call  these  things  back.  You  get  these  things  rolling  around; 

how  do  you  even  call  thea  back? 

But  the  point  is  that  this  car  that  you're  going  to 

start  out  froa  the  Air  Force  Base  is  going  to  go  right  down 

the  track,  it's  going  to  go  right  through  a  site  that  nobody 

here  in  Jacksonville  talked  about  tonight  which  ia  called  the 

Vertac  site. 

There  are  presently  soaethlng  like  30,000  leaking 

73 

1  3 

drums  of  dioxin  on  that  site.  This  is  considered  by  the  US 

1  4 

Attorney  General  to  be  one  of  the  worst  toxl c-contaainated 

13 

sites  in  the  United  States. 

16 

Incidentally,  while  you're  at  it,  on  behalf  of  the 

i  7 

people  of  Jacksonville  I'd  like  to  ask  you  to  clean  up  the 

18 

3,000  barrels  of  Agent  Orange  which  you've  left  stored  there, 

1  9 

which  is  Air  Force  responsibility  snd  la  threatening  the 

20 

people  of  Jacksonville.  I  think  you  ought  to  clean  up  that 

2  1 

aess  before  you  start  another  one. 

22 

But,  in  any  case,  I  would  like  a  serious  addressing 

74 

23 

of  the  problem  of  passing  thia  train  throuqh  the  Vertac  site 

24 

in  Jacksonville,  which  la  a  very  serious  contamination 

25 

situation. 
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three  minutes. 

Bob  Blend. 

BOB  SLAHD 

HR.  BLAND:  I'd  like  to  aak  Colonel  Welsh  a  question. 
He  doesn't  have  to  answer  It  now;  it's  a  rhetorical  question. 
First  of  all,  when  these  trains  leave  the  sheds  in  what  you 
call  euphemistically  a  tise  of  national  need,  how  do  you  know 
what  the  Soviet  Union  is  90109  to  do?  How  do  you  know  that 
this  will  not  provoke  a  first  strike  froa  the  Soviet  Unlon7 

We  are  living  in  hair-trigger  tiaes,  and  the  NX 
aissile  on  rails  is  a  hair-brained  idea.  And  It  goes  a  lot 
aore  than  Jacksonville,  we're  talking  about  Little  Rock,  and 
the  state  of  Arkansas,  the  whole  United  States,  and  the  whole 
planet.  You're  playing  with  fire,  and  it's  hair-trigger  and 
you  know  1 t . 

But  I  want  to  be  aore  specific  about  Jacksonville- 

I 'a  froa  Little  Rock.  My  naae  is  Bob  Bland.  I'a 
with  the  Arkansas  Alliance.  We're  an  envi ronaental  group. 

I've  gotten  to  know  a  lot  of  people  in  Jacksonville 
through  envi ronaental  work  and  I've  noticed  this  train  that 
you  have  —  here's  a  graphic  scale  drawing  of  it  —  is  twice 
as  long  as  the  average  freight  car.  It  weighs  nearly  five 
tiaes  as  such  when  it's  loaded. 

We  have  to  ask  questions  about  the  weight  and  length 
probleas  of  this  car:  Rail  or  tie  failure,  excessive  rocking. 
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A  VOICE:  That's  not  true. 

2 

MR.  BLAND:  I  would  like  to  have  the  Air  Force 

3 

address  that  because  the  fact  la  that  Jacksonville  ia 

4 

suffering  from  the  iapset  of  dioxin  right  now.  And  I  know  a 

3 

lot  of  people  in  Jacksonville  that  are  not  here  tonight  who 

6 

are  concerned  about  it. 

7 

I  think  tha  Air  Force  owes  it  to  this  coaaunity  to 

help  clean  up  the  dioxin,  starting  with  the  3,000  barrels  that 

9 

belong  to  you. 

IO 

A  VOICE:  Go  back  to  Little  Rock. 

HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

12 

Roberta  Quinn. 

13 

ROBERTA  QUINN 

MS.  QUINN;  My  naae  is  Roberta  Quinn  and  I'a  a 

13 

ceajdent  of  Jacksonville. 

16 

First  of  all,  I'd  like  to  say  that  I'a  an  American 

17 

citizen  not  by  birth  but  by  choice.  And  that's  a  little  bit 

18 

different  than  a  lot  of  people  that  are  here  tonight  probably. 

19 

My  husband's  retired  military.  We’ve  lived  all  over 

20 

the  United  States  and  in  several  foreign  countries. 

7s|  21 

I  support  the  MX  aissile  snd  I  support  the  mission 

1 22 

of  Little  Rock  Air  Force  Bsse. 

23 

24 

majority  of  people  In  this  area  welcoae  you  here. 

23 

Thank  you. 
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HEARJNC  OFFICER  McSHAME:  Thank  you. 


■3.  XNIGHT:  Welcome. 

«y  nut  is  Em»a  Knight.  t*«  a  resident  of 
Jacksonvi 1 le;  a  homeowner  in  Jacksonville;  I'm  a  wife  and  a 
■other;  and  i  own  a  business  in  Jacksonvi lie. 

I  own  a  real  estate  business,  and  I  work  for  a 
living.  X  work  12  fco  15  hours  a  day  Monday  throu-J*  Saturday, 
and  soaetiaes  Sunday  to  keep  it  going. 

I  want  to  go  on  record  to  say  that  I  appreciate  the 
opportunity  that  I,  ayself,  and  everybody  else  in  this 
building  have  tonight  to  give  *y  opinion,  just  as  they  have 


We  welcoae  the  MX  rail  garrison  aystea.  We  are 
going  to  be  glad  to  have  you  aboard  in  Jacksonville,  we 
support  the  Mission  and  all  of  the  missions  of  the  Little  Rock 
Ai r  Force  Base. 

And  ay  son,  i  chose  Jacksonville  to  be  his  hone 
town.  He  graduated  from  high  school  this  year.  He's  going  to 
college  In  the  state  of  Arkansas.  And  if  there  were  anything 
bad  that  I  felt  I  would  be  inviting  to  this  community  or  this 
state,  i  would  not  do  it. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

HEARINC  OFFICER  McSHANE ;  Thank  you. 
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I  imagine  if  one  is  to  ever  start,  it's  going  to  be 
an  all-out  war  and  no  matter  where  they're  going  to  end  up, 
nobody  is  safe,  period.  1  realize  that,  but  that's  the  cost 
and  the  price  that  we  pay  to  live  in  the  high-tech  society 
that  we  live  in  today. 

I  too  am  a  student  of  history  and,  like  Mr.  Brooks 
that  spoke  earlier  tonight,  I  know  that  if  we  do  not  learn 
from  the  mistakes  of  the  past,  we're  going  to  do  nothing  but 


Our  country  has  stood  for  freedom  for  the  past  200 
years,  and  that  this  didn’t  come  without  a  coat  or  a  risk,  and 
that  we  will  not  be  able  to  maintain  or  keep  this  freedom  that 
we  have  without  future  costa  and  with  future  risks  as  well. 

I  have  also  kept  up  a  lot  with  the  conditions  of  the 
world  as  far  as  the  Communist  movement  in  the  last  40  years  or 
so.  It's  obvi oo a  that  the  Conmuniata  have  promised  that 
they’re  going  to  dominate  the  world  one  day  and  they  are 
certainly  trying. 

I'm  amazed  how  --  to  listen  to  someone  like  Ortega 
talk  about  that  we  can  have  peace  down  here  in  Nicaragua  if 
people  will  onli  give  up  their  freedom. 

But  r  Chink  this  country  has  bevn  a  beacon  for  many, 
■any  centuries  --  or  two  centuries  at  lease  for  freedom. 

That's  what  we  stand  for. 
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Gary  Fletcher. 


MR.  FLETCHER:  My  name  is  Gary  Fletcher.  I'm  City 
Alderman  in  Jacksonville. 

First  off,  I  want  to  apologize  for  being  a 
politician,  l 1 ■  one  because  I  am  a  concerned  citizen.  That's 
the  reason  I  got  into  it. 

Many  of  these  people  here  are  friends  of  «ine.  We 
are  standing  on  the  same  side  of  some  issues,  which  are 
erfVi ronmental  iaauea,  so,  therefore,  no  one  in  thla  auditorium 
will  doubt  or  question  my  concern  about  the  environment. 

I  don't  want  to  take  up  my  time  in  talking  about  the 
environmental  issue  on  that  deal,  but  I'd  like  to  bring  up 
some  points.  And  one  is  that  there  haa  been  many  questions 
brought  up  and  asked  tonight,  and  I  appreciate  your  honesty  in  ! 
trying  to  answer  those  questions.  I 

But  the  truth  of  the  matter  is,  only  God  knows  the 
answers  to  a  lot  of  those  questions.  I  know  a  lot  of  those 
were  hypothetical  questions,  but  as  we  all  know,  there  la  no 
perfect  plan  for  peace. 

Your  answer  on  the  rail  aystea  to  me  told  me  that 
there  waa  a  good  Incentive  for  Russia,  or  whoever,  not  to 
initiate  a  nuclear  attack.  I  alao  have  senae  enough  to  know 
that  if  there  is  a  nuclear  attack,  we're  not  going  to  send  one 
missile  and  they're  going  to  send  one  and  that's  going  to  be 
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We  talk  about  peace  and  anybody  can  have  peace  if 
they're  willing  to  lay  down  and  let  somebody  dictate  how 
they're  going  to  live  their  lives  and  the  quality  of  their 
lives.  But  I  want  my  children  to  have  the  quality  and  the 
freedoms  that  I  have. 

And  I  too  work  for  a  living.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  i 
ran  for  mayor  and  I  recall  a  phone  call  that  my  wife  got  by  a 
man  who  said  he  waa  going  to  vote  for  me  because  of  my  ^ 

handshake.  He  said  I  had  the  hardest  hands  of  anyone  he'a 
ever  met.  So  I  too  am  in  conat ruction  work,  and  I  know  what 
it's  like  to  work,  and  I  can  sympathize  with  many  of  these 


But  the  question  cornea  down  to  --  again  people  talk 

1 4 

about  bring  back  morals.  You  know,  I'm  all  for  that  too.  I'm 

15  upset  that  we've  got  people  outside  prisons  protesting  the 

16  death  penalty  being  carried  out  on  someone  who’s  taken  the 

17  lijfe  of  some  innocent  person  when  they  should  be  out  here  -- 
*B  no  one's  out  here  trying  to  keep  the  killing  of  innocent 

19  babies  at  abortion  clinics.  That  bothers  me  as  well,  so  I  too 

20  have  a  concern  about  the  morale  of  the  country. 

’’  1  alao  want  to  tell  you  that 

22  HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Time. 

23  MR-  FLETCHER:  --  I  have  never  spit  in  the  face  of 

24  Superman  for  a  very  good  reason;  he  waa  a  lot  bigger  and 

25  badder  than  I  waa. 
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HEARING  OFFICER  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

Jeannie  Williams. 

JEANNIE  WILLIAMS 

US.  WILLIAMS:  I'd  from  North  Little  Rock.  I'n  a 
resident  of  this  area.  I  have  nany  friends  all  over  this  area. 

I  an  for  a  very  strong  defense,  I  have  always  been. 

I  support  this  rail  garrison  very  nuch. 


If  we  did  not  have  a  strong  defense 


the  Russians  or  sosieone  else  invading  our  shores.  Where  we 
have  strong  defense  is  because  they  are  not  going  to  invade 
our  shores  jus<  because  we  have  a  strong  defense.  I've  always 
been  in  favor  of  strong  defense,  and  I’m  for  this  rail 


Frankly,  as  long  as  this  country  stays  strong  we 
will  not  have  to  worry  about  fighting  in  this  country  on  our 
continent  because  they've  had  wars,  rumors  of  wars  for  many  -- 
since  the  Bible  began,  since  the  world  started,  and  there  will 
always  be  wars  and  rumors  of  wars. 

But  one  thing  I  can  say  is  we  are  going  to  have  to 
continue  to  have  a  strong  defense. 

And  I  think  that  the  people  that  feel  the  way  I  do 
are  100  to  l  of  those  that  are  opposed. 


Please  remember  that  you  have  until  31  August  to 
submit  written  materials  to  be  included  in  the  transcript  of 


Once  again,  the  oral  and  written  statements  or 
comments  will  be  afforded  equal  weight. 

Officials  of  the  Air  Force  appreciate  your  efforts 
to  cose  out  tonight  and  contribute  your  views  to  this  public 


We  thank  you  for  your  courteous  attention  and 
following  the  groundrules. 

Please  be  assured  that  Air  Force  decisloneakers  will 
ised  here  tonight  when 


HEARING  OFFICER  KcSHANE:  Thank  you. 

We  will  conclude  the  proceedings  at  this  time. 
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1 

I  recognise  that  some  people  may  wish  to  make 

2 

statements  on  defense  policy,  nuclear  weapons,  arms  cont  .* 

3 

and  fiscal  policy  at  this  meeting.  However,  such  comments 

4 

are  best  directed  to  your  congressmen  and  senators.  Please 

5 

limit  your  eoments  to  environmental  issues.  Please  refrain 

6 

from  public  demonstrations,  either  for  or  against  statements 

7 

made,  since  this  merely  subtracts  from  the  time  available  for 

8 

others  to  make  statements  or  ask  questions.  Remember  that 

9 

each  person  should  be  given  a  respectful  hearing,  aven  if  his 

10 

or  har  views  differ  from  your  own. 

11 

Let’s  take  about  a  ten-minute  recess  now.  If  you 

12 

could  ba  back  here  about  three,  four  minutes  after  eight. 

13 

we'll  start  up  again. 

14 

(Nheraupon,  a  brlaf  recess  was  taken.) 

15 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE  >  First  thing  I'd  like  to  start  out 

16 

with  is  to  hava  Colonel  Walsh  lntroduca  tha  other  members  of 

17 

the  panel . 

10 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  On  my  immediate  right  is  Major 

19 

Van  Neaa.  Ha  ia  a  lawyer  for  the  Air  Force,  and  he's 

20 

aasigned  to  the  Air  Force  Regional  Civil  Engineering,  and  he 

21 

will  respond  to  questions  on  legal  matters  and  safety. 

22 

On  my  far  right  is  Colonel  Branch.  Ha  is  assigned 

23 

to  Headquarters  Air  Command,  and  ha  will  respond  to  questions 

24 

on  the  operational  consent. 

25 

On  my  lamed  lata  left  Is  Nr.  Hickman.  Ha  works  for 
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BRIEFING  BY  LT.  COL.  WALSH 


Rep.  John  Phillips 
Richard  Gasvoda 
Ardi  Aiken 
Doug  Larson 
Doug  Williamson 
Tin  Ryan 
Pat  Funderhide 
Paul  Stephens 
Edward  Larson 
Ray  Jergeson 
Gordon  Whirry 
Jim  Cuming s 
Ed  Matteucci 
T.  E.  Furrey 
Dave  Mad son 
Gordon  Matheson 
Sheila  Maybanks 
Too  Boland 
Allan  Hahn 
Harvey  Lowthian 
Len  Loring 
Claire  Baiz 
Bill  Parker 
Arlyne  Reichert 
Roscoe  Canon 
Will  Crough 
John  Koslosky 
Patricia  Aliperto 
Art  Dickhoff 
Patrick  Aliperto 
James  Humphrey,  Jr. 
Lucretia  Humphrey 
Alan  Hobbs 
Mauri  Novak 
Roger  Young 


59  (Pass) 

59  (Absent) 
59 


87  (Absent) 
87  (Absent) 
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1  Tetra  Tech  Corporation.  Tatra  Tech  was  hired  by  the  Air 

2  Force  to  prepare  this  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  and  Mr. 

3  Hickman  will  respond  to  questions  on  the  effects  on  human 

4  resources. 

5  And  on  ay  far  left  is  Dr.  Krsaer.  Be  also  works 

6  for  Tetra  Tech  Corporation,  and  he  responds  to  qusstions  on 

7  effects  on  tha  physical  resources. 

8  Thank  you,  sir. 

9  COLONEL  Me SHANE :  Thank  you.  Colonel  Walsh.  We  now 

10  turn  to  the  question  and  answer  period  of  this  public 

11  hearing.  This  time  is  set  aside  to  allow  you  to  ask 

12  questions  about  tha  content  of  the  briefing  and  tha  Draft 

13  Environmental  Impact  Stataaant.  We'll  start  out  with  tha 

14  elected  officials  who  desire  to  speak  tonight.  I'd  aak  that 

15  anyone  who  is  recognised  by  me,  would  you  please  step  up  to 

16  the  microphone,  since  we  want  all  present  to  be  able  to  hear 

17  your  question  or  statement,  as  wall  aa  wa  need  to  gat  It 

18  recorded  for  the  record. 

19  Please  state  your  name  and  affiliation,  or  address, 

20  and  then  aak  your  question  or  aak#  your  statement.  Anybody 

21  who  has  writtan  atatemants  that  they  want  to  leava  with  us 

22  tonight,  you  can  just  put  them  on  the  table  thete  nest  to  the 

23  microphone. 

24  We'll  start  out  with  Stats  Representative  John 

25  Phillips. 
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1 

JOG*  PHILLIPS i  Thank  you.  Colon*!.  Pot  th* 

1 

her*  in  Great  rails?*  X  don't  know,  and  what  X  board  your. 

3 

record,  !'■  Representative  John  Phillip*,  Montana  flout*  of 

2 

the  plans  for  tb*  MX  rail  garrison,  sure,  I  guess  X  suppose 

3 

Representatives,  flout*  Dlatrict  33  her*  in  Great  Pall*.  My 

3 

they  stay  on  alert,  but  I  tbink  wltbin  a  25-mils  radius  bars. 

4 

dietrict  encompasses  Halaatro*  Air  Bat*  and  th*  outlying  area 

4 

if  you  want  to  look  out  at  Vaughn  et  India  10  or  India  11 

5 

south  and  east  of  town. 

5 

over  her*  with  tb*  bgffelo  jump,  or  Alpha  9  up  her*  on  tb* 

< 

I  don't  think  lt't  real  popular  for  politician!  to 

6 

bill  at  Stockett,  we've  bad  missiles  out  bar*  for  years. 

7 

get  in  th«t*  emotional  iatu*t  soma time,  but  X  read  th*  ad  in 

7 

right  bars.  So  that  isn't  somatbing  tbat  really  to  me  ia  an 

• 

th*  paper  today,  and  it  kind  of  a ad*  went  to  tay 

6 

exciting  thing. 

9 

toaething,  and  I  think  with  all  du*  rtiptct  to  th*  Committa# 

1  * 

"Will  tb*  Air  Pore*  pay  for  tb*  extra  demands 

10 

of  th*  '90s  in  th«ir  ad,  I'd  like  to  address  a  couple  of 

pieced  on  our  schools  in  Great  Falla,  our  street  or  county 

11 

th«ir  concern*. 

11 

services?" 

12 

I  don't  know  how  many  folka  r*ad  th*  ad,  but  it  wat 

12 

CGLOMSL  Nc SHAKE i  Time's  up. 

13 

talking  about  the  environmental  iepact  seating  that  w*'r* 

13 

JOHN  PHILLIPS)  Ob,  ir*  w*  finished? 

14 

having  h*r*  tonight.  Th*  first  question  was,  it  tayt,  'flow 

14 

COLONEL  He  SHANE  i  Tea.  Sir. 

15 

do  you  feel  about  nuclear  warhead*  being  flown  in  and  out  of 

15 

JOHN  PHILLIPS i  I'm  sorry,  I  bed  three  more 

IS 

Malestroa  on  a  regular  basis?*  Nell,  I  don't  think  it's  any 

16 

questions,  I  mean  tbrea  mors  answers.  X  had  them  all 

17 

big  secret  that  Malastroe  Air  Base  has  been  on  the  map  tine* 

17 

togatbar,  but  I  appreclata.  Colonel,  X  know  you've  got  to  do 

18 

October  of  1962  when  John  P.  Kennedy  made  hit  famous 

18 

tbla.  I'd  just  like  to  say  tbat  I  think  that  tbs  laaua  bars 

19 

statement  about  the  ace  in  th*  hole,  so  what  has  been  being 

19 

shouldn't  ba  whathsr  w«  hava  nuclaar  waaponi  systams  or  not. 

20 

hauled  in  and  out  of  Malmstroa  Air  Base  with  200  missiles 

20 

that  is  laft  up  to  tha  people  in  Washington,  it's  what  it 

21 

being  out  here,  well,  tb*  200  come  on  line  with  the  passage 

21 

doss  for  North  Control  Montana  or  Graat  Palls,  what  la  th* 

22 

of  four  in  1966.  So  it's  been  many  years.  So  that  to  me 

22 

impact  hero.  Thank  you. 

23 

don’t  teem  like  we're  changing  much. 

23 

COLONEL  McSBANBi  Thank  you,  you  may,  of  course. 

24 

Th*  nett  question  says,  'Do  you  like  the  idea  of 

24 

add  written  coamMnts  to  be  considered. 

25 

eight  to  twelve  MX  missiles  on  alert  24  hours  a  day  right 

25 

JOHN  PHILLIPS i  Thank  you. 

_ _ _ 
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1 

COLONEL  Me SHANK)  Richard  Gaavoda.  And  I  probably 

1 

Commission. 

After  reeding  of  th*  environmental  impact  th# 

2 

didn't  pronounce  thet  — 

3 

RICHARD  GASVOOAl  Colonel  McShane,  member  a  of  th* 

3 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  will  have  on  our  city,  it 

was  determined  by  th#  Commission  that  it  would  have  little  or 

4 

panel,  I'm  Richard  Gaavoda.  I'm  a  raaident  of  Cascade  County 

no  adverse  impact  on  Great  Palls.  On  th*  plus  tide,  however. 

5 

and  a  Cascade  County  CoMisaionec. 

w*  would  witness  an  Increased  population,  resulting  in  an 

6 

My  position  regarding  the  local  deployment  of  the 

expended  tax  base  and  millions  of  dollars  pumped  into  our 

7 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  in  Cascade  County  is  th* 

8 

■am*  a*  my  position  regarding  th*  deployment  of  th*  Midgetman 

6 

economy .  Concurrently,  our  unemployment  rat#  should  drop  n 

new  jobs  create  a  paak  at  750  during  tb#  construction  phase 

9 

Defense  System,  and  that  is  aimply  that  if  th*  President,  the 

A 

end  stabilise  at  530  permanent  job*  during  th*  operational 

10 

Congress  and  th*  Pentagon  agree  tbat  such  a  defense  system  is 

phase.  In  view  of  the**  advantage*  and  others,  th#  Great 

11 

necessary  to  defend  this  country  ageinat  an  enemy  aggressor. 

Palis  City  Commission  supports  th*  deployment  of  th*  Rail 

12 

and  if  it  needs  to  be  deployed  in  this  area  and  specifically 

Garrison  Program  at  Malmstrom  Air  Pore#  Base,  contingent  of 

13 

at  Malaatrom  Air  Pore*  Base,  then  I  support  th*  deployment 

14 

and  have  absolutely  every  confidence  that  th*  impact  of  such 

15 

a  deployment  can  and  will  be  resolved  by  working  with  the 

15 

anticipate  no  negative  impact  on  th#  city 'a  infrastructure, 

16 

Department  of  th*  Air  Pore*  end  their  representatives,  end  I 

16 

housing  or  environment  **  a  result  of  th*  program. 

17 

believe  that  I  can  base  this  on  the  fact  that  for  th*  past  25 

17 

Thank  you. 

COLONEL  He SHANEi  Thank  you.  Next  will  be  Doug 

16 

years,  Malmstrom  Air  Pore*  Bat*  snd  the  Department  of  th*  Air 

19 

Pore*  have  been  very,  very  good  neighbors  to  Cascade  County, 

19 

Larson. 

DOOG  LARSON)  81.  I'm  Doug  Larson,  and  I  represent 

20 

and  to  th*  city  of  Great  Pells.  Thenk  you. 

the  Indian  Land  Company  of  Ledger,  Montana,  and  I  hava  a 

21 

COLONEL  Me SHANE  I  Thank  you.  Mayor  Aikan? 

22 

ARDI  AIKEN)  Colonel  McShane,  members  of  th*  panel, 

22 

couple  question*  for  th#  panal. 

One,  th#  quality  of  your  aecurlty  force*  guarding 

23 

my  name  is  Ardi  Aiken.  I  reside  at  3433  14th  Avenue  South, 

24 

Great  Palls,  Montana.  I  am  tha  Mayor  of  th*  City  of  Great 

whan  w#  were  checking  our  crops  on#  day  w*  bed  guys  com*  out 

25 

Palls,  and  I'm  her*  testifying  on  behalf  of  tha  City 

_ 

3-138 


DOCUMENT  507 


DOCUMENT  507 


PAGE  38 

PAGE  39 

1 

toting  N-1('|(  cocking  tbt  action*  and  tailing  ua  to  gat  off. 

1 

any  other  freight  train  on  the  rail.  Tou  would  not  see 

2 

juat  bacauaa  we  «ara  chocking  our  crop*,  w*  know  nothing 

2 

caaoflaugad  guards  with  N-16's  and  M-60's  outside  of  tbs 

3 

about  thla.  And  thing*  Ilk*  tbl*  raally  concern  a*,  and  I 

3 

train,  nor  would  ther*  be  vary  aany  visible  security  Measures 

4 

really  foal  that  the  people'*  interact*  aren't  being 

4 

at  all.  However,  ther*  would  be  a  number  of  personnel  and 

3 

considered  her*  as  much  a*  they  should  be  in  aoe*  respect*. 

5 

equipment  available  to  secure  this  train,  because  it  is  an 

< 

LT.  COLONS,  WALSH  I  What  precisely  is  your 

6 

laportant  asset.  But  it 'a  a  little  bit  different  operation 

7 

question? 

7 

than  th*  way  w*  do  it  day-to-day  in  our  strategic  alaelie 

8 

DOOC  LAAson i  My  question  is  that  the,  I  don’t  feel 

8 

field. 

» 

—  bow  should  I  word  this?  That  the  quality  of  all  your 

9 

Does  that  help  answer  your  question? 

10 

security  forces,  I '■  wondering  if  they're  adequate  and  if 

10 

DOOC  LARSON i  Soa*  extent-  Also,  on  the  resources. 

11 

they  are  reliable. 

11 

we'rs  s  big  stste,  but  like  the  gravel  it  would  take  for  all 

12 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  Colonel  Branch,  would  you  like 

6 

12 

the  caaent  and  th*  rail  systeas  in  this  area,  it's  not 

13 

to  respond? 

13 

liaitltss,  and  all  th*  construction  and  stuff  that's  already 

14 

Colonel  branch i  The  security  prog raw  for  this 

14 

been  don*  end  what  this  will  taka  1  think  baa  depleted  our 

15 

15 

resources  aore  than  they  can  withstand  in  this  area. 

16 

garrison  stage,  whet*  the  systea  would  be  envisioned  to  be  at 

16 

C  CL  ON EL  BRANCH;  N*  don't  intend  to  build  upon  th* 

17 

l*a*t  99  percent  of  the  tiae,  and  that  is  in  a  secure  area 

17 

already  excellent  rail  bads  that  are  already  out  ther*  in 

10 

which  is  secured  by  aanned  personnel,  it's  secured  by 

18 

industrial  us*  right  now.  In  fact,  th*  only  part  of  th* 

1* 

sensors,  special  lighting,  Juat  like  faraer  alert  areas  are 

19 

railroad  that  is  just  th*  connecting  spur  that  w*  would 

20 

across  the  country  right  now,  special  sensors  in  a  very 

20 

construct.  Th*  rest  of  it  would  be  operating  on  th*  rail  nat 

21 

secure  area. 

21 

that's  out  there  right  now,  that  can  taka  this  weight  and 

22 

When  the  trains  are  deployed,  the  trains  would  have 

22 

sit#  of  train,  so  we  don't  intend  to  do  any  construction 

23 

security  personnel  and  security  systeas  deployed  along  with 

23 

outside  of  the  particular  garrison  facility  on  th*  Base  and 

24 

the  train.  This  train  would  probably  operate  in  a  very  low 

24 

its  supporting  fsellitlas. 

25 

visibility  node,  that  is  the  train  would  look  very  euch  like 

25 

DOOG  LARSON  1  Okay,  thanks. 
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1 

COLONEL  Me SHANE;  Meat  will  be  Doug  Nllliaaaon. 

1 

systea  at  present?  81  percent  of  our  nuclear  weapons  are 

2 

DCOG  WILLIAMSON t  Good  evening,  I'*  Doug 

2 

based,  or  ere  subaarln*  or  alrborn.  If  th*  Soviets  were  to 

3 

Will laason.  !'■  with  the  Comaitta#  of  the  '90s.  My  question 

3 

strike  us,  they  would  be  able  to  take  out  nearly  all  of  our 

4 

to  you,  aaybe  not  so  auch  question  to  you,  but  I'd  like  to 

4 

land  base  aissiles  before  we  actually  had  a  chance  to  really 

5 

aak*  Just  a  brief  statsaent  to  our  audience  here,  to  our 

5 

get  thea  out.  It  doesn't  take,  it  takes  aore  than  ten 

6 

gathering,  and  that  if  I  aay  — 

6 

ainutes  to  get  *  alssil*  out  of  th*  ground. 

7 

COLONEL  Me SHANE;  The  aicrophone  is  set  up  so  that 

7 

Me  already  have  existing  forces  in  our  subeat lnes 

0 

the  aound  will  carry  to  thaa  if  you  spaak  right  into  it. 

7 

8 

which  are  entirely  capable  of  taking  care  of  any  Soviet 

9 

DOOC  WILLIAMSON!  Okay.  Plrst  of  all.  thla  ayatea 

9 

threat  that  we  wight  have.  N*  have  alrborn  boabers  which 

10 

la  not  intandad  to  be  a  first  strlka  systaa.  President 

10 

could  get  off  end  take  car*  of  it.  Do  w*  need  to  spend  an 

11 

Reagan  atatad  that  on  Nay  11  of  1983.  However,  if  w* 

11 

estimated  cost  of  21  billion  dollars  for  the  ayatea  to  start 

12 

coneider  the  systea,  the  very  presence  of  thla,  in  ay  belief. 

12 

with,  which  is  now  escalated  to  30  to  50  billion  dollars,  do 

13 

and  aaybe  iom  other*,  constitutes  a  vary  real  thraat  to  th# 

13 

we  need  to  spend  that  on  a  systea  that  isn't  really  necessary 

24 

Soviets,  that  being  that  at  prasent  in  1985,  w*  could  have 

14 

and  would  probably  be  eliminated  in  th*  very  first  aoaents  of 

13 

destroyed  about  one-third  of  all  of  their  nuclear  weapons. 

15 

war  between  our  nations  If  such  a  thing  ever  cam*  about? 

16 

1995,  with  installation  of  tbt  MX  Rail  Garrison  8yst*a,  in 

i, 

That's  ay  basic  question  to  the  audience,  do  w* 

17 

addition  to  tha  othar  systea  w*  already  have  in  place,  would 

17 

need  to  support  a  systea  that  is  in  Its  conception  already 

11 

allow  us  to  destroy  approximately  98  percent  of  their 

18 

outdated  and  unneeded? 

19 

•yetaaa. 

19 

I  have  on*  question  for  th*  panel.  Colonel  Welsh, 

20 

It  aeeaa  that  this  is  by  its  presence  threatening 

20 

you  stated  that  there  are  expected  routes  for  th*  NX  aiseil* 

21 

to  our  Soviet  counterpart,  or  Soviet  people,  in  which  case  if 

21 

22 

we  were  to  eand  the  Rail  Garrison  Systea  out,  it  could  be 

22 

realizing  that  we  have  millions  and  millions  of  rail  lines. 

23 

■lelnterpceted  as  a  threat  which  could  initiate  s  first 

8 

23 

are  ther#  expected  route*,  are  th*  people  going  to  be  made 

24 

etrik*  scenario  from  the  Soviets. 

»' 

aware  of  these  expected  routes,  and  if  ther*  ere  expected 

25 

Also,  there's  a  question,  do  we  really  need  the  MX 

25 

routes,  knowing  how  well  our  security  sometimes  works  and 
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1 

doesn't  work,  if  you  know  about  thaw,  tha  Soviata  ara  going 

1 

breakthrough  would  occur,  we'll  be  extreaely  vulnerable,  so 

2 

to  find  out,  too,  and  ia  that  going  to  placa  tbaaa  expected 

2 

we  don't  wish  to  put  all  our  resources  into  one  ocean  of  the 

3 

routaa  in  danger? 

3 

triad. 

4 

4 

Wa  do  not  have  airborn  boater  forces.  They  are 

5 

question,  and  I  also  want  to  raspond  to  soaa  of  tha  othar 

5 

sitting  on  alsrt,  and  thay'rs  ready  for  dispersal  should  the 

6 

previous  conanti  you  aada.  For  tha  axpactad  routaa  that  wa 

4 

President  so  detsraine.  And  the  costs  for  this  prograa  ara 

7 

uaa  in  our  analysis.  It  was  for  tha  maintenance  train,  that 

7 

not  30  to  40  billion,  but  10  to  15  billion  dollars  in  1986 

ia  tha  routa  from  F.  K.  War  ran  to  aach  garrison  that  tha 

8 

dollars. 

’ 

train  lass  its  raantry  ays tea  would  traval,  so  wa  wara  abla 

9 

I  should  also  point  out  to  you  that  on  a  day-to-day 

10 

to  analysa  what  tha  probability  of  accidants  would  ba  on 

10 

basis,  tba  Soviet  union  doea  not  have  sufficient  forces 

11 

tbosa  calls  based,  upon  tha  historical  racords  of  tha  train 

11 

deployed  that  it  could  successfully,  or  could  launch  an 

12 

aovawant  on  those  routes. 

12 

attack  upon  tbs  Onitad  Stataa  and  successfully  attack  tha 

13 

However,  for  the  operational  train,  wa  ara  not 

13 

entire  triad  froa  their  currant  posture.  They  would  ba 

14 

specifying  a  particular  route.  Wa  could  ba  anywhere  on  the 

14 

attacking  knowing  that  certain  claaants  of  our  triad  would 

IS 

national  rail  net,  and  so  for  that  portion  of  our  analysis. 

15 

survive  and  ba  able  to  ratal lata  and  do  unacceptable  daaaga 

14 

we  analysed  tba  systesi  as  a  whole,  based  upon  tha  axpactad 

16 

to  tha  Soviet  union.  Wa  do  not  believe  any  Soviet  leader 

17 

accident  rate  for  the  entire  national  network. 

17 

would  aver  initiate  auch  an  attack  knowing  what  tha 

18 

Now  I'd  like  to  aantlon,  reply  to  a owe  other  Issues 

18 

conaaquancaa  aight  ba. 

19 

that  you  have  raised.  The  viability  of  the  subaarina  force, 

19 

If  ha  wara  to  start  increasing  tha  daployaant  of 

20 

and  it  is  a  very  affective  force,  and  it  does  do  its  task 

20 

bis  forcas  so  that  ha  could  launch  a  credible  attack  on  tha 

21 

extreaely  well  in  that  it  does  raaain  subaerged  and  hidden 

21 

triad,  wa  hava  a  high  confidanca  liability  to  obsarva  such 

22 

for  nany,  aany  Months.  However,  we  aust  be  concerned  of  a 

22 

aoveaients.  For  instance  ha  keeps  aost  of  his  subaarina  force 

23 

breakthrough  in  technology  that  would  one  day  turn  our  aeaa 

23 

in  port,  so  suddenly  wa  would  sea  his  port  fores  aovad  out  to 

24 

transparent,  and  therefore  if  we  wera  to  put  all  our 

24 

saa,  that  would  ba  a  clear  signal  to  us  that  wa  should  taka 

2$ 

resources  into  subaarine  force  and  that  technological 

A 
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1 

be  dispersal  of  tha  bomber  force  or  tha  dispersal  of  tha 

1 

that  If  the  Soviets  tried  to  attack  us  in  a  first  attack,  we 

2 

train. 

2 

would  have  soae  residual  capable  weapons,  and  that  should  be 

3 

So  that  tha  dispersal  of  the  train  would  be  in 

3 

seen  as  a  stabilising  rather  than  a  provocative  fact. 

4 

response  to  an  initial  action  by  tha  Soviet  union,  and  should 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

not  be  seen  as  an  initial  threat  to  hla  but  should  be  seen  as 

5 

DOUG  WILLIAMSON:  Okay,  just  one  other  thing.  Tou 

6 

a  responsive  action  to  an  offensive  mo»«  aade  by  the  Soviet 

9 

6 

say  credible  track.  Credible  as  in  believable,  we  believe 

7 

Union. 

7 

it's  tbers,  but  Is  it  workable  and  operable? 

8 

Thank  you  very  auch,  sir. 

8 

9 

MR.  DOUG  WILLIAMSON:  Thank  you. 

9 

worked  through  the  Federal  Railroad  Administration 

10 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  I  need  to  respond  to  two  aspects 

10 

Association  of  American  Railroads  and  we've  commissioned  a 

11 

of  your  question,  if  I  may.  One,  do  we  know  the  routes  upon 

11 

study  for  them  to  tall  us  what  kind  of  track  is  suitable  for 

12 

which  we're  going  to  set  these  trains  and  do  the  Soviets  know 

12 

the  weight  and  class  of  train.  Tha  track  typically  today 

13 

that,  and  tha  answer  is  yet,  that's  at  laaat  120,000  linear 

13 

operatas  very  heavy  long  haul  freight  trains  over  day-to-day. 

14 

alias  of  track  in  the  United  States,  and  we  hope  the  Soviets 

14 

and  that  study  lndleatas  that  approaching  170,000  miles,  but 

15 

know  that,  because  that  constitutes  the  credible  deterrent 

15 

at  least  120,000  llnaal  alias  of  thoae  track  are  totally 

16 

system  that  this  is.  In  other  words,  the  system  is 

16 

suitable  for  the  kinds  of  consists  that  the  rail  industry 

17 

potentially  deployable  over  the  entire  continental  United 

17 

calls  it,  the  makeup  of  this  trsln  that  wa  wish  to  oparate. 

18 

States  rail  network,  which  is  at  least  120,000  ailes  of  good 

18 

that's  a  railroad  figure. 

19 

cradibla  track. 

19 

DOUG  WILLIAMSON :  Okay,  and  aleo  1986,  I  don’t  know 

20 

Secondly  I'd  like  to  dispel  the  notion  that  by 

20 

the  figures  for  1987,  but  1986  sew  almost  on#  aceidant 

21 

daploying  the  train  soaahow  creates  a  deplorable  situation. 

21 

involving  chemical  or  contaminants  on  our  rail  systems, 

22 

In  fact,  deploying  the  trains  only  puts  thess  trains  in  s 

22 

that's  one  a  day,  which  asans  if  our,  if  the  system  was 

23 

23 

di spar  sad  ona  day,  that  doesn't  mean  that  it  couldn’t  happen 

24 

not  added  any  alssilas,  we  have  not  added  any  warhaads  to  our 

24 

on  thet  one  day.  Ara  wa  raady  for  that? 

25 

nuclaar  raadlneas,  wa  simply  ara  dispersing  these  trains  so 

25 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSEt  What,  is  that  a  rhetorical 

-J 

1 
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question,  oi*  would  you  like  us  to  -- 

1 

PAUL  STEPHENS:  Colonel  McShane.  first  of  all,  is 

2 

DOOG  WILLIAMSON :  Yes,  thst’s  a  rhetorical 

2 

this  just  a  question,  will  I  have  another  chance  to  make  a 

3 

question,  we'll  just  leave  it  at  that.  Thank  you. 

3 

statement,  or  is  this  everything? 

4 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  Thank  you.  Tie  Ryan,  please. 

4 

COLONEL  McSHANEi  This  is  everything. 

5 

TIM  KT AN:  Colonel  McShane,  eeebars  of  the 

5 

PAUL  STEPHENS:  Okay,  my  name  is  Paul  Stephens,  and 

6 

committee,  ay  nut  is  Tie  Ryan,  I'm  chairman  of  the  Committee 

6 

I'm  speaking  as  a  member  of  the  Committee  of  the  '90s,  the 

7 

7 

regional  organization  whose  goal  is  to  create  a  healthy 

8 

leave  the  decisions  as  to  the  defense  of  our  country  to  the 

8 

nonail 1  tar  1 stlc  economy  through  a  broad  military  awareness  of 

9 

policyaakers  in  Washington,  D.  C. ,  the  Department  of  Defense 

9 

the  MX  and  how  they  impact  the  local  economy. 

10 

10 

and  the  elected  officials  of  this  country.  We  also  support 

10 

In  the  midst  of  the  drought,  a  regional  economic 

11 

those  decisions  and  stand  rjady  to  iapleaent  thea  in  our 

11 

depression  and  a  national  economic  situation  characterised  by 

12 

community  in  any  way  that  we  can. 

12 

13 

Me  feel  strongly  that  the  price  of  peace  is 

13 

gigantic  trade  deficit  and  shortage  of  government  funds  for 

14 

constant  vigilance,  and  we  stand  as  a  free  nation  here  this 

14 

social  programs,  education,  high  tech  research  and 

15 

evening,  able  to  debate  this,  because  we've  been  able,  we've 

11 

15 

development,  medical  gear  and  other  vital  needs,  we  find  it 

n 

been  willing  to  pay  the  price  in  the  past,  and  we  believe 

16 

hard  to  believe  that  the  Air  Force  and  various  military 

17 

we're  still  willing  to  pay  the  price  tonight. 

17 

contractors  would  ask  the  American  people  and  the  Congress 

18 

Thank  you. 

18 

that  represents  us  to  spend  tens  of  billions  of  dollars  on  a 

19 

COLONEL  McSHANEi  Thank  you.  Sister  Pat 

19 

new  land  based  strategic  missile  system.  All  the  expert 

20 

Funderhide,  is  that  close?  Sister  Pat? 

20 

testimony  indicates  that  there  is  no  need  for  this  system. 

21 

SISTER  PAT  FUNDERHIDE:  I'll  pass. 

21 

the  Midgetman  or  anything  like  it. 

22 

COLONEL  McSHANE]  You  pass? 

22 

We  are  presently  in  the  midst  of  a  serious  arms 

23 

SISTER  PAT  rUNDERHIDR:  Yea. 

23 

negotiations  process  with  the  other  nuclear  powers,  and 

24 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  All  right,  thank  you.  Paul 

24 

there's  every  indication  that  we  all  have  a  common  interest 

25 

Stephens? 

25 

in  dismantling  our  nuclear  weapons  completely.  Yes.  this  is 
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1 

an  environmental  impact  hearing  and  we  are  supposed  to 

1 

Let's  go  on  to  a  question  here.  The  proper 

2 

address  the  environmental  impacts  of  this  proposed 

2 

production  of  nuclear  weapons  hidden  within  the  civilian 

3 

deployment.  The  intent  of  the  act  which  requires  this 

3 

budget  of  the  Energy  Department  is  probably  the  most 

4 

hearing  is  to  protect  the  environment.  In  our  view,  there  is 

4 

environmentally  harmful,  destructive  end  costly  environmental 

5 

no  single  greater  threat  to  the  environment  than  nuclear 

5 

Impact.  Fight  now,  it  is  estimated  that  merely  to  clean  up 

6 

weapons,  their  production,  deployment  and  possible 

6 

and  dispose  of  all  the  nuclear  waste  at  Hanford  and  other 

7 

util  lzatlon. 

11 

7 

nuclear  waste  sitee  will  coat  in  excess  of  a  hundred  billion 

8 

It  is  futile  and  illogical  for  the  Air  Force  to 

8  1 

dollars.  Decommissioning  and  disposing  of  all  the  civilian 

9 

1  claim  that  these  weapons  are  being  deployed  and  maintained  so 

9 

knowledge  associated  with  nuclear  power  will  cost  hundreds  of 

10 

that  they  will  never  be  used.  If  they  will  never  be  used. 

10 

billions  more. 

11 

why  deploy  them  in  the  first  place?  It  is  clear  to  us  here 

11 

Why  does  the  EIS  not  include  an  analysis  of  these 

11 

12 

in  Crest  Fells  that  it  is  economic  Interest,  defense 

12 

costs  and  how  they  will  be  paid?  This  is  one  of  the 

13 

contractors  and  local  business  people  who  favor  this 

13 

fundamental  issues  surrounding  the  development  of  and 

14 

deployment.  Out  of  all  the  counties  in  Montana,  only  one 

14 

deployment  of  nuclear  weapons,  yet  the  government  continually 

13 

will  realise  any  short-term  net  economic  benefit. 

15 

stalls  and  puts  off  giving  us  any  answers  to  these 

18 

16 

questions.  Can  you  give  us  one  here  tonight? 

17 

dollar  allocated  to  their  production  and  maintenance  must  be 

17 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  1  will  ask  Major  Van  Ness  to 

18 

taken  away  from  some  other  use.  Since  most  of  this  defense 

16 

respond  to  that  question. 

It 

build-up  is  believed  to  have  been  financed  by  deficits,  it  is 

19 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  If  the  appropriate,  or  the  nature 

20 

the  capital  market  and  investments  in  American  business  which 

20 

of  your  question  is  why  we  have  not  dlecuseed  the 

21 

have  suffered  the  moat.  Our  lack  of  competl tlvenesa,  the 

21 

environmental  effects  associated  with  the  eommieslon,  the 

22 

22 

answer  is  essentially  what  we  carry  in  the  document  itself. 

23 

deficit  in  international  trades  are  all  attributable  to 

23 

and  that  is  simply  that  it's  difficult  at  this  time  to 

24 

having  spent  over  a  trillion  dollars  on  weapons  acquisition 

24 

project  what  legal  regime  we'll  be  under  eey  10,  13,  20  years 

25 

over  the  past  eight  years. 

25 

from  now,  at  the  point  we  might  be  asked  to  conalder 
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that  It  would  be  vary  apaculatlva  for  ua  to 
at  this  point  consider,  try  to  taka  into  consideration  what 
wa  sight  do  with  tha  aatariala  that  aaka  up  both  tha 
propall anta  and  tha  weapon  itself. 

And  ao  what  wa  hava  dona  ia  promised  in  tha 
document  Itaalf  that  at  tha  tina  that  wa  would  conaidar 
dtCcaaiMionlng,  wa  will  do  an  environmental  analyala  aucb 
lika  tha  ona  we're  doing  now,  that  would  taka  into 
conaldaratlon  tha  anvironaiantal  affacta  aaaoclatad  with 
d*coa«iaaioning  tha  waapon. 

FAOL  Stephens?  That  ian't  quite  tha  guastion  I 
hava.  I  want  to  know  what,  firat  of  all  it’s  tha  nuclaar 
warhaada  I'a  aoat  concarnad  with,  actually  decommissioning 
tha  waapon  aystaa  at  a  futura  data  la  a  minor  expense.  I'a 
talking  about  tha  1 00  billion  dollars  projected  to  clean  up 
Hanford  and  Savannah  River  and  thaaa  other  nuclaar  weapona 
planta.  Rocky  Flats,  Amarillo,  thaaa  otbar  placaa.  We're 
looking  at  a  bill  there  of  at  laaat  100  billion  dollars  or 
■oraj  yat  whan  it  comae  to  thoaa  aaaoclatad  coata  with 
building  nuclaar  weapons.  I  rsallta  this  ian't  even  the  Air 
Force's  baby,  this  ia  tha  Departaant  of  Energy,  all  tha 
nuclaar  waapons  are  produced  under  tb%  mantle  of  the 
Departaant  of  Energy,  ao  thay'ra  not  evan  probably  llstad  aa 
a  military  expenditure  aa  far  as  I  know,  but  that’a  the  real 
problaa  I'a  concarnad  about  hara. 
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MAJOR  VAN  NESS s  Nell,  if  you  would  care  to  look  at 
Chaptar  S  of  tha  document,  you’ll  aee  that  tbs  anawar  ia 
saaantlally  tha  ona  you  hava  just  givan  ua,  and  that  la  that 
tha  Departmant  of  Energy  has  tha  raaponaibll lty  for  analysing 
the  environmental  affacta  aaaoclatad  with  both  the  production 
of  nuclear  weapona,  and  in  tha  event  that  somt  of  thaaa 
production  facilities  would  ba  dacoaailssloned  or  tbalr  useful 
life  ended,  they  would  be  responsible  for  tha  documentation 
that  would  accompany  those  activities. 

I  might  add  that  at  present  whan  weapons  become 
obsolete,  the  material  that  is  uaad  in  those  weapons  la  not 
disposed  of,  it's  rautilisad  to  make  new  weapons,  rather  than 
trying  to  dispose  of  it  and  than  hava  to  produea  additional 
material. 

PAUL  STEPHDiSi  it  seems  to  me  that  tha  Air  Force 
or  the  military,  tha  Dafansa  Department  in  particular,  should 
hava  the  raaponaibll lty  for  lika  cleaning  up  Hanford,  and  a 
little  bit  more  I  want  to  say  hara.  Tha  Air  Force  would  ba 
doing  a  major  public  service  by  drawing  up  plans  to  clean  up 
and  dispose  of  all  tha  nuclaar  waatea  which  advanced  nuclaar 
weapons  ay stems  hava  produced.  Spend  the  20  to  70  billion 
dollars  earmarkd  for  MX  and  Nidgetman  systems  in  this  effort 
and  than  coma  back  and  ask  for  more,  becauaa  they'd  probably 
need  more  than  that.  Nhen  everything  is  cleaned  up,  look  at 
tha  international  altuation.  If  wa  are  being  threatened  by 
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1 

soma  Soviet  arms  buildup,  and  most  pant  ones  hava  proven  to 

1 

OR.  KRAMER t  Yes,  air,  wa  hava  actually  queried  the 

2 

ba  Ulueionary  or  actual  Pentagon  fabrications,  than  coma 

2 

3 

back  and  ask  us  for  money  to  build  a  new  strategic  waapons 

3 

considering,  and  all  of  them  have  said  what  will  be  used,  la 

4 

•yatam.  Most  of  ua  doubt  that  will  aver  happen,  but  if  it 

4 

projected  to  be  used,  will  not  impact,  aa  far  aa  they  can 

5 

does,  we'll  ba  prepared  to  listen  and  seriously  consider  your 

5 

tall,  their  current  resources  and  supplies. 

« 

proposals. 

6 

EDWARD  LARSON I  Hell,  okay.  I'd  like  to  make  one 

7 

7 

more  objection  hvre.  This  ia  a  farming  community,  today  la 

a 

tha  rug  and  leaving  it  to  tha  next  generation,  plus,  you 

8 

August  9,  we  are  in  the  middle  of  a  harvest,  there's  a  lot  of 

9 

, 

farmers  that  cannot  just  shut  combines  down  to  come  up  here 

10 

but  it  should  ba  considered,  too.  I  mean  what  if  thaaa 

13 

10 

today,  and  I  believe  that  this  hearing  should  ba  held  in  some 

11 

weapons  go  off,  the  whole  state  of  Montana  is  gone.  So  it'a. 

11 

different  areas  other  than  Great  Falla,  too.  It'a  going  to 

12 

you  know,  this  whole  hearing  ia  dealing  with  triviala  and  not 

12 

affect  Conrad  and  outlying  areas. 

13 

really  addressing  tha  issues  that  concern  me,  anyway. 

13 

Thank  you  vary  much. 

14 

CCA, ON EL  McSHAMBt  I  think  that'a  plenty  of  time. 

14 

COLONEL  Me SHANE i  Thank  you,  Ray  Jergeaon? 

15 

PAUL  STKPHEN8t  Okay,  thank  you. 

15 

RAT  JBRGBSONt  My  name  ia  Ray  Jergeaon.  I'a  with 

16 

COLONEL  Me SHANE i  Next  up  is  Edward  Larson. 

16 

the  Committee  of  the  '90s,  end  whereas  at  laaat  30  issues 

17 

EDNARD  LARS ON i  I'm  Edward  Larson.  I'm  Prasidant 

17 

raised  at  tha  earlier  scoping  meeting  ware  either  ignored  or 

18 

of  D  and  D  Land  Company  in  Ledger,  Montana.  My  question  la 

16 

inadequately  answered  in  the  DEI8,  I  address  the  following 

19 

to  tha  panel,  have  they  actually  looked  into  the  amount  of 

19 

remarks,  and  I'll  resubmit  thoaa  30  questions  in  writing. 

20 

9*R*«1  that'a  going  to  have  to  ba  removed  from  this  area  to 

14 

20 

I  address  these  remarks  to  ay  neighbors  here  and 

21 

build  this  complex  out  hara  at  this  site  in  relation  to  what 

21 

anyone  who  happens  to  read  tha  subaaquant  transcript. 

22 

it'a  going  to  do  for  tha  futura  hoaMS  and  children  and  their 

22 

I'a  a  local  businessman,  a  home  owner  and  a 

23 

children's  children  down  tha  road? 

23 

taxpayer,  Montana  native  and  an  Air  Force  veteran.  Like  you, 

24 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH t  I'd  like  to  ask  Dr.  Irmet  to 

24 

I'd  probably  rather  ba  home  tonight,  but  we're  all  hare 

25 

raspond  to  your  question. 

25 

because  we  care  about  the  direction  of  our  coammnity.  We 
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1 

find  ourselves  caught  In  tha  aiddla  of  an  argument  not  of  our 

1 

toola  ara  ao  banif leant,  place  thaa  where  they’re  built,  or 

2 

own  choosing.  Sow*  In  Congress  would  bava  ua  walcoata  tha 

2 

place  thea  in  Waahlngton  O.  C.  itaelf. 

3 

deployment  of  tha  Midgetman  nuclaar  ayataa.  Othara  In 

3 

Aaauaptlon  Nuabar  3,  both  Congraaa  and  the  Air 

4 

Congraaa  and  tha  Oafanaa  Dapartaant  would  have  ua  hoat  tha 

4 

Force  aaauae  that  wa  can  afford  aora  nuclear  ayataaa.  Even 

5 

nuclaar  NX  rail  garrlaon.  A  handful  of  aitraalata  would 

5 

without  coat  overruns  and  procureaent  fraud,  wa  cannot  afford 

* 

aaddla  ua  with  both,  ao  Inataad  of  baing  a  raglonal  trada 

6 

to  build  aora  nuclear  boab a  while  our  very  inf raatructure 

7 

cantar  that  happana  to  hava  a  baaa  naarby,  wa  ara  on  tha 

7 

falls  apart  before  our  eyes.  In  view  of  budget  deficiency 

a 

thraahold  of  bacoaing  a  garrlaon  town,  a  nuclaar  city.  Wa 

6 

and  the  aerious  area  liaitatlon  negotiations,  it'a  tine  for 

9 

ara  on  tha  thraahold  of  a  booa  and  buat  economy. 

14 

9 

ua  to  aay  enough  ia  enough. 

10 

Tha  assumptions  of  Congraaa  and  tha  Air  Force  ara 

10 

In  conclusion,  let  aa  quote  President  Elsenhauer. 

11 

arrogant  at  baat,  abaurd  at  worat.  Assumption  Number  1  ia 

11 

This  world  in  eras  ia  not  spending  money  alone. 

12 

that  wa  naad  aora  nuclaar  waapona.  Thla  aaauaptlon  fall* 

12 

"It  la  spending  tha  sweat  of  Its  laborers,  the  genius  of  Its 

13 

flat  on  two  counta.  Count  1  ia  that  both  tha  O.S.  and  tha 

13 

scientists,  tha  hopes  of  its  children.  This  ia  not  a  way  of 

14 

Soviata  hava  run  out  of  v labia  targata,  waking  both  of  thaaa 

14 

life  at  all  in  any  true  sense.  Under  the  cloud  of  threaten- 

14 

15 

ayataaa  radundant.  Count  Nuabar  2,  wa  don't  avan  know  how  to 

IS 

ing  war,  it  is  humanity  hanging  froa  a  croaa  of  iron." 

1C 

aafaly  atora  tha  currant  waataa  of  currant  and  paat  boab 

16 

Thank  you. 

17 

production,  lat  alona  add  to  that  pila.  Witnasa  tha  laakaga 

17 

COLONEL  Me SHANE :  Thank  you.  Gordon  Whirry. 

18 

at  Hanford  Raaarvation  up  wind  froa  ua  in  Waahlngton  atata 

16 

GORDON  WHIRRYj  Colonel  McShane,  members  of  the 

19 

and  tha  Air  Forca  cannot  aaparata  ita  raaponaibility  froa 

19 

panel,  my  name  la  Gordon  Whirry.  I'm  a  resident  of  Great 

20 

20 

Falls,  speaking  for  myself. 

21 

Aaauaptlon  Nuabar  2  ia  that  wa  rural  folka  ara  aora 

21 

When  I  read  tha  draft  environaantal  stataaent,  I 

22 

expendable  than  urban  folka.  Thla  aaauaptlon  has  baan 

15 

22 

find  not  an  objective  analysis  of  impacts,  but  an  elaborate 

23 

oparatlva  30  yaara.  Wa  gat  tha  cruaba  and  aaaociatad  hazarda 

23 

and  expensive  rationalization  of  decisions  already  made.  And 

24 

and  danger  a  of  daployaant,  while  our  urban  coualna  get  tha 

24 

I  wonder  if  you  ara  listening  to  tha  people  of  thla  country. 

25 

pluaa  of  raaearch,  design  and  conatructlon.  If  thaaa  death 

16 1 25 

I  wonder  why  only  one  hearing  is  being  held  in  Montana.  I 
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wonder  why  329  million  dollars  in  NX  contracts  were  let  this 

1 9 1  ‘ 

affordable  housing.  It’s  important  to  remember  that  the 

June.  I  wonder  why  construction  ia  under  way  now  at 

2 

impacts  and  risks  will  alao  be  multiplied  potentially  eleven 

Malastroa  for  tha  Midgetman  launcher  storage  building  and 

3 

times  for  each  of  tha  garrlaon  coMunities.  My  belief  la 

offices.  Does  any  of  thla  matter? 

4  ’ 

that  we  cannot  abdicate  our  raaponaibility  to  someone  in 

The  general  deficiency  I  see  in  tha  Draft 

5 

Washington.  But  the  time  has  come  to  quit  wasting  money  on 

Environaantal  Impact  Statement  is  tha  tendency  to  gloss  over 

6 

unsafe,  unworkable,  deatabll is lng  new  weapons  systems.  Our 

harmful  impacts,  particularly  those  born  by  the  average 

7 

real  security  and  well-being  will  be  better  served  by  a 

citizen.  Soma  of  thaaa  include  increased  taxes  to  make  up 

8 

strong,  private  sector  economy .  We  must  learn  to  turn  our 

tha  revenue  shortfalls,  which  are  projected  at  130,000  per 

9 

capital  and  our  creativity  toward  productive  uses,  and  turn 

year  in  '93  with  tha  MX  and  KC-135,  and  as  much  aa  900,000 

10 

our  hearts  toward  living. 

par  year  in  '96,  if  Midgetman  is  added. 

11 

Thank  you. 

The  second  impact  would  be  increased  unemploy a<  .t 

12 

COLONS,  Me  SHANE  i  Thank  you.  Jim  Cummings. 

brought  on  by  an  influx  of  people  outnumbering  the  jobs 

13 

JIM  COMINGS i  I'm  Jim  Cummings  and  I  aa  a  resident 

created.  Yes,  there  will  be  new  jobs,  estimated  to  be  735 

14 

of  Great  Falla.  I've  lived  in  this  area  during  tha  nuclear 

with  indirect  included.  This  compares  to  148,000  nationally. 

15 

armament  period  with  tha  Ninuteman  program,  and  I've  seen  the 

Thla  sort  of  economic  activity  and  expenditure  nationally 

16 

benefit  to  the  local  economy  work  for  ua  in  the  conunlty 

will  increase  inflation,  and  the  diversion  of  10  to  15 

17 

well-being.  The  proposed  Air  Force  projects  can  and  would 

billion  dollars  from  tha  private  to  the  governmental  sector  a 

16 

address  the  significant  impacts  to  the  communities  and  to  the 

will  further  weaken  our  economy  and  add  to  an  already 

19 

environment,  and  if  the  implementation  of  thla  program  ia  in 

20 

the  beat  interests  of  tha  country  and  our  well-being.  It 

tourists  to  Great  Falla  will  becoae  harder  as  we  become  more 

20 

21 

would  be  implemented.  I  believe  an  upgraded  missile  program 

dependent  on  the  military  economy  and  gain  tha  reputation  of 

22 

would  assist  the  0.  8.  continued  triad  deterrent  and  maintain 

being  a  company  town  whose  business  is  missiles. 

23 

our  current  peaceful  status. 

We  will  sea  more  traffic  congestion,  more  demand 

24 

Thank  you. 

Cor  public  services,  more  costly  housing,  and  shortages  of 

25 

COLONEL  Me SHAN Ei  Thank  you.  M  Matteucci? 
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1 

ED  MATTEDCCIi  Colonel  McShane,  members  of  the 

1 

elected  knowledgable  and  capable  officials,  we  have  many 

1 

panel,  first  of  all  I  have  a  question.  In  the  listing  of  the 

22 

2 

appointed  officials,  and  if  it  is  in  their  determination  and 

3 

bases,  have  they  been  prioritised  in  relationship  to  which 

3 

the  best  interest  to  keep  our  country  free  by  implementing 

4 

ones  would  get  missiles  first  if  in  fact  they  were 

4 

this  program,  I  fully  support  it  100  percent. 

5 

implemented,  if  the  program  was  implemented? 

5 

Thank  you. 

C 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH :  There  has  been  no 

6 

COLONEL  He SB ARE 1  Thank  you.  T.  E.  Furrey. 

7 

prioritisation  of  the  bases  at  this  time.  The  Air  Force  is 

7 

T.  E.  FURREY i  I  have  no  coaments  at  this  time, 

8 

conducting  an  analysis  of  all  bases  that  have  been  given 

8 

thank  you. 

9 

equal  treatment.  The  Environmental  Impact  Statement  will  be 

9 

COLON Q,  Me SHANE I  Thank  you.  Dave  Hadson?  Dave 

10 

just  one  assessment  that  will  go  into  the  final  analysis. 

10 

Madaon?  Not  here?  Gordon  Matheson. 

11 

Other  donaideratlons  of  course  will  be  such  things 

11 

GORDON  MATHESON i  Thank  you,  Colonel,  members  of 

12 

as  the  cost  of  going  to  a  particular  location,  the  number  of 

12 

the  panel.  I'm  Gordon  Matheson,  I'm  from  Ledger  Montana,  and 

13 

personnel  required  at  a  location,  mission  conflicts,  how  that 

13 

I'm  a  member  of  the  Committee  of  the  '90s. 

14 

particular  place  or  location  fits  into  the  operational  effect 

14 

I  think  this  is  a  vV^y  Important  issue  we're 

IS 

of  the  system.  When  we  have  completed  this  analysis,  then  we 

15 

talking  about.  The  last  time  the  nuclear  bomb  was  used  was 

16 

will  make  an  appropriate  recommendation  to  the  decision  maker 

16 

43  years  ago,  and  I  hope  it's  a  lot\longer  than  that  before 

17 

on  the  prioritized  list. 

17 

the  next  time  that  one  is  used.  I  wad.  happy  then  because  I 

18 

ED  NATTEDCCI t  I  meant  to  say  that  ay  name  also  is 

18 

got  to  come  home,  but  I'm  really  concerned  about  the 

19 

Ed  Matteuccl,  and  Z  do  live  here  in  Great  Falls.  As  we  try 

19 

proliferation  of  these  nuclear  arms.  The  casual  way  that 

20 

to  understand  the  word  freedom,  it's  amazing  that  the  word 

23 

20 

Colonel  Walsh  discussed  the  safety  of  the  thing  kind  of 

21 

has  the  word  "free*  in  it.  I  don't  think  freedom  in  any 

21 

bothered  me.  What  is  a  credible  accident,  anyway,  is  one 

22 

22 

question  that  I  had.  I  don't  necessarily  need  an  answer.  I 

23 

something.  It  costs  money,  it  costs  manpower,  it  costs  a  lot 

23 

think  it's  kind  of  self-explanatory,  and  I  think  a  lot  of  the 

24 

of  things  to  remain  free. 

24 

discussion  that  was  kind  of  handled  in  that  way,  like 

25 

As  we  live  in  our  democracy,  we've  certainly 

25 

negligible  impact  and  so  forth,  I  think  there  are  some  real 
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issues  that  the  impact  statement  does  not  really  address 
thoroughly. 

I  haven't  had  time  to  read  it.  I've  been  busy  with 
harvest.  I've  glanced  through  it  a  little  bit  and  I  think  it 
leaves  a  lot  of  questions  kind  of  hanging  with  adjectives 
that  don't  really  define.  I  think,  aaybe  what  he  aeant  to 
say. 

I  would  like  to  ask  another  question.  When  there 
was  an  acquisition  of  land  for  the  purpose  of  building 
missiles,  landowners  were  paid  fair  market  value.  Tet  that 
land  was  taken  forever  out  of  production,  forever  removed 
from  that  person's  livelihood  and  converted  to  a  different 
use,  and  in  ay  opinion,  when  you  convert  land  to  another  o»e, 
fair  market  value  for  agricultural  or  other  use  should  not  be 
what  prevails,  but  the  use  to  which  you’re  putting  it.  And  I 
think  consideration  should  be  given  to  the  time  period  that 
you're  taking  that  land  out  of  production  and  off  the  tax 
rolls  and  so  forth.  So  I  wondered  what  you  mean  by  fair 
market  value. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  I'll  ask  Najor  Van  Ness  to 
respond  to  that  question,  please. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS i  Well,  the  process  we  go  through 
when  we  need  to  acquire  land,  whether  it  be  in  fee  simple, 
meaning  the  entire  ownership,  or  whether  it  be  an  easement  to 
be  Imposed  to  affect  our  safety  clear  tone,  is  that  we. 
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either  through  the  Air  Porce  Itself  or  through  our 
acquisition  agent,  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  contract  with 
appraisers  in  the  community,  typically  members  of  the 
appraisal  inatltute  who  are  familiar  with  local  realty 
conditions,  and  we  ask  them  to  calculate  for  us  fair  market 
value,  just  as  you  would  in  any  other  sort  of  land 
transaction,  what  a  willing  buyer  would  pay  a  willing  seller 
for  the  property.  And  that's  what  we  offer  you,  that  is  our 
first  offer  to  you,  because  we  are  required  by  law  to  offer 
you  the  full  value  that  the  appraiser  determines  that 
interest  is  worth. 

I  might  also  point  out  that  most  of  the  real  estate 
that  is  necessary  for  this  program  here  at  ttalmstroa  Air 
Porce  Base  is  in  the  nature  of  a  quantitive  safety  tone,  that 
is  simply  an  eaaement.  The  imposition  of  the  easement  on 
that  property  does  not  prohibit  its  use  typically  for  the 
activity  that  it's  presently  being  used  for.  It  would  permit 
continued  agricultural  use.  It's  principally  —  the  safety 
tone  is  principally  designed  to  prohibit  the  building  of 
homes  for  human  occupation  or  large  gatherings  of  people. 

GORDON  MATOSSON i  I  recognise  that,  but  if  you're 
going  to  convert  it  to  housing,  then  it  ought  to  be 
appraised . 

NAJOR  VAN  NEBS  I  That  is  a  fee  piece  that  waa  being 


25 


25 


appraised  for  housing,  yea,  air. 
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1 

GORDON  NATHE8CW :  Okay,  at  any  rata,  I 'a  concerned 

1 

you'll  say  that  that's  classified  or  soaethlng,  I  don't  know. 

2 

with  mm  of  tha  othar  issues  that  have  been  raised  here,  I'm 

2 

but  if  it's  not  guarded,  if  there  aren't  soae  kind  of 

3 

not  going  to  go  into  those,  but  aafaty,  in  tha  casa  that  we 

3 

security  Measures  along  train  tracks,  all  120,000  alias  of 

4 

dismantle  thaaa  things,  I  think  la  of  raal  concern,  and  I 

07 

4 

it,  it's  going  to  be  very  vulnerable,  it's  s  rather  fragile 

25 

5 

don’t  think  tha  Air  Pocca  should  be  passing  tha  buck  on  that 

5 

systea,  and  if  it  la  guarded  I  think  that  has  s  lot  of 

6 

issua.  I  think  thay  really  should  ba  doing  something  about 

6 

iaplications  for  the  quality  of  life,  not  just  for  us  but  all 

7 

tha  nuclear  wastes  that  ace  up  wind  froa  us.  But  I  an  not 

7 

over  the  country  wherever  this  sight  go,  in  teras  of  civil 

a 

going  to  leave  thosa  issues  to  tha  elected  officials  or 

8 

liberties,  access  to  property,  freedoa  to  go  places,  you 

9 

appointed  officials,  either.  1  make  ay  wishes  known  to  our 

9 

know,  and  Z  don't  know  that  —  like  could  you  speak  to  that? 

10 

delegation  and  to  our  other  officials,  so  that's  ay  stand  on 

10 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSHi  Yes,  Ma'a.  Me  feel  thet  there 

n 

that. 

n 

is  a  very  low  probability  of  sabotage  to  the  systea,  and  the 

12 

Thank  you. 

12 

reason  we  feel  that  la  because  it  would  be  unsabiguous 

13 

COLONEL  Me  SR  AN  E:  Thank  you.  Sheila  Maybanks, 

13 

warning  to  us  of  soae  111  Intent  on  the  behalf  of  a  foreign 

14 

please? 

14 

country,  and  it  would  allow  us  to  take  the  appropriate  action 

15 

SHEILA  MAYBANKS i  I ’a  Sheila  Maybanks.  I  live  in 

IS 

to  alert  our  strategic  forces,  and  that  would  be  exactly  the 

16 

Great  Palls.  I'a  here  as  a  representative  of  the  League  of 

16 

opposite  of  what  any  potential  eneay  would  want  to  give  us 

17 

Women  Voters,  and  I  would  like  to  put  it  on  the  record  again 

17 

soae  strategic  warning.  So  we  feel  that  there  is  very  low 

26 

18 

that  the  League  of  Hoaen  Voters  of  Aaerica  does  not  support 

18 

probability  of  such  an  atteapt. 

15 

the  MX  in  any  basing  mode.  They  don't  support  Modernization 

19 

Further,  It  should  be  eaphesized  thet  the  train  can 

20 

of  the  land,  because  it  both  increases  the  vulnerability  and 

20 

launch,  the  Missiles  can  be  launched  froa  the  train  sven  as 

21 

it's  destabilising. 

21 

it  sits  within  the  garrison.  So  even  though  the  tracks  could 

22 

Aside  froa  that,  at  the  hearing  this  spring. 

22 

be  sabotaged  laaedlately  outside  the  gate,  the  train  could 

23 

several  people  brought  up  the  problea  of  possible  sabotage  of 

23 

still  fulfill  its  Mission. 

27 

24 

rail  lines,  and  although  I  looked  at  the  EIS,  I  didn't  see 

24 

Further,  we  will  of  c oucbo  be  able  to  physically 

25 

that  addressed.  And  it  seeas  to  ae  that,  you  know,  aaybe 

25 

review  the  track  immediately  outside  the  bees  to  insure  that 
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1 

it’s  safe  for  transit,  and  once  the  train  has  got  integrated 

1 

DEIS,  is  that  right? 

2 

into  the  systea,  it  would  be  very  difficult  for  the  potential 

2 

HR.  HICKMAN:  I  did  contribute  to  its  writing,  yes, 

3 

saboteur  to  know  precisely  where  the  train  is  and  sabotage 

3 

sir. 

4 

that  line.  Ne  feel  that  even  if  he  were  successful  in  one 

4 

TOM  BOLAND:  Are  you  an  employee  of  Tetrs  Tech, 

5 

train,  that  the  other  trains  would  be  able  to  aove  unscathed. 

5 

Inc.  ? 

6 

So  we  do  not  feel  thet  thet  is  a  potential 

6 

MR.  HICKMAN:  That  is  correct. 

7 

problea.  There  le  e  security  force  on  the  train  that  ia  to 

7 

TON  BOLAND:  And  where  is  Tatra  Tech,  Inc.,  based? 

8 

pravent  any  unauthorized  access  to  the  weapons  systsa. 

8 

NR.  HICKMAN:  The  home  office  is  in  Pasadena, 

9 

Rowsver,  the  Measures  that  they  use  and  the  size  of  force  is. 

9 

California. 

10 

for  obvious  reasons,  classified,  ao  I  will  not  go  into  any 

10 

TOM  BOLAND:  Is  It  a  California  corporation? 

11 

further  detail  on  that. 

11 

MR.  BICKNAN:  It's  currently  e  Delaware 

12 

Does  that  answer  your  question,  Ma'a? 

12 

corporation. 

13 

SHEILA  MAYBANKS i  Nall,  kind  of,  aayba  sabotage  Is 

13 

TOM  BOLAND :  1  understand  froa  Colonel  Nalsh  that 

14 

the  wrong  word,  aeybe  vsndslism  or  destruction.  I  assn 

14 

Tatra  Tech,  Inc.,  was  hired  by  the  Air  Force  to  prepare  this 

15 

there's  foreign  powers  that  could  do  that  and  there's  also 

15 

Draft  Envlronaentsl  impact  Stateaantj  is  that  correct? 

16 

crazy  peopls.  Again,  did  you  all  raad  tha  papers  this  week? 

16 

MR.  HICKMAN:  That  is  correct. 

17 

You  know,  I  think  that  points  up  how  very  fragile  this  aode 

17 

TOM  BOLAND:  Mhat  did  Tetrs  Tech,  Inc.,  receive  for 

It 

of  transportation  can  be,  you  know.  Anyway  I  don’t  think 

18 

coapensatlon  froa  the  Air  Force  for  this  draft? 

19 

that  waa  adequately  addressed  in  the  BIS.  Thank  you. 

19 

MR.  RICKMAN:  I  aa  not  fully  aware  of  the  monetary 

20 

COLONEL  Me  SHARE  I  Thank  you.  Toai  Boland? 

20 

contract  that  was  involved. 

21 

TON  BOLAND i  I  have  read  thla  DEIS,  and  I'd  like  to 

21 

TOM  BOLAND:  Mho  might  know  at  Tetrs  Tech,  Inc., 

22 

have  a  couple  of  questions  answered  if  I  aay,  the  first  one 

22 

23 

by  Mr.  Blckaan  of  the  panel  table. 

23 

MR.  HICKMAN:  Colonel  Naleh  can  probably  answer 

24 

Nr.  Blckaan,  I  understand  froa  reeding  the  beck  of 

24 

that  question. 

25 

this  book  that  you  are  one  of  the  principal  authors  in  this 

25 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH:  The  approximate  cost  of 

J 
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1 

preparing  the  antic*  document,  that  1*  leading  to  th*  final 

1 

middle  west  states. 

2 

BIS,  that  would  b*  In  th*  neighborhood  of  between  7  and  8 

2 

Ne  evaluated  the  capabilities  of  these  companies 

3 

■illlon  dollate. 

3 

based  upon  their  past  performance  and  how  they  put  the,  th* 

4 

TOH  BOLAMDi  Th*  reason  I  ask  is  this,  if  anyone 

4 

stuff  they  were  willing  to  present  to  this  prograa,  and  how 

3 

would  carefully  peruse,  or  quickly  peruse  th*  1st  of 

5 

they  wished  to,  were  proposing  going  about  preparing  an  EIS. 

ft 

preparers  and  see  the  number  of  Ph.D.'s  and  MBA's,  MA's,  MS's 

ft 

And  based  upon  a  very  rigid  analysis,  w*  selected  Tetra  Tech 

7 

and  so  on  that  are  purportedly  employees  of  Tetra  Tech,  Inc., 

7 

as  presenting  the  best  proposal  of  meeting  the  Air  Pore* 

a 

it  literally  spans  not  only  th*  United  States,  but  reaches 

8 

needs  and  preparing  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement. 

9 

into  Canada  and  so  on,  and  I'm  wondering  if  soaeone  could 

9 

They  not  only  had  th*  expertise,  but  they  also  had 

10 

very  quickly,  using  their  time,  not  alne,  tell  a*  a  little 

10 

11 

bit  about  Tetra  Tech,  Inc.,  because  it's  frankly  a 

11 

on  many  major  efforts,  some  of  which  are  located  in  working 

12 

corporation  I've  not  heard  of. 

12 

for  the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  in  Montana,  working  for  th* 

13 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH t  I  will  explain  th*  process, 

13 

deactivation  of  the  Titan  site,  working  for  the,  I  believe 

14 

yes,  sir.  Three  years  ago,  a  contract  expired  where  we  had 

14 

the  shuttle  facility  at  Vandenberg  Air  Force  Base,  a  very 

IS 

hired  a  coapany  to  work  on  th*  Peacekeeper  Minuteaan  silos 

-.5 

credible  coapany  with,  that  looked  like  they  could  do  th* 

1« 

16 

best  job  for  th*  Air  Force.  That's  why  w*  chose  thea. 

17 

nationwide  for  th*  aajor,  or  any,  for  that  aattar. 

17 

TOM  B CL AND i  I  didn't  want  you  to  defend  thea,  I 

18 

environmental  corporations  in  th*  country.  V*  had  over  a 

18 

wanted  to  know  a  little  bit  about  thea,  but  I'll  address  that 

19 

hundred  corporation*  express  interest  in  coapeting  for  th* 

19 

in  another  forum.  Very,  very  briefly,  I  want  to  say  for  this 

20 

prograa.  Of  that  nuaber,  bob*  of  thea  consolidated  their 

20 

record  that  when  I  heard  about  the  first  hearing  her*  in 

21 

proposals,  bob*  went  into  subcontracts  to  so**  proposals,  but 

21 

Great  Falls,  Montana,  in  mid-March  of  '88,  I  did  what  I 

22 

22 

thought  a  conscientious  citixen  ought  to  do  in  a  democracy. 

23 

contractors  in  the  country  compete  for  this  prograa,  with 

23 

show  up,  learn  about  lt,  read,  ask  questions  if  they  coae 

24 

representatives  froa,  well,  froa  th*.  from  all  over, 

24 

up.  I  was  assured  at  that  hearing,  as  others  were,  that 

25 

representing  th*  East  Coast,  th*  Nest  Coast  and  soa*  of  the 

25 

comments  and  questions  would  be  carefully  considered  when  th* 
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1 

draft  was  prepared. 

1 

this  document.  I  should  point  out  to  you  that  we're 

2 

I  put  ay  name  on  th*  list  and  asked  for  a  draft  to 

2 

discussing  th*  impacts  at  eleven  bases,  and  to  discuss  every 

3 

be  sent  to  ay  hoae,  and  I  read  it  froa  time  to  tine  when  I 

3 

detail  of  th*  deployment  at  each  location  would  require 

4 

had  th*  chance.  I  do  not  find  a  single  coament  or  question 

4 

probably  eleven  volumes  the  six*  of  the  on*  you  received. 

5 

responded  to  or  consider  d  in  this  draft  based  upon  th*  three 

5 

That  defeats  th*  purpose  of  an  EIS.  So  in  th*  interest  of 

ft 

or  aor*  hours  of  participation  froa  both  sides  of  the  issue 

ft 

making  a  usable  document,  w*  had  to  make  some  concessions  to 

7 

during  this  Great  Palls  hearing.  And  froa  ay  personal 

7 

being  concise,  precise  and  making  a  usable  document  to  the 

8 

perspective,  I  think  this  Draft  EIS  is  an  Insult  to  the 

8 

decision  maker.  And  that's  what  you  see  in  front  of  you. 

9 

political  and  th*  public  process  in  this  country,  because  it 

9 

Now,  we  corn*  before  you  tonight  to  get  your 

10 

10 

coaments  on  the  adequacy  of  that  document.  This  is  a  public 

n 

Colonel  Nalsh  it  would  be. 

11 

hearing  as  opposed  to  a  scoping  meeting.  Ne  have  a  legal 

12 

And  when  Lt.  Colonel  Nalsh  tells  us  again  tonight 

12 

responsibility  to  provide  a  verbatim  transcript  of  what 

13 

that  our  coasients  will  be  carefully  considered  and  that  we 

13 

happens  her*  tonight  and  a  legal  responsibility  in  th*  final 

14 

should  writ*  our  cosanti  and  postmark  thea  by  such  and  such 

14 

EIS  to  respond  to  every  issue  that  you  raise  her*  as  an 

15 

a  date  so  that  they  can  be  carefully  considered,  with  all  due 

15 

example  of  th*  document's  inadequacy,  and  w*  have  to  explain 

1C 

respect  to  Colonel  Nalsh,  I  don't  believe  it. 

16 

to  yON  why  w*  did  not  incorporate  your  coments  in  th*  final 

17 

LT.  COLONEL  walsh i  May  X  respond,  please? 

17 

document,  or  identify  where  w*  mad*  th*  appropriate  changes 

19 

COLONEL  McSHAMEi  Co  ahead.  Colonel. 

18 

in  th*  document  in  response  to  your  input.  That  is  th* 

19 

LT.  COLONEL  NALSH t  Sir.  there  is  a  distinction 

19 

difference  between  a  scoping  meeting  and  a  public  hearing. 

20 

between  a  scoping  meeting  and  a  public  hearing.  N*  took  th* 

20 

Thank  you  very  much,  sir. 

21 

inputs  that  were  provided  to  us  at  all  eleven  locations,  and 

21 

COLONEL  Me SHANE t  Allan  Hahn. 

22 

w*  carefully  considered  thea,  and  soa*  of  thea  were 

22 

ALLAN  RAHNi  My  name  is  Allan  Hahn.  I  live  at  707 

23 

incorporated  into  the  document,  sow*  of  thea  were  not 

30 

23 

Tanth  Street  North  in  Great  Falls,  Montana.  Unfortunately  I 

24 

considered  appropriate,  and  soa*  of  thea  would  not  offer  a 

24 

was  unable  to  read  th*  Impact  statement  in  ay  environmental 

25 

big  enough  or  large  enough  impact  to  warrant  a  discussion  in 

25 

study.  As  Colonel  up  there  observed,  lt  was  turned  around 
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backward*,  and  I'm  a  little  bit  confuted. 

I  do  have  several  problaaa  with  what  Z  have  seen. 
One,  as  the  gentleman  explained  very  eloquently,  i»  I  did  not 
eee  in  what  I  waa  able  to  read  some  of  ay  concerns  that  I  did 
express  at  that  seating,  and  that  does  concern  ae.  What  I 
waa  able  to  read,  I  have  questions  about  the  validity  of  the 
statistics  that  sre  used. 

I  do  know  of  just  the  other  day  a  train  derailed 
because  of  bad  track  on  a  major  rail  track  that  dumped  an 
Amtrak  train,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  all  on  its  side.  I've 
noticed  that  the  statistics  sit  down  and  say  there's  one  in  a 
thousand  and  so  many  people  died.  There  was  an  accident  just 
the  other  day,  just  recently,  of  one  of  the  missiles  blew  up 
in  Utah,  and  already  more  people  have  died  than  what  is  in 
the  statistics. 

I  sit  down  —  I  believe  the  statement  was  made  that 
14  million  dollars  in  income  from  the  Air  Force  was  added  to 
the  community.  I  sat  down  and  roughly  figured  up  the  housing 
requirements,  not  for  what  is  added,  and  the  Air  Force  is  in 
direct  competition  with  local  business.  It  has  taken  S.7 
million  of  that  out  of  the  local  economy.  Is  this  --  my 
question  comes  down.  Is  this,  do  the  statistics  come  off  how 
much  is  paid  out  or  how  much  actually  gets  out  into  the 
community? 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  Did  you  want  an  answer  to  that. 
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if  possible,  tonight? 

ALLAN  HAHN:  Tee,  I  would. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  The  number  that  was  provided 
was  based  upon  what  would  actually  go  Into  the  community  from 
the  spending  on  this  particular  program.  You  will  note  as 
you  go  through  each  Installation  that  while  the  sire  of  the 
projects  may  be  approximately  the  same,  the  dollars  actually 
going  to  a  community  are  directly  related  to  the  numbers  of 
services  that  that  community  provides.  A  smaller  community 
would  see  less  money  stopping  there  and  more  money  passing 
through  to  larger  communities  that  provide  the  services. 

So  what  you  see  in  the  document  is  what  money  is 
coming  out  of  the  program  and  actually  being  spent  end 
staying  within  the  local  community  of  Great  Falls.  It  does 
not  take  into  account  the  taxes  that  are  paid.  That  is 
another  consideration  by  Congress.  Congress  has  targeted  a 
certain  amount  of  money  for  the  military  spending,  and  we  are 
to  assume  that  they  will  be  spent  whether  it  be  for  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  or  for  conventional  weapons  or  for 
some  other  weapons  as  seen  appropriate  by  the  Congress.  So 
we've  not  made  any  adjustments  for  that,  we've  assumed  thet 
that  money  would  be  6pent  one  way  or  the  other  by  Congress. 

ALLAN  KAHN:  I  have  another  question  that  bothers 
me.  I  know  this  question  will  never  happen,  and  I '*  a  great 
believer  in  the  word  yet.  Just  assume  that  even  against  all 
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1 

odds  a  nuclear  missile  went  out  of  the  Peacekeeper  garrison. 

1 

occur.  Fot  that  reason,  we  have  established  a  safety  zone 

2 

that  is  the  live  nuclear  warhead  blew  up  for  whatever  reason, 

2 

around  where  it  would  be  stored  probably  about  99.9  percent 

3 

s  freak  accident,  ultra  freak  accident;  what  protection  is 

3 

of  tlfe  time.  Now,  just  like  you  do  not  have  an  explosive 

4 

there  for  this  community?  Now  I  have  a  daughter  that  is  leas 

*, 

danger  zone  or  protective  zones  around  the  railroad  for  the 

5 

ther  “two  years  old  and  a  son  that  is  40  days  old,  and  he  ha6 

5 

movement  of  poisonous  gases  or  other  hazardous  materials 

6 

a  right  to  life.  I'm  40,  and  I  have  lived  a  good  life.  But 

6 

moved  by  the  rail,  and  the  reason  they  don't  have  that  Is 

7 

he  has  s  right  and  a  life  to  live  yet,  and  I  see  no 

7 

because  the  exposure  of  the  public  is  very  transitory.  But 

8 

appropriation  --  I  see  safety  measures  for  the  Air  Force 

8 

for  the  same  reason,  we  would  not  have  a  safety  zone  around 

9 

personnel,  but  I  see  absolutely  no  safety  measures  for 

9 

the  rail  for  the  movement  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison, 

10 

civilian  personnel  in  the  areas.  I'd  like  to  know  what's 

10 

and  in  fact  the  threat  or  the  potential  danger  posed  by  the 

11 

being  done  with  this,  what's  being  considered  on  th.s. 

11 

Peacekeeper  missile  in  movement  Is  much  less  than  that  posed 

12 

LT,  COLONEL  WALSH;  Well,  first  of  all,  I  would 

12 

by  merely  the  hazardous  materials  that  are  on  the  tracks 

13 

like  to  reassure  you  that  there  is  no  possibility  of  a 

13 

today . 

14 

nuclear  detonation.  There  needs  to  be  a  very  logical 

14 

Thank  you,  sir. 

15 

sequence  of  events  that  would  occur  to  activate  the  warhead. 

15 

ALLAN  HAHN;  This  gets  back,  this  gets  baqk  to 

16 

and  these  events  cannot  occur  until  the  weapons  system  has 

16 

statistics  again.  The  greatest  majority  of  accidents  that 

17 

reached  ballistic  velocities,  and  only  then  on  the 

17 

I've  seen  and  read  in  newspapers  have  all  involved  urban 

IS 

trajectory.  It  is  impossible  In  the  day-to-day  activities  of 

18 

areas,  thousands  of  people  have  had  to  be  evacuated.  I  look 

19 

all  peacetime  movements  for  such  activation  to  occur.  So  the 

19 

at  the  statistics  that  were  given  to  us  tonight,  and 

20 

nuclear  detonation  is  not  a  possibility. 

20 

unfortunately  I  couldn’t  read  them  because,  like  I  say,  my 

21 

Now,  we  do  acknowledge  within  the  document  the 

21 

book  is  a  little  goofed  up,  those  statistics  say  if  you  took 

22 

possibility,  however  remote,  of  an  explosion  of  the 

22 

the  entire  rail  area  and  eat  down  and  said,  okay,  we'll 

23 

propellant,  a  propellant  fire  or  explosion.  We  feel  that 

23 

divide  this  and  that,  those  statistics  would  hold  true.  But 

24 

this  is  very  remote,  but  on  the  other  hand  we  do  acknowledge 

24 

ose  statistics  happen  in  Great  Falls  or  in  the  immediate 

25 

that  we  could  create  a  scenario  where  an  explosion  could 

25 

vl.  .ity,  not  In  the  Peacekeeper  garrison,  say  there  wae  an 
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*  1 

accident  outside  of  there,  end  they  were  transported,  then  it 

1 

we  calculate  our  dispersal  for  this  train  on  an  sverag*  speed 

2 

affect*  *  much  larger  area  and  a  great  number  of  people  would 

2 

of  about  30  miles  an  hour. 

30 

3 

be  In  danger.  A  lot  of  accidents  happen  in  transfer  yard* 

31 

3 

HARVEY  LOTTO IAN i  Does  that  integrate  Itself  then 

4 

where  they're  changing  trains,  so  a  lot  of  them  seem  to  be 

4 

into  the  operational  systems  of  wboevsr's  rail  line  that 

5 

happening  not  out  on  the  open  rail.  That's  where  l*m 

5 

you're  on? 

6 

concerned. 

6 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Yes,  that's  adequate,  certainly. 

7 

LT.  COLONEL  WA  ,SH s  You're  correct,  sir.  In  our 

7 

for  interoperability,  I  think  is  your  question.  In  fact 

0 

analysis,  however,  we  took  the  worst  case  and  we  did  not  take 

8 

9 

any  credit  for  not  using  any  portion  of  the  rail.  However, 

9 

on  the  rails  and  Interoperated,  we've  had  our  folks  out 

10 

it  would  be  very  unlikely  that  we  would  be,  would  have  the 

10 

learning  how  to  do  that,  and  those  speeds  seem  to  be 

11 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  in  a  transfer  yard  being  subjected 

11 

satisfactory  to  accomodate  a  smooth  flow  Into  the  rail  road 

12 

to  something  where  most  of  the  accidents  do  occur.  But  we 

12 

network . 

13 

took  the  worst  case  in  our  scenario,  in  our  analysis,  and  did 

13 

HARVEY  LOWTHIAN:  Okay,  thenk  you.  I  would  only 

14 

not  take  credit  for  that. 

14 

say  at  this  point  that  I'm  neither  a  hawk  nor  a  dove.  I  have 

15 

ALLAN  HAHN:  Okay,  thank  you. 

15 

children,  imaiaterlal  to  me  whether  in  war  tima  tbey'ra  killed 

16 

COLONEL  He Shane i  Thank  you.  Harvey  Lowthian. 

16 

by  conventional  weapons  or  nuclear  weapons,  the  net  effect  la 

17 

HARVEY  LOHTHIANi  I'm  Harvey  Lowthian,  a  resident 

32 

17 

the  same.  This  is  an  envlconmantal  impact  bearing,  and  as 

31 

19 

of  Great  Palls,  taxpayer  of  Cascade  County,  Montana,  the 

18 

such,  myself,  my  wife  and  my  children  support  the  basing  of 

19 

United  States.  I've  got  one  question,  if  I  may.  Can  you 

19 

the  MX  system  at  Malmatrom  if  it's  deemed  to  be  the  piece  to 

20 

tell  me  whet  the  average  speed  of  an  operational  train  would 

20 

put  it,  based  upon  what  appears  to  us  at  least  to  be  minimal 

21 

be  in  the  system? 

21 

adverse  environmental  Impacts  on  this  community.  Thank  you. 

22 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Colonel  Branch,  would  you 

22 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  Thank  you.  Len  Lorlng? 

23 

answer  that,  please? 

23 

LEN  LORINGi  Pass. 

24 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Yes,  sir,  we  anticipate  that  the 

24 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  All  right,  Clair,  BaU,  B-a-l-x. 

25 

train  will  be  capable  of  55  to  perhaps  60  miles  an  hour,  but 

25 

CLAIRE  BAIZ:  Balz  la  correct.  My  name  is  Clair* 
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1 

Balx,  and  I'm  a  Great  Falls  native  and  resident.  I  am 

1 

mobile? 

2 

idealoglcally  opposed  to  nuclear  weapon  technology.  It  ought 

2 

Third,  safety.  The  condition  of  existing  track  in 

3 

to  be  enough  that  surveys  indicate  that  people  in  this  nation 

3 

Montana  la  deplorable.  With  the  complicating  factors  of 

4 

oppose  nuclear  proliferation,  but  it  is  as  though  the 

4 

buckling  and  snapping  track  in  extreme  weather  conditions  and 

33 

5 

36 

5 

high  wind  problems  not  taken  into  adequate  consideration  in 

6 

Montanans  or  citizens  of  a  great  nation  or  members  of  the 

6 

the  DEIS,  this  document  is  again  flawed.  The  vulnerability 

7 

human  racs.  But  the  basic  dignity  and  divinity  of  the  human 

7 

of  rural  track  to  aabotage  and  terrorism,  which  by  the  way 

8 

spirit  is  not  reason  enough  to  stop  the  MX.  You  want 

a 

Colonel  Walsh  does  not  have  a  bureaucracy  with  which  to 

9 

specific,  not  moral  Issues.  And  with  this  incredibly  flawed 

9 

respond,  la  visibly  evident  end  inadequately  addressed  in  the 

10 

weapons  system,  enough  details  come  to  mind  to  defeat  the  MX 

10 

DEIS. 

on  its  own  dlstinctiv*  lack  of  marits. 

11 

Fourth,  strategy.  When  will  we  learn  that  building 

12 

Having  read  much  of  the  DEIS,  e  few  specifics  come 

12 

a  missile  system  does  not  promote  peace  or  International 

13 

to  mind.  First,  cost.  Apparently  the  projected  cost  of  15 

37 

13 

stability?  On  Pag*  S-l,  the  DEIS  atatea  tha  purpoae  of  the 

14 

billion  dollars  does  not  include  the  cost  of  the  bombs. 

14 

MX  is  to,  quote,  promote  arms  talks.  I  submit  this 

15 

Along  with  your  failure  to  include  e  schedule  of  projected 

15 

ridiculous  assumption  not  only  makas  tha  DEIS  a  faulty 

34 

16 

cost  overruns,  this  is  a  glaring  omission  in  the  DEIS  end 

“ 

document,  it  is  the  beat  argument  against  the  MX. 

17 

makes  it  a  misleading  and  therefor*  dangerous  document  to 

17 

Finally  the  local  economy*  MX  missiles  are  bed 

18 

thoee  who  ere  weighing  costa  and  benefits  In  MX  rail 

ie 

business.  If  businesses  in  this  area  are  so  concerned  about 

19 

garrisons  solely  on  that  document.  Is  this  the,  quote. 

19 

Montana's  business  climate,  they  should  strongly  oppose  a 

20 

usable  document  to  the  decision  maker,  as  Colonel  Walsh 

38 

20 

project  that  *111  turn  Great  Falla  into  a  garrison  town,  w# 

1 

stated  a  fsw  minutes  ago? 

21 

need  clean,  diver alf led,  privately  owned  businesses,  not  a 

22 

Second,  reliability.  How  can  the  Air  Force  assess 

22 

national  reputation  as  Ground  Zero  USA.  On  the  basis  of 

35 

23 

the  reliability  of  the  MX  with  no  planned  teeting  on  the  rail 

23 

morality,  coat,  ral lability,  aafaty  and  aconomlca,  MX  makas 

24 

.  lnea?  I'm  beginning  to  doubt  the  Air  Force’s  lntsntion  of 

24 

no  aanse,  and  with  all  thaa*  crucial  flaws,  how  could  MX 

25 

mobility  at  all.  Whsn  it  come*  right  down  to  it,  is  the  MX 

25 

possibly  be  desirable  for  our  national  defense? 

_ 
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And  by  the  way,  I’d  like  you  to  answer  the 
questions  In  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  to  give  my 
fellow  citlsens  more  time  to  present  their  questions.  Thank 
you. 

C CL OR EL  McSHANEj  Thank  you.  Bill  parker? 

BILL  PARKER !  My  name  is  Bill  Parker.  I'm  a 
resident  of  Great  Palls,  and  among  other  things  I'm  a  member 
of  the  Committee  of  the  ’80s,  and  as  such,  I  support  the 
position  of  the  Committee  of  the  '80s  as  already  stated  by 

10  Tim  Ryan  and  a  few  others,  and  that  is  basically  that  as 

11  members  of  a  representative  democracy,  we  elect  people  who 

12  are  responsible  for  gathering  information  far  beyond  that 

13  available  to  most  of  us  mere  citlsens,  and  as  such,  I  think 

14  it's  incumbent  upon  us  to  support  the  decisions  those  people 

15  make.  If  we're  uncomfortable  with  the  decision  of  our 

16  representatives,  then  it  is  further  incumbent  upon  us  to  do 

17  something  about  it  and  elect  somebody  else. 

18  That  being  said,  I  can't  argue  a  whole  lot  with 

19  what  some  of  the  Committee  of  the  90 's  members  have  said. 

This  country  and  the  Soviet  union  have  been  fighting  a  cold 

21  war  for  any  number  of  years,  and  I’m  coming  to  the  conclusion 

22  that  the  cold  war  probably  ended  some  years  ago,  and  neither 

23  one  of  ug  realises  it  yet.  Me  both  about  broke  ourselves 

24  trying  to  support  the  build  up  of  weapons  systems  over  the 

25  years.  Ths  Soviet  economy  is  an  absolute  disaster,  and  it 
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1 

will  remain  in  a  state  of  disaster  for  years  and  years  to 

2 

come-  The  United  States  economy  clearly  Is  troubled  trying 

3 

to  support  ell  of  the  social  programs,  the  military  programs. 

4 

the  foreign  aid  programs  that  we’ve  done  over  the  years,  much 

5 

to  our  detriment. 

6 

And  I  think  things  Leing  incumbent  upon  us,  as  I 

7 

have  mentioned  before,  it’*  incumbent  upon  us  as  nations  to 

8 

get  together  end  try  to  resolve  this  thing.  Me  simply  cannot 

9 

afford  to  keep  doing  this.  Now,  granted,  we  cannot,  we 

10 

cannot  unilaterally  try  to  disarm,  either,  because  unless 

11 

they  do  it,  we  can’t  do  it.  The  answer  la  simply  not  that 

12 

simple,  it’s  e  very  complex  issue. 

13 

But  I  do  have  one  little  general  request.  One  of 

14 

the  things  that,  or  a  couple  of  things  that  you  mentioned  had 

15 

to  do  with  the  things  in  Great  Falls  that  were,  that  would  be  | 

16 

environmentally,  or  the  true  environmental  impact*!  That  was 

17 

the  transportation  issue  and  the  jail  issue.  Other 

18 

communities,  and  I  can’t  remember  all  of  them,  but  eome  of 

19 

the  communities  did  have  other  things  that  were  detrimental 

20 

to  them.  But  when  the  pecking  orders  of  bases  is  lined  out. 

21 

and  for  instance  Dyeas,  which  I  recall  from  the  slide,  didn’t 

22 

have  anything,  no  major  impacts  against  it,  but  if  Dyesa 

23 

ranks  lower  on  the  list  than  Malmstrom  does  when  the  priority 

39  24 

list  Is  laid  out.  is  there  any  federal  funds  available 

25 

somewhere  to  help  defray  the  coat  of  these  for  Great  Falls  or 
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39 1  1 

any  other  communities  that  may  need  support  for  that  matter? 

2 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH t  What  we  beve  done  —  I  guess 

3 

the  best  answer  to  your  question,  sir,  is  to  give  you  an 

4 

example  of  what  we've  done  in  the  past  as  1  clear  indication 

5 

of  how  we  wish  to  work  with  the  communities  to  resolve  any 

6 

impacts  that  we’re  imposing  upon  the  community.  In  the  esse 

7 

of  Wyoming,  where  we  deployed  the  Peacekeeper  and  Minutaman 

8 

silos,  we  worked  very  closely  with  that  community,  with  the 

9 

local  officials,  with  the  state  officials,  flrat  of  all  to 

10 

halp  identify  what  the  impacts  were  end  to  pick  the 

11 

1  appropriate  mitlgetions  and  to  help  Implement  those 

12 

mitigations.  We  helped  them  in  the  planning,  we  helped  them 

13 

to  collect,  we  actually  went  to  Congress  and  got  monies  so 

14 

they  could  build  s  new  elementary  school  to  accommodate  the 

15 

children  associated  with  the  large  inmlgratlon  into  the 

16 

area.  We  also  got  monlas  from  tha  Congress  to  help  them 

17 

18 

welle  that  needed  to  be  upgraded  to  insure  a  reliable  eource 

19 

of  water  during  the  peak  construction  period.  We  also  worked 

20 

21 

opportunity  of  local  companies  to  compete  for  the  contracts 

22 

that  were  being  provided,  end  we  were  very  euceeseful  there 

23 

with  both  s  third  of  the  prime  contracts  and  over  half  of  ths 

24 

subcontracts  going  to  Wyoming  compsnias.  We  also  worked  with 

25 

thesi  to  insure  that  any  other  company  that  would  be  doing 

1 
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1  business  in  the  ares  would  actually  get  a  license  to  operate 

2  in  Wyoming,  and  so  therefore  add  further  to  the  tax  referee 

3  news. 

4  So  there  was  various  ways  In  which  we  worked  with 

5  that  community  to  alleviate  impacts,  and  we  also  followed  up 

6  with  e  monitoring  program  to  identify  how  successful  we  were. 

7  And  I  think  the  conclusions  of  that  community  were  that  it 

8  was  very  successful,  that  the  Impacts  actually  were  much  less 

9  than  we  predicted,  and  the  community  actually  benefltted  from 
10  this  program. 

H  And  they  were,  they  are  so  enthused  about  it  that 

12  one  of  the  things  —  the  way  we  did  business  there  lest  time, 

13  that  one  of  the  things  I  have  to  do  tomorrow  afternoon  Is  sit 

14  down  with  the  community  leaders  again  to  discuss  how  we’re 

15  going  to  implement  similar  measures  this  time  around.  So  I 

16  think  that  is  the  beet  example  of  how  the  Air  Force  can  work 

17  with  the  community  to  reaolve  these  problems. 

18  BILL  PARKER!  Thenk  you. 

19  COLONEL  McSHANEj  Thank  you.  Arlyne  Reichert? 

20  ARLYNE  REICHERT t  Gentlemen,  the  panel,  I'm  sorry 

21  there  are  no  women  on  the  panel,  but  nevertheless  I'm  Atlyne 

22  Reichert,  a  former  legislator.  Constitutional  Convention 

23  delegate. 

24  when  I  told  a  visiting  relative  from  out  of  state 

25  that  we  were  having  this  MX  hearing,  he  eeid.  "Why  bother?* 
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1 

B*  said,  -Our  congressional  leaders  trill  never  go  for  it.- 

l 

transportation  route  quantity  distance  for  the  siting  to 

And  I've  talked  to  many  paopia  along  the  beltway,  and  they 

2 

Malmstrom  Air  Pores  Base.  That  was  the  appropriate  distance 

•eea  to  think  thie  la  rather  a  traate  of  time,  too,  but 

3 

to  use  for  that  particular  facility. 

4 

nevertheleea  since  we're  being  confronted  with  thia  7  or  8 

4 

ARLYNE  REICHERT;  Appropriate,  thank  you.  My 

5 

■  illion  dollar  environmental  stateaent,  I  think  wo  have  to 

41 

5 

second  question,  Montana  Power  has  inadequate  lines  to 

€ 

take  it  seriously,  and  Great  Palla  ia  our  environnent  that 

Malmstrom  Air  Force  Base  to  handle  the  extra  loads  by  MX  Rail 

7 

!  . 

would  be  impacted. 

7 

Garrison.  Hill  the  internal  power  system  be  adequate  for  the 

So  I  have  two  specific  questions.  One,  in  the 

8 

Rail  Garrison  MX? 

9 

south  site  option,  the  air  atrip  itself  is  located  within  the 

9 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH;  I  will  ask  Mr.  Hickman  to 

10 

explosive  safety  ions.  Is  this  wise  planning?  Would  you 

10 

respond  to  that  question. 

11 

like  to  address  that,  please? 

11 

MR.  HICKMAN;  Ne  have  been  in  contact  with  Montana 

12 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  In  developing  the  explosive 

12 

Power,  and  currently  they  have  told  us  that  the  additional 

safety  sones,  there  were  different  criteria  for  different 

13 

energy  requirement  would  not  put  an  undue  load  on  the  current 

14 

classes  of  operations.  And  there's  an  inhabited  building 

14 

delivery  system,  if  in  the  future  some  change  would  occur. 

15 

xone,  which  is  the  one  that  I  referred  to  today,  but  there 

15 

additional  lines  may  be  required. 

16 

are  other  intermediate  xonea. 

16 

17 

For  instance,  there  night  be  an  interaagazine  zone 

17 

correct  in  its  evaluation  than  it  was  with  the  Colstrlp 

18 

to  separate  one  facility  from  another  that  might  have 

18 

project.  I  happened  to  be  in  the  legislature  when  Colstrlp  4 

explosives  in  it  so  that  you  could  not  have  a  sympathetic 

19 

passed,  and  they  were  a  little  wrong  in  their  assessment  of 

20 

detonation.  You  have  interoperational  zones,  where  you  would 

20 

that  power  supply.  Thank  you. 

21 

separate  facilities  where  you  might  have  people  working  in 

21 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  Thank  you.  Roscoe  Canon. 

22 

1  support  of  the  program.  And  then  you  have  a  zone  for  public 

22 

ROSCOE  CANCM;  I  know  this  is  getting  to  be  s  long 

23 

transportation  routes,  and  that  would  Include  runways,  major 

23 

drawn  out  program,  so  I'll  keep  my  comments  very  minimal. 

24 

highways,  utility  lines  that  were  providing  prime  source  of 

24 

I'm  a  retired  Master  Sergeant,  Air  Force,  having 

25 

power  to  a  particular  area.  And  we  have  honored  the  public 

25 

worked  in  civil  engineering  for  some  ten  years,  and  I  respect 
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1 

the  obligation  to  the  responsibilities  that  all  of  you 

1 

state  conference  has  come  out  diametrically  opposed  to  any 

2 

gentlemen  have.  I’m  sure  you're  doing  the  best  within  your 

2 

military  improvements  in  the  system,  and  I'm  sure  when  the 

3 

official  capacities. 

3 

National  Quadrennial  Conference  comes  up  that  that  will  be 

4 

However,  after  spending  25  years  in  the  military 

4 

unamimously  voted  on  through  the  National  Church. 

5 

service  and  working  with  the  fallacy  of  the  escalation  of 

5 

Everybody  else  has  spoken  to  the  issues  very 

6 

military  programs  and  the  counter  programs  by  the  Soviets, 

6 

nicely,  and  I  would  like  to  close  with  one  simple  comment. 

7 

the  absurdity  of  the  situation  becomes  recognizable. 

7 

As  responsible  American  citizens,  I'd  like  to  use  an  old 

a 

I  would  like  tr  read  into  the  record  a  book  by 

8 

English  expression,  it  is  incumbent  upon  all  of  us  Americans 

9 

Professor  Kenneth  Ross  Toole;  the  name  of  the  book  is  the 

9 

to  be  honest,  loyal,  opposed  to  anything  we  feel  is 

10 

Rape  of  the  Great  Plains. 

10 

Inadequate,  unnecessary.  Especially  in  regards  to  our  Soviet 

11 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  Could  you  spell  that  name, 

11 

relations  Improving  now,  snd  being  a  military  man,  I  know  how 

12 

please,  for  the  reporter? 

12 

dubious  that  is,  and  I  know  we  have  to  be  prepared  and  aware. 

13 

** 

ROSCOE  CANON j  Kenneth  Ross,  R-o-e-s,  Toole, 

42 

13 

but  I  hope  we  can  find  a  middle  ground  for  the  utilization  of 

this  money  for  civilian  purposes  instead  of  military 

15 

University  of  Montana. 

15 

purposes. 

16 

C CL ON EL  McSHANB:  Thank  you. 

16 

I  am  also  a  member  of  the  Steering  Committee  of  the 

17 

ROSCOE  CANON;  This  book  has  an  indirect  bearing  on 

17 

90 's,  and  we  are  aiming  at  creating  a  large  organization  to 

18 

the  situation,  in  that  he  documents  the  fallacy  of  the 

18 

change  our  intraeconomy  from  a  military  economy  of  some  50 

19 

American  system  In  regards  to  the  responsibility  to  our 

19 

years  duration  to  one  of  civilian  economy  and  creativity. 

20 

entire  environment. 

20 

Thank  you,  gentlemen. 

21 

The  human  fallacy  of  not  looking  beyond  our  noses 

21 

COLONS,  McSHANB ;  Thenk  you.  Mill  Crough? 

22 

is  very,  very  highly  documented.  Especially  inability  of 

22 

MILL  CROUCH;  My  nemo  ia  Mill  Crough,  I'm  a 

23 

human  beings  to  match  their  own  resources,  let  alone  their 

23 

husband,  father  and  builder  here  in  Great  Falls. 

24 

own  technology.  To  go  a  little  bit  further,  I'm  a 

24 

I  think  the  psnel  has  misled  the  people.  You  tslk 

25 

representative  of  the  United  Methodist  Church,  and  the  recent 

25 

sbout  national  naad,  the  train*  will  only  go  out  on  the  rails 
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1 

In  national  need,  in  tlaas  of  national  need.  but  national 

1 

your  job,  it's  your  responsibility  as  citizens  to  tell  thea 

2 

need  changaa.  Back  in  tha  1940 's  whan  thay  built  atratagic 

2 

exactly  how  you  feel. 

3 

bombers.  thay  bad  no  concaption  that  they’d  ba  flying,  thay'd 

3 

Thank  you. 

4 

ba  scrambled  at  all  tiaaa,  not  nacaaaaclly  B-S2'a  today,  but 

4 

COLONEL  Me SHANE;  Thank  you.  John  Koslosky?  I 

43 

5 

thara  would  ba  aiaailaa  on  atatlon  in  tha  United  States,,  in 

5 

think  I  pronounced  it  right,  John  Koslosky,  K-o-s-l-o-s-fc-y? 

6 

tha  oceans  at  all  tiaaa.  Tout  national  naad,  tha  Departaent 

6 

Not  here.  Patricia  Aliperto?  Art  Dlckhoff? 

7 

of  Dafansa  could  change  toaorcow  tha  idea  of  national  naad 

7 

ART  DICKHOPP:  Colonel  McShane,  members  of  the 

8 

for  tha  NX,  it  could  ba  without  your  consent.  Just  tha  fact 

8 

panel,  I 'a  Art  Dlckhoff,  resident  of  Great  Palls,  Chairman  of 

9 

that  tha  Departaent  of  Defense  and  tha  adainistratlon  decides 

9 

the  Great  Falls  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce,  would  like  to  read 

10 

that  thay  should  ba  out  on  tha  rails,  they  could  ba  thara 

10 

a  statement  of  a  position  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  has  taken. 

11 

toaorrow  and  wa  would  not  have  a  coaaant.  So  that's 

11 

If  the  administration  and  the  Congress  conclude 

12 

aoaathing  that  you  cannot  address  and  you  can't  deny  it. 

12 

that  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  are  in  the  national 

13 

Nr.  Hlckaan,  does  your  coapany,  it's  a  subsidiary, 

13 

interest,  and  if  the  military  or  envitonaental  strategic  and 

14 

is  it  a  subsidiary  of  a  defense  contractor? 

14 

15 

MR.  HICKMAN:  No,  sir. 

15 

deployment  site,  the  state  administration,  legislature,  local 

441  « 

MILL  CROUCH:  Who  owns  Tatra  Tech. 

45 

16 

government  and  the  citizenry  should  welcome  the  mission. 

17 

MR.  HICKMAN:  Tatra  Tech  is  is  currently  an 

17 

cooperate  with  it  fully  and  continue  the  same  excellent  Base- 

18 

eaployee  owned  coapany. 

18 

Conunity  relationship  which  Great  Falls  and  Montana  have  had 

19 

MILL  CROUCH:  Okay,  all  right.  There's  been  talk 

19 

the  past  25  years  with  Nalastroa  Air  Force  Base  and  the 

20 

about  what  it  takes  to  be  a  good  citizen,  that  wa  sit,  we 

20 

Minuteaan  I CBM  coaplex  already  here. 

21 

elect  representatives  and  they  go  and  do  their  job.  Hell,  I 

21 

Thank  you. 

22 

think  a  citizen's  job  is  to  ride  your  legislator,  to  tell  hia 

22 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  Thank  you.  Patrick  Aliperto? 

23 

what  you  want  to  do.  The  inforaation  is  out  there  about 

23 

Not  here  either?  Janes  Humphrey,  Jr.? 

24 

deterance,  about  eras.  It  has  nothing  to  do  with  sitting 

24 

JANES  HUMPHREY,  JR.:  Good  evening,  I'm  Jim 

25 

there  and  letting  the  legislators  do  their  job  and  vote;  it's 

25 

Humphrey,  Jr.,  I 'a  a  Great  Falls  resident  and  a  Great  Falls 
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1 

native.  My  first  question  is  one  which  I  subaitted  to  the 

1 

which  are  planned  to  be  in  existence  for  the  rest  of  our 

2 

scoping  process  in  writing,  and  I  didn’t  see  it  addressed  in 

2 

strategic  forces,  that  is  for  our  strategic  boabera  and  the 

3 

the  Els.  I'd  like  the  coaaents  of  the  panel  on  it. 

3 

submarines  at  sea.  So  this  will  not  use  any  technology  or 

4 

Do  the  command,  communication  and  control  systems 

4 

'any  new  systems  other  than  those  which  are  currently  planned/ 

5 

that  would  be  necessitated  by  the  MX  Missile  Rail  Garrison, 

5 

in  other  words,  this  systea  will  fit  within  the  strategic 

6 

as  well  as  tha  coaaand,  communication  and  control  systems 

6 

coaaand  controlling  architecture  foe  all  systeas,  and  there 

7 

that  aight  be  needet  cor  other  proposed  systems,  such  as  tha 

7 

are,  for  example,  strategic  system  satellites  which  this 

46 

8 

Midgetaan  system,  pose  any  type  of  threat  to  the  human  health 

8 

particular  rail  garrison  would  be  able  to  communicate  with. 

9 

in  Great  Falls?  Of  course  tha  systaas  use  and  propagate 

9 

But  just  the  rail  garrison  system  is  primarily  in  a 

10 

different  kinds  of  energy,  such  as  various  electromagnetic 

10 

listen  aode/  in  other  words,  it  doesn't  transmit  hardly  at 

11 

emissions  and  possibly  sound  waves,  and  other  forms  that  I 

11 

all,  except  to  Interoperate  on  the  noraal  radio 

12 

couldn't  even  guess  at.  It's  a  genuine  concern,  is  there  any 

12 

coaaun ications  net,  primarily  the  VHP  which  the  trains  use 

13 

13 

now  for  interoperations  dispatch. 

14 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH :  Colonel  Branch,  will  you  answer 

14 

JANES  HUMPHREY,  JR. :  Thank  you.  My  second 

15 

that  question,  please? 

15 

question  is  a  voicing  of  concern  on  ay  part  about  the 

16 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  When  the  system  is  in  garrison,  it 

16 

physical  safety  of  Great  Falls  residents  and  the  effect  on 

17 

will  use  the  same  kinds  of  coaaunication  systems  which 

17 

that  safety  of  the  housing  program  within  city  limits  of 

16 

currently  exist  for  our  Minuteaan  forces  in  other  words,  when 

18 

eight  to  twelve  NX  aiseiles  carrying  80  to  120  nuclear 

19 

it's  in  garrison,  it  will  be  plugged  into  both  those  radio 

19 

20 

coaaunication  systems  and  those  existing  land  line  and  hard 

20 

possible  effect  of  the  dispersal  of  the  poisonous  clouds  if 

21 

line  coaaunication  ayeteas  which  exist  for  our  Minuteaan 

47 

21 

the  fuel  is  either  burnt  up  or  evaporated,  as  described  in 

22 

force,  and  in  that  sense  it  will  replicate  very  closely  what 

22 

Chapter  5  of  the  Draft  EIS,  and  I 'a  concerned  about  the 

21 

we  do. 

23 

remote  possibility  of  a  dispersal  of  plutonlua  in  most  places 

24 

Mhen  it's  deployed,  it  will  use  those  aoblle 

24 

of  substance  in  earth  through  incineration.  And  I  realise 

25 

coMunicatlon  systeas  which  are  already  in  existence  and 

25 

that  the  EIS  document  tries  to  aake  a  convincing  case  that 
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1 

tb«o*  possibilities  at*  extremely  react*  compared  to  other 

1 

that  something  you  can  respond  to7  Can  you  answer  that 

47 

2 

risks  that  w*  run,  and  yet  in  a  world  where  complicated 

2 

question  tonight? 

3 

technical  systems  constantly  break  down,  I'm  not  completely 

3 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Well,  perhaps  Colonel  Branch 

4 

reassured. 

4 

can  answer  the  question. 

5 

This  week,  1  mean  this  decade  has  witnessed  the 

5 

6 

Three  Mile  Island  catastrophe,  the  Chernoble  catastrophe. 

6 

operating  a  liquid,  sealed  liquid  fuel  for  the  fourth  stag* 

7 

recently  the  Aegis  cruiser  in  the  Persian  Gulf  shot  down  an 

7 

system  similar  to  what  is  in  there  right  now,  which  is 

a 

Iranian  aircraft  because  they  thought  it  was  a  attacking 

8 

operation  deployed,  at  F.  E.  Warren  Air  Force  Base,  we've 

9 

fighter  plan*.  These  systems  fail,  and  so  in  light  of  that. 

9 

been  operating  that  kind  of  system  for  15  years,  and  we've 

10 

I'm  disturbed  by  some  of  the,  by  some  of  the  possible  effects 

10 

never  even  had  anything  close  to  a  leak  out  of  that  system. 

11 

if  the  fuel  or  tfi*  plutonium  were  to  incinerate. 

11 

so  we're  really  pleased  with  that.  That's  about  15  years  of 

12 

I've  left  my  notes  back  at  my  seat,  so  my  memory  is 

12 

experience. 

13 

that  if  the  solid  fuel  were  to  explode,  not  burn  but  explode, 

13 

14 

there  would  be  a  50  percent  casualty  rate  for  humans  within 

14 

business  for  about  25  years  or  more,  and  they  never  really 

15 

1.6  miles  of  the  disaster,  and  ay  aeaory  further  is  that  if 

15 

had  an  accident  where  those  propellants  in  any  operational 

16 

the  fourth  stage,  which  has  liquid  fuel,  were  to  even  escape 

16 

sense,  you  know,  at  any  time  that  we've  had  it  as  a  deployed 

17 

its  containment  and  evaporate,  that  would  pose  a  tremendous 

17 

system,  have  ever  come  close  to  exploding  or  burning  or 

IB 

fire  hasard,  especially  since  one  of  the  fuels  promotes 

18 

causing  any  accident.  We've  had  some  liquid  fuel  problems. 

19 

spontaneous  combustion  by  everything  within  a  certain 

19 

but  we've  never  had  any  solid  fuel  problems,  and  as  I  say  we 

20 

distance,  ano  if  the  fourth  stage  liquid  fuel  were  to  ignite. 

20 

do  have  the  Peacekeeper  deployed  at  F.  E.  Warren  now,  so  w* 

21 

it  seems  quit*  likely  the  solid  stag*  fumes  might  go  off. 

21 

have  some  operational  experience. 

22 

too.  It  seems  like  a  genuine  hazard,  and  I  just  want  to  say 

22 

But  that  fourth  stage  sealed  liquid  system  has 

23 

I'm  a  little  uneasy  living  next  to  it. 

23 

turned  out  over  the  past  15  years,  and  which  is  very  similar. 

24 

Thank  you. 

24 

to  be  an  extremely  safe  way  of  handling  it,  so  w*  feel 

25 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  Thank  you.  Colonel  Walsh,  is 

25 

confident  that  the  statistics  that  are  generated  on  the 
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1 

expectation  of  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  are  very 

1 

Let  me  just  read  a  father's  feelings  after  his 

2 

good,  based  on  our  appraisal  and  experience. 

2 

children  died  in  Nagasaki,  in  honor  of  those  who  died  and 

3 

COLONEL  McSRANE:  Lucretla  Humphrey? 

3 

those  who  are  trying  to  keep  that  from  ever  happening  again. 

LUC RET I A  HUMPHREY:  My  name  is  Lucretla  Humphrey,  I 

4 

"On  August  9,  1950,  the  city  was  bombed.  Next 

5 

live  her*  in  Great  Palls,  Montana,  and  I'm  a  mother. 

5 

morning,  I  found  the  bodies  of  two  of  my  children,  aged  four 

6 

Good  evening,  gentlemen,  good  evening  concerned 

6 

and  one.  These  Infants  had  gasped  up  their  last  lives  so 

7 

citizens.  I  want  to  thank  you  for  going  through  this  whole 

7 

near  me. 

8 

process  tonight  and  taking  advantage  of  what  democracy  has  to 

e 

"Trees  and  houses  all  gone,  now  day  is  dawning. 

offer  us. 

9 

There  is  nothing  I  can  do.  There  they  lie  on  the  ground 

10 

10 

swarming  with  flies.  My  oldest  boy  in  first  year  of  junior 

11 

tonight  on  the  night  of  Nagasaki  43  years  ago,  I  just  think 

11 

high  school  is  also  dying.  Under  the  biasing  sun  I  go  to 

12 

48 

12 

find  water  for  my  son's  last  earthly  drink.  He  spends  his 

48 

13 

talking  about.  Hiroshima  was  devastated  by  a  bomb  of  13 

13 

last  night  beside  his  mother,  his  face  lit  by  the  moon.  Two 

14 

kilotons,  70,000  to  100,000  people  died  immediately. 

14 

bodies  11*  outside  and  one  inside  the  air  raid  shelter,  the 

15 

Nagasaki  three  days  later  was  hit  with  a  22  kiloton  bomb. 

15 

moonlight  streaming  in. 

16 

40,000  people  died  immediately  with  40,000  being  injured. 

16 

"I  go  to  find  some  wood  for  the  funeral  pyres  for 

17 

As  you  can  see,  the  smaller  bomb  killed  wore 

17 

ay  three  children.  Out  among  the  dragonflies  I  gather  wood 

18 

people;  that's  because  of  the  geography  of  the  two  areas. 

18 

for  the  cremation.  The  breezes  blow  as  I  light  the  fire,  ay 

19 

some  of  you  might  already  know  that. 

19 

children,  the  oldest  and  the  middle  are  gone.  Next  morning  1 

20 

w*»r*  talking  about  the  MX,  we're  talking  about  one 

20 

gather  up  the  bones.  In  the  morning  mist  the  bones  of 

21 

21 

brothers  lying  together,  little  bones  like  flower  petals  of 

22 

and  two  of  those  on  a  train,  and  you  can  multiply  to  find  out 

22 

the  pitiful  life  of  a  seven-month  old. 

23 

23 

■The  mother  of  ay  three  children  also  died  at  36. 

24 

garrison  should  go  through  with  four  trains,  1,840  Hlroshimas 

24 

bn*  talked  about  rationing  of  rice  as  her  last  will  and 

25 

represented  next  door  to  us. 

25 

testament.  I  have  lost  everything.  I  have  only  four  bomb 
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48 

1 

death  cartif icataa.  A  rather  from  Nagasaki.* 

1 

a  construction  approved  along  River  Road  just  outside  of 

2 

Thank  you. 

2 

Malmstrom.  Were  these  two  projects  taken  into  consideration. 

3 

COLONEL  He SHANE i  Thank  you.  Mauri  Novak?  Mauri 

49 

3 

considering  congestion  or  potential  congestion  around 

4 

Novak? 

4 

Mai mat r ob? 

5 

MAN  PROM  THE  AUDIENCE;  He  stepped  out  just  Cor  a 

5 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH;  Nr.  Bickaan,  would  you  like  to 

6 

■Inuta. 

6 

answer  that? 

7 

COLONEL  McSHANE;  Alan  Hobbs. 

7 

MR.  HICKMAN;  Tes,  sir,  they  were.  We  still. 

0 

ALAN  HOBBS ;  My  naae  is  Alan  Hobbs.  I  live  at  2309 

8 

however,  looked  at  the  iapacts  on  traffic  during  the 

9 

11th  Street  Southwest  in  Great  Falls.  I  have  just  a  few 

9 

construction  period  on  South  Tenth  and  at  the  aain  gate  as 

10 

consents  and  a  couple  of  questions. 

10 

being  one  that  would  b*  perceived  by  drivers  in  the  area,  so 

11 

Great  Falla.  Z  live  here  because  this  is  where  I 

11 

we  saw  that  to  be  a  problem.  However,  once  we  get  to  the 

12 

like  to  live.  I've  lived  in  other  locations,  and  we've 

12 

operational  phase,  those  probleas  really  will  not  be  great 

13 

always  ended  up  coaing  back  to  Great  Falls,  coaing  back  to 

13 

enough  to  be  perceived  by  most  drivers  on  the  road. 

14 

Montana. 

14 

ALAN  HCBBS;  So  you  feel  it's  a  temporary  problem 

15 

We  found  that  Malastroa  has  been  a  good  neighbor, 

15 

or  minimal  problea? 

16 

and  the  reason  it's  a  good  neighbor  Is  because  the  people. 

16 

MR.  HICKMAN;  The  major  change  and  the  aajor  impact 

17 

the  personnel  and  their  f sallies  become  involved  in  the  City 

17 

would  occur  during  the  two-year  construction  period,  yes. 

19 

of  Great  Falla,  and  through  their  involveaent  in  the  City  of 

18 

sir. 

19 

Great  Falla,  they've  becoae  an  asset  to  the  people  of  Great 

19 

ALAN  HCBBS;  Once  the  final  draft  is  prepared,  who 

20 

Falls. 

50 

20 

will  have  the  final  review  of  your  Environmental  Impact 

21 

I  have  two  questions.  One  of  the  negative  items 

21 

Statement? 

22 

earlier  shown  in  the  slide  presentation  was  the  traffic 

22 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH;  Major  Van  Ness  will  answer  that 

49 

23 

congestion  near  Malnstrom.  Now  here  recently  we've  had  a 

23 

question. 

24 

project  on  Highway  87  right  outside  of  the  Air  Force  Base 

24 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Nell,  the  purpose  of  the  statement 

25 

which  is  under  construction  now,  and  I  believe  there  hes  been 

25 

is  to  of  course  provide  the  decision  makers  with  the,  a 
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1 

discussion  of  the  environmental  consequences  associated  with 

1 

discussed  with  you  tonight,  operational  aspects,  costs. 

2 

the  program.  In  that  respect,  the  statement  goes  to  the 

2 

strategic  posturing.  At  that  point,  a  lot  of  other 

3 

Department  of  Defense,  to  Congress,  to  the  President. 

3 

considerations  will  take  place,  of  which  only  one  is  the 

4 

The  review  process,  the  public  doesn't  participate 

4 

environmental  iapacts  that  would  be  associated  with  the 

5 

in  the  review  of  the  final  document  in  the  same  way  it 

5 

program. 

participates  in  the  review  of  the  draft  document.  There  will 

6 

So  it's  not  the  environmental  document  that 

7 

not  be  another  set  of  hearings  where  the  public  will  have 

7 

necessarily  determines  whether  the  system  will  be  deployed. 

a 

another  opportunity  to  comment.  So  they  really  only  have  two 

8 

and  if  so  whether  it  will  come  to  Malmstrom  or  go  someplace 

9 

avenues  for  commenting  on  the  final  document,  and  that  is 

9 

else. 

10 

they  may  make  comments  to  their  elected  representatives  so 

10 

ALAN  HOBBS;  Nell,  speaking  for  myself  —  my 

11 

that  their  comments  can  be  taken  into  consideration  along 

11 

children  have  had  to  leave  the  atate,  it's  a  little  hard  to 

12 

with  the  document  Itself,  or  to  the  Air  Force  so  their 

12 

find  good  paying  jobs  here  in  Montana  —  speaking  for  myself. 

13 

comments  can  accompany  the  document,  perhaps,  or  if  history 

51 

13 

if  it  is  decided  that  the  MX  or  Midgetman  is  deemed 

14 

repeats  ltaelf,  we'll  be  sued  and  we'll  respond  in  that  way. 

14 

necessary,  and  with  the  good  relationship  we've  had  with  the 

15 

ALAN  HOBBS;  So  what  you're  saying  is  Congress  and 

15 

personnel  at  Malmstrom,  I  personally  would  welcome  any 

16 

the  administration  will  have  final  say-so  as  to  approval. 

16 

additional  people  you  want  to  move  to  Montana. 

17 

whether  or  not  it  will  be  Implemented? 

17 

COLONEL  McSHANE;  Mauri  Novak  back? 

18 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS;  The  program  itself? 

18 

MAURI  NCVAK i  Thanks  for  waiting.  Gentlemen,  Ma'm, 

19 

ALAN  HOBBS;  Tes. 

19 

first  I’d  like  to  ask  a  few  questions,  if  I  might.  Someone  a 

20 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS;  The  environmental  document  only 

20 

little  while  ago  mentioned  their  dissatisfaction  that  the 

21 

provides  a  tiny  piece  of  that  puttie.  Our  task  is  to  provide 

21 

only  hearing  was  here  in  Great  Falls,  and  I  would  like  to 

22 

the  decision  makers  an  objective  appraisal  of  the 

52 

22 

echo  that.  I'm  a  representative  from  Liberty,  Liberty  People 

23 

environmental  impacts  associated  with  the  deployment  of  the 

23 

for  Peace,  which  is  an  interfaith  group  in  Chester,  Montana, 

24 

system.  Added  to  that,  the  decision  makers  will  take  into 

24 

and  seeing  aa  how  there  is  a  major  line  going  through  the 

25 

consideration  a  lot  of  things  that  Colonel  Walsh  has 

25 

Hi-Line  of  Montana,  I  think  there  should  have  been  a  hearing 
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1 

in  Havre  or  Shelby  or  any  of  the  towns  along  the  Hi-Line,  if 

1 

threat  expert.  Tou  get  into  that  in  wore  detail  probably 

2 

that  la  indeed  where  some  of  the  trains  are  proposed  to  go 

2 

gets  into  classified,  but  that’s  what  the  threat  analysis 

3 

through. 

3 

experts  say. 

4 

My  first  question  la  directed  to  Colonel  Walsh. 

54 

4 

MAORI  NOVAK:  Row  many  different  garrisons  are 

5 

Earlier,  you  mentioned  that  one  of  the  purposes  of  this 

5 

there  proposed,  how  many  different  — 

6 

defense  systea  is  to  Insure  that  we  have  adequate  defense  if 

6 

colonel  BRANCH:  How  many  different  garrisons? 

7 

the  Soviets  or  soaeone  else  should  have  a  breakthrough  and  be 

7 

We’re  looking  at  11  candidate  locations. 

8 

able  to  see  our  subaarines,  and  I  v  derstand  that  reasoning. 

8 

MAORI  NOVAK:  Okay,  and  each  one  has  one  or  two 

9 

But  wouldn't  it  be  easier  now  already  for  then  to  look  down 

9 

trains? 

10 

froa  their  satellites  and  see  our  trains  going  out  on  the 

10 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Depends  on  the  number  deployed. 

11 

rail  systea?  It  seeas  to  ae  that  they  already  have  the 

11 

whether  you're  talking  about  the  50  trains  deployed  or  25 

12 

satellites  in  place  to  see  those  trains,  whereas  the 

12 

trains  deployed. 

13 

possibility  of  thea  discovering  where  the  subaarines  are  at 

13 

MAORI  NOVAK:  Okay.  I  don’t  know  if  that  makes 

14 

any  given  tiae  is  a  aore  remote  possibility.  Could  you 

54 

14 

sense  to  me,  but,  okay.  How  many  trains  are  proposed  for 

15 

address  that? 

15 

Great  Palls? 

16 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Okay,  go.  Colonel  Branch. 

16 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Well,  again  it  depends  on  the 

17 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Our  operational  assessment  of  the 

17 

proposed  alternative.  Peter,  what’s  the  number  of  trains? 

18 

operability  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Systea  has  to  do 

18 

MR.  HICKMAN:  25  trains. 

19 

with  an  assessment  of  the  capabilities  of  the  Soviets  to  in 

19 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Between  four  and  six  trains. 

20 

fact  have  enough  assets,  be  they  satellites  or  whatever,  to 

20 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  Between  four  and  six. 

21 

keep  track  of  all  of  these  trains  and  to  see  thea  all,  and 

21 

MAORI  NOVAK:  Okay. 

22 

the  threat  assessment  folks  say  that  now  and  in  the 

22 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  I'm  trying  to  understand  where 

23 

foreseeable  future  that  they're  not  at  all  able  to  do  that, 

23 

we’re  going  with  these  questions  so  I  can  be  specific  about 

24 

that  would  be  an  inordinately  difficult  task  for  the  Soviets 

24 

the  answer. 

25 

to  have  the  assets  and  the  capability  to  do  that.  T  aa  not  a 

25 

MAURI  NOVAK:  Well,  I  don't  know. 
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1 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE :  He'll  ask  the  questions. 

1 

objections  and  questions  on  specific  points  and  get  to  the 

2 

MAURI  NOVAK:  Many  of  my  questions  and  concerns 

2 

one  thing  you  guys  hate,  and  that' a  a  morality  argument 

3 

have  already  been  brought  up  tonight,  many  of  the  specifics 

3 

against  this  rail  garrison,  or  in  fact  against  nuclear 

4 

were  in  the  DEIS.  One  that  wasn’t  was.  I'll  give  you  a 

4 

weapons  in  general.  Me  are  asked  not  to  do  it,  but  the 

5 

scenario.  If  s  sneak  attack  was  launched,  say  from  off  our 

5 

reason  I  chose  to  do  it  was  because  of  that  statement  in  the 

6 

shores  outside  of  Washington,  and  a  missile  was  headed 

6 

DEIS  on  purpose  and  need.  I  think  in  that  you  voiced  and  put 

7 

towards  Great  Palls,  how  much  time  would  we  have  to  deploy 

7 

forward  a  moral  argument,  and  so  in  rasponsa  I  have  this- 

8 

our  rail  garrison,  our  rail  network? 

8 

I  think  it's  up  to  us  to  ask,  is  this  right?  And  I 

9 

COLONEL  BRANCH:  If  in  the  extraordinarily  unlikely 

9 

think  it's  up  to  us  to  ask  befora  it's  too  late  and  to  ask  to 

10 

event  of  what  we  term  the  Buldabo  attacks,  in  other  words  the 

10 

have  every  opportunity,  whether  it's  here  tonight  or  indeed. 

11 

Soviets  for  some  reason  decided  to  launch,  right  now  as  we 

11 

as  you  suggested,  to  our  elected  and  appointed  official*  who 

12 

sit  here  they  just  decided  that  now  is  the  time  to  attack, 

12 

many  people  have  expressed  so  much  confidence  in,  I  don’t 

13 

and  of  course  that's  why  we  need  a  system  like  that,  but  if 

13 

know  if  I'm  so  confident,  so  I'll  address  It  here. 

14 

they  were  to  suddenly  decide  that  through  some  irrational 

14 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  Mr.  Novak,  you've  had  about  eight 

15 

assessment,  then  the  trains  wouldn't  move  at  all;  in  fact. 

15 

minutes  already  with  your  questions. 

16 

they  would  get  ready  to  launch,  just  like  our  silo  based 

16 

MAURI  NOVAK:  I'll  be  brief. 

17 

missile  launch  would.  In  other  words,  we  wouldn't  move  the 

17 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  30  seconds,  go. 

18 

trains  out  at  all. 

18 

MAURI  NOVAK:  Lately  we've  been  asked  to  put  our 

19 

Okay.  However,  the  normal  scenario  for  deployment 

19 

feet  in  technology.  Forty-three  years  ago  we  had  a  leak  in 

20 

has  to  do  with  what's  called  strategic  warning,  and  that  is 

20 

technology,  and  for  a  while  It  solved  the  problem,  in  effect 

21 

watching  the  great  Indicators  of  the  kinds  of  things  that 

21 

got  the  Japanese  out  of  the  Sec^^d  World  War,  but  1  think  it 

22 

Soviets  would  have  to  do  to  gat  their  strategic  forces  ready 

22 

created  aore  problems.  It  has  not  made  us  a  aore  secure 

23 

for  a  strategic  global  conflict,  and  there  are  many,  many  of 

23 

world  or  safer  world,  it  has  mads  us  a  more  frightened  and 

24 

those,  and  that  would  take  days,  if  not  weeks. 

24 

suspicious  world.  Wa  can  no  longer  have  the  luxury  of  simply 

25 

MAURI  NOVAK-  I  think  I'm  going  to  skip  all  my 

25 

viewing  our  adversaries  with  distaste,  we  must  be  terrified 
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1 

them  because  of  nuclear  weapons. 

2 

We  are  not  a  safer  world  now  because  of  the 

3 

Nagasaki  bomb.  That  bomb  is  a  firefly  in  a  forest  fire  when 

4 

compared  to  the  terrific  stock  piles  of  nuclear  weapons 

56 1  5 

today.  We  are  not  safer  because  of  nuclear  weapons.  One 

more  system  out  of  the  pile  will  only  make  s  poor,  more 

7 

threatened  world.  The  MX  system  is  only  one  more  accident 

waiting  to  happen.  It  is  time  to  turn  sway  from  our  trust  in 

9 

our  own  infallible  technology  and  instead  trust  in  one 

10 

another  and  trust  in  God. 

11 

COLONEL  Kc SHANE i  Time,  Wr .  Novak. 

12 

LAST  IN  THE  AUDIENCE »  Bow  many  more  people  are 

13 

there  to  testify? 

14 

COLONEL  Me SHANE i  l*m  going  to  take  one  more. 

LADT  IN  THE  AUDIENCE i  Could  you  let  ue  know  how 

many  are  signed  up? 

17 

COLONEL  Me SHANE:  Sure.  Roger  Young? 

18 

ROGER  YCONG:  My  name  is  Roger  Young  and  I'm 

57  ” 

President  of  the  Great  Fells  Area  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  I 

20 

wish  to  speak  in  support  of  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 

21 

Statement,  which  I  have  read. 

22 

It  ia  my  assessment  that  the  statement  makes 

23 

24 

25 

Garrison's  deployment  in  the  Great  Falls  area.  As  I  see  it, 
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1 

problems  which  the  coaiunlty  may  face  in  infrastructure,  such 

2 

as  housing,  schools,  etcetera,  are  similar  to  those  problems 

3 

which  we  are  experiencing  currently  with  the  activation  of 

4 

the  31st  Air  Refueling  Wing.  We're  managing  end  dealing  with 

5 

those  problems  quite  capably.  Indeed,  that's  the  purpose  of 

6 

the  BIS,  to  identify  the  problems  so  that  the  military  and 

7 

the  federal  government  ere  given  proper  responsibility  for 

8 

mitigating  it. 

9 

As  was  pointed  out  earlier,  and  in  Mr.  Parker's 

10 

queatlona,  you  can,  I  think,  help  us  litigate  those  two 

11 

significant  impacts.  You  can  help  us  ovescome  the  problem  of 

12 

replacing  an  overcrowded  jail,  a  jail  that  is  already 

13 

overcrowded,  and  perhaps  our  traffic  congestion  on  Tenth 

14 

Avenue  South  can  also  be  relieved  with  construction  of  an 

15 

arterial,  which  is  also  currently  needed  but  on  the 

16 

long-range  building  plana. 

17 

The  Chamber  disagrees  with  those  who  believe  that 

18 

just  because  these  problems  have  been  identified,  that  should 

19 

be  reason  enough  to  oppose  the  placement  of  the  Peacekeeper 

20 

Rail  Garrison  here.  On  the  contrary,  we  believe  tbat  if  the 

21 

Peacekeeper  ia  deemed  essential  to  the  nation's  defense  by 

22 

the  President  and  the  Congress,  we  believe  it  will  be  good 

23 

for  Montana  and  good  for  Great  Falls.  If  the  weapons  system 

24 

is  going  to  be  deployed,  we  believe  it  might  as  wall  ba  here 

25 
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associated  with  this  deployment,  we  f Irmly  believe  we  have 
the  capacity  and  the  talent  to  deal  with  that. 

Great  Falls  and  Montana  has  had  an  excellent  close 
working  relationship  with  the  military  for  many  years  and 
we're  confident  that  that  relationship  will  continue  with  the 
Peacekeeper . 

COLCNEL  McSRASS :  Thank  you.  We  will  concl ude  the 
proceedings  at  this  time.  Please  remember  that  you  have 
until  31  August  to  submit  written  materials  to  be  included  in 
the  transcript  of  the  hearing.  Once  again,  oral  and  written 
statements  or  comments  will  be  afforded  equal  weight.  Please 
be  assured  that  Air  Force  decision  makers  will  carefully 
consider  each  viewpoint  raised  here  tonight  when  deciding  the 
ultimate  course  of  action  on  this  proposal. 

Thank  you.  This  public  hearing  is  adjourned  at 

10i 04. 
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STATE  OP  MONTANA  ) 

,  )  SB  . 

County  of  Cascade  ) 

I,  Janice  L.  Wolter,  Registered  Professional 
Reporter  and  Notary  Public  for  the  State  of  Montana,  residing 
in  Great  Falls,  Montana,  do  hereby  certifyi 

That  I  was  duly  authorized  to  and  did  report  the 
hearing  held  in  the  above-entitled  causer 

That  the  foregoing  pages  of  this  transcript 
constitute  a  true  and  accurate  transcription  of  my  stenotype 
notes  of  the  said  proceedings. 

I  further  certify  that  I  am  not  an  attorney  not 
counsel  of  any  of  the  parties,  nor  a  relative  or  employee  of 
any  person  connected  with  the  action,  nor  financially 
interested  in  the  action. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF ,  I  have  hereunto  set  my  hand  and 
seal  on  this  the  day  of  _  1988. 


J price  L.  woltet 
Registered  Professional  Reporter 
Notary  Public.  State  of  Montana 
Residing  in  Great  Falls,  Montana. 
My  Commission  expirest  5/26/99 
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34 

1 

opportunity  to  spook.  If  you  do  not  wish  to  asko  a 

1 

started  again.  Me  have  a  lot  of  folks  who  want  to 

2 

public  statoaont,  or  if  wo  run  out  of  tlao  boforo 

2 

speak  tonight,  so  we'll  get  underway  here,  first,  I 

3 

you  havo  an  opportunity  to  spoak ,  or  if  you  havo 

3 

would  like  to  start  out  by  asking  Colonel  Walsh  to 

4 

additional  coamonts  in  addition  to  thoao  which  you 

4 

introduce  the  other  aenbers  of  the  panel. 

5 

aako  during  tho  throo  ainutos  you  have,  you  nay  turn 

5 

LT.  colonel  WALSBi  On  ay  iaaediate  right 

6 

in  written  cossonti  after  this  nesting  or  send  then 

6 

is  Major  Van  Ness.  He  is  a  lawyer  with  the  Air 

7 

to  the  address  provided  on  the  conaent  sheet. 

7 

force,  and  he  will  respond  to  questions  on  legal 

« 

I  recognise  that  sons  people  nay  wish  to 

4 

aatters  and  safety.  On  ay  far  right  is  Colonel 

9 

■•k*  statenents  on  defense  policy,  nuclear  weapons. 

9 

Branch.  Be  is  assigned  right  now  to  Headquarters 

10 

aras  control,  and  fiscal  policy  at  this  aeetlng. 

10 

Strategic  Air  Coaaand,  and  he  will  respond  to 

11 

11 

questions  on  the  operational  concept.  On  ay 

12 

congressaen  and  senators.  Please  Unit  your 

12 

iaaediate  left  is  Hr.  Blckaan.  Be  is  eaployed  by 

13 

coaaents  to  envi ronaental  issues.  Please  refrain 

13 

Tetra  Tech  Corporation.  That  coapany  was  hired  by 

14 

fron  public  denonst r at  ions  either  for  or  against 

14 

the  Air  force  to  prepare  this  Bn  ironaental  lapact 

15 

statenents  node,  since  this  aerely  subtracts  froa 

15 

btateaent.  Hr.  Blckaan  will  respond  to  questions  on 

14 

the  tine  available  for  others  to  aake  statenents  or 

14 

the  effects  on  huaan  resources.  And  on  ay  far  left 

17 

ask  guest  Ions .  Reaeaber  that  each  person  should  be 

17 

is  Dr.  Kraaer.  Be  la  also  eaployed  by  Tetra  Tech 

14 

given  a  respectful  hearing  even  if  his  or  her  views 

14 

Corporation,  and  he  will  respond  to  questions  on  the 

14 

differ  froa  your  own. 

19 

effects  on  physical  resources.  Thank  you,  sir. 

20 

Let's  take  a  ten-ainute  recess.  If  you 

20 

COLORBL  NcSBANK i  Thank  you.  Colonel 

21 

could  be  back  here  no  later  than  ten  after  eight,  we 

21 

Walsh.  We  now  turn  to  the  question  and  answer 

22 

will  start  again . 

22 

period  of  this  public  hearing.  This  tiae  is  set 

23 

(Recess  taken  froa  7i5§  P.H.  to  4tl4  P.N., 

23 

aside  to  allow  you  to  ask  questions  about  the 

24 

the  sane  day.) 

24 

content  of  the  briefing  and  the  Oraft  Bnv 1 ronaental 

25 

COLORIL  McSRARIi  I  would  like  to  get 

25 

lapact  Btateaent  and  to  aake  statenents  about  it. 
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1 

Row,  I  Indicated  earlier  that  «•  would 

1 

is  Dr.  George  Christensen.  I  aa  aayor  of  the  City 

2 

haw«  elected  officials  spaak  first.  Wa  had  so  aany 

2 

of  Minot . 

3 

alactad  officials  sign  up  that  we  would  not  and  up 

3 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Bakes  sense  for 

4 

getting  but  about  one  or  two  folks  frow  the  public 

4 

both  Minot  and  Aaerica.  It  wakes  sense  for  Minot 

5 

to  say  anything,  ao  I  have  changed  -ha  situation 

5 

because  the  coaaunlty  wants  the  prograa.  It  aakes 

C 

Just  a  little  bit.  The  aayor  and  state  level 

6 

sense  for  Aaerica  because  Aaerica  needs  the 

7 

senators  and  repreaentat i vas  will  be  called  upon  to 

7 

prograa . 

a 

spaak  first.  All  other  alactad  officials  I  have 

8 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  will  provide  a 

9 

9 

positive  socioeconoaic  iapact  to  Minot.  About  350 

10 

«a  gat  a  cross  section  hare  tonight. 

10 

aore  ailitary,  150  aore  civilian  jobs,  74  alllion  in 

11 

Once  again,  wa  do  have  an  awful  lot  of 

11 

Initial  construction,  and  over  8  Billion  in 

12 

people  who  have  indicated  a  desire  to  apeak  here,  so 

12 

additional  annual  incoae. 

13 

I  will  be  letting  you  know  whan  your  three  ainutes 

13 

In  a  large  sense.  Peacekeeper  Rail 

14 

are  up,  and  I  aspect  folks  to  honor  that.  Once 

14 

Garrison  would  strengthen  Minot's  contribution  to 

15 

recognixed  by  as,  please  step  up  to  the  aicrophone 

15 

national  security,  soaething  the  coaaunlty  has 

16 

there  in  the  center  of  the  rooa.  Wa  want  all  to  be 

16 

always  been  proud  of  in  the  past  and  will  continue 

17 

able  to  hear  your  question  or  your  stateaent  and  we 

17 

to  be  proud  of  in  the  future.  Peacekeeper  Rail 

18 

need  to  have  the  court  reporter  gat  it  down  for  the 

18 

Garrison  is  a  prograa  that  fits  nicely  into  the 

19 

record.  Please  state  your  naae  and  your  affiliation 

19 

strong  based  coaaunlty  intrastructure  that  already 

20 

or  address  and  then  ask  your  question  or  wake  your 

20 

exists  . 

21 

21 

The  Environaental  iapact  Stateaent  shows 

22 

We'll  start  now  with  Or.  George 

22 

that  the  proposed  deployaent  of  Peacekeeper  Rail 

•  3 

Christensen,  the  aayor. 

23 

Garrison  on  Minot  Air  Porce  Base  has  ainiaal 

24 

mayor  CHRiSTENSENt  Colonel  McShane, 

24 

environaental  iapact  on  the  Minot  area.  We  have 

25 

25 

been  pro-active  by  aitlgatlng  the  alnor  lapacts 
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which  do  exist.  Pirst,  we  have  already  negotiated 

1 

42 

and  president  of  that  body.  My  district  is  40-50, 

2 

the  purchase  of  the  land  necessary  to  deploy  the 

2 

which  includes  Minot  Air  force  Base,  and  I  live  in 

3 

garrison.  Second,  we  have  deteralned  that  the 

3 

the  city  of  Minot. 

4 

■ocloeconoalc  value  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

4 

My  reaarks  will  be  related  to  water 

5 

far  outweighs  the  loss  of  potential  revenue  froa  the 

5 

resources.  I  believe  that  the  Rail  Garrison  will 

6 

oil  and  gas  leases  which  would  be  put  into  abeyance. 

6 

have  aany  positive  lapacts  on  our  coaaunlty  and  very 

7 

Third,  and  aost  iaportantly,  the  Minot  region  has 

7 

saall  negative  lapacts  on  our  water  resources.  The 

8 

tha  necessary  growth  potential  in  land,  housing. 

8 

Draft  E IS  states  that  the  Increased  population  and 

9 

schools,  and  energy  and  water  resources  to  absorb 

9 

ailitary  operations  activity  would  Increase  baseline 

10 

both  the  construction  and  long-tera  eaployaent  of 

2 

10 

11 

the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  systea. 

11 

The  city's  current  water  supply  is  adequate  to 

12 

This  is  deterrence,  and  deterrence  has 

12 

accoaaodate  the  proposed  prograa.  This  swell 

13 

been  successful  for  over  40  years.  I'a  proud  that 

13 

14 

forty-odd  years  ago  I  fought  during  World  War  II  for 

14 

existing  aajor  water  users. 

15 

the  freedoa  to  speak,  which  we  enjoy  tonight.  Thank 

15 

Draft  E 1 8  coaaenta  that  prog raa-related 

1« 

you  . 

16 

requlreaenta  will  have  a  negligible  effect  on  the 

17 

COLONEL  K c 8 BANE i  Thank  you.  Polks.  I 

17 

seasonal  flows  of  the  Souris  River.  The  added 

18 

understand  that  you're  approving  of  the  aeyor's 

18 

deaand  represents  less  than  one-tenth  of  one  percent 

19 

coaaenta  there,  but  that  does  take  tiae  away  froa 

19 

of  the  annual  average  flow  of  the  river  and 

20 

other  speakers.  $o  if  we  can  refrain  froa  that. 

20 

therefore  should  have  a  negligible  effect  on  its 

21 

we'll  wove  right  along  here. 

3 

21 

hydrology.  Note  that  the  Draft  EIS  says  Minot's 

22 

Senator  Holland  Red  1 i n . 

22 

wastewater  treataent  systea  is  approaching  capacity. 

23 

MR.  REDLINi  Colonel  McShane, 

23 

It  should  be  noted,  however,  that  the  city's  plant 

24 

distinguished  aeabers  of  the  panel.  My  naae  is 

24 

discharges  only  during  high  streaa  flow  periods  to 

25 

Holland  Redlin.  I'a  a  aeaber  of  the  state  Senate 

25 

achieve  greater  dilution.  Since  the  new  project 
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will  only  dtcntif  ititai  flow  in  the  Souris  by  a 
negligible  one-tenth  of  on*  percent,  the  additional 
discharge  to  tha  river  should  not  degrade  its 
baseline  water  quality. 

The  Draft  BIS  states  that  the  qarrison 
site  will  result  in  land  disturbance  and  erosion  of 
about  a  hundred  acres  in  the  Egg  Creek  drainage.  I 
would  like  to  state  that  the  erosion  and  associated 
sediaent  transport  to  Egg  Creek  is  expected  to  be 
Halted  and  have  only  ainor  and  intermittent  effects 
on  the  water  quality  of  the  creek. 

The  Draft  E1S  states  that  14  ailes  of 
existing  railroad  track  will  be  upgraded  along  an 
area  that  drains  into  Livingston  Creek.  This 
activity  should  result  in  United  teapo.ary  land 
disturbance,  causing  sons  sed iaentat i on  during 
Infrequent  periods  of  storm  water  runoff.  Once  our 
soil  stabilization  efforts  have  taken  effect,  the 
sedisentation  should  clear. 

The  Draft  EIS  states  that  groundwater 
withdrawals  will  be  relatively  seall.  The  effects 
on  grourdwater  and  quality  are  expected  to  be  minor. 
Zn  fact,  the  Minot  aquifer  has  a  natural  recharge 
which  .a  sore  than  twice  its  anticipated  baseline 
plus  program  puspage.  Prog ras-celated  withdrawals 


J 
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fros  either  the  Minot  or  the  Sundre  aquifer  would 
not  substantially  affect  groundwater  levels.  Thank 
you  . 

COLONEL  McSHANEi  Thank  you. 

Next  is  Senator  Jases  Haxson. 

MS.  CBUMASi  Good  evening .  My  name  is 
Stella  Chumas,  and  I'm  here  tonight  representing 
Senator  Jim  Haxson  who  could  not  be  here  because  of 
a  prior  commitment  in  Pargo,  North  Dakota  concerning 
his  private  law  practice,  but  I  do  have  his 
statement . 

To  whom  it  may  concern  regarding  the 
proposed  Rail  Garrison  project.  Believe  it  or  not, 

I  have  actually  reviewed  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  regarding  the  proposed  Rail  Garrison 
project  for  Minot  Air  force  Base.  The  placement  of 
this  project  at  Minot  Air  Porce  Base  would  have  s 

positive  economic  impact  on  the  Minot  area  and  would 

do  no  damage  to  our  environment.  There  is  a  history 
of  some  30  years  of  cooperation  and  friendship 
between  the  military  community  and  civilian 
community  in  Minot.  This  would  only  be  strengthened 
by  any  additions  to  Minot  Air  Porce  Base. 

Many,  including  me,  have  empathy  for  the 
opinions  of  those  who  wish  there  were  no  such  thing 
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1 

as  nuclear  weapons  anywhere.  We  share  their  wish 

1 

Nsxson,  State  Senator. 

2 

but  are  realistic  enough  to  comprehend  that  nuclear 

2 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE i  Miss,  could  I  have  your 

3 

weapons  are  a  necessary  evil.  The  United  States  and 

3 

name  again  for  the  record? 

4 

the  Soviet  Union  are  no  longer  the  only  nuclear 

4 

MS.  CBUMASi  Stella  Chumas. 

5 

5 

COLONEL  McSHANE i  Thank  you.  Next  is 

6 

Soviet  Union,  there  are  a  number  of  potentially 

« 

Representative  Ben  Tollefson. 

7 

dangerous  Third  World  countries  who  are  capable  of 

7 

NR.  TOLLBPSONi  Good  evening.  My  name  is 

8 

providing  a  nuclear  threat,  if  not  now,  in  the 

8 

Ben  Tollefson.  I'm  an  elected  representative  to  the 

9 

future.  There  will  always  be  people  in  the  world 

9 

North  Dakota  State  Legislature  from  the  40-50 

10 

such  as  Hitler,  Mussolini,  Khadafy,  and  Khomeini  who 

10 

District.  I  am  here  today  in  the  Interest  of 

1  1 

hate  America  and  everything  for  which  it  stands.  A 

11 

expressing  support  for  the  Environmental  Impact 

12 

strong  deterrent  is  all  people  like  that  understand. 

12 

Statement  as  it  has  been  developed  for  the  MX  Rail 

13 

History  has  proven  thst  appeasement  is  akin  to 

13 

Garrison  project  being  considered  for  Minot  Air 

14 

su  r  rende  r  . 

14 

Porce  Base,  North  Dakota. 

I  5 

We  have  had  a  nuclear  arsenal  in  Minot  for 

15 

This  is  a  very  positive  statement,  to  say 

14 

more  than  a  generation.  It  is  a  part  of  our 

the  least,  as  reviewed  earlier.  If  any  negatives 

17 

reality.  If  there  is  going  to  be  a  nuclear  arsenal 

9 

that  could  deter  the  Rail  Garrison  from  being 

18 

in  America,  we  are  no  more  or  lees  safe  in  Minot, 

brought  to  Minot,  this  is  almost  impossible  to 

19 

North  Dakota  if  the  arsenal  is  in  our  backyard,  in 

d  isce  r  n  . 

20 

Arkansas,  in  Louisiana,  or  Wyoming. 

20 

As  an  elected  representative,  I  represent 

21 

The  overwhelming  majority  of  the  people  in 

21 

all  of  the  people  in  our  district  on  a  nonpartisan 

22 

the  Minot  area  would,  in  my  opinion,  readily  welcome 

22 

basis.  I  say  that  unequivocally  the  vast  majority 

23 

any  form  of  economic  infusion  into  their  community. 

23 

of  ay  constituents  are  in  support  of  the 

24 

We  are  realistic  and  we  are  patiiotic.  If  the  Rail 

24 

Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  the  installation 

25 

Garrison  project  is  to  be  built,  why  not  Minot.  Jim 

25 

of  Rail  Garrison  at  Minot  Air  Porce  Base.  This 
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l 

feeling  ie  due  to  the  economic  activity  it  would 

2 

eaintaln  but  alao  because  of  the  strong  patriotic 

3 

population  we  have  in  our  area.  Nuclear  threat  is 

4 

5 

earth.  Thia  threat  can  come  from  many  directions. 

« 

It  certainly  behoovas  us  as  patriotic  Americara  to 

7 

protect  and  preserve  our  way  of  life. 

8 

Three  particular  items  in  the 

9 

environmental  statement  I  think  I  would  like  to 

10 

address  at  this  time.  One,  energy/ut ilitiea .  It 

11 

was  noted  earlier  that  the  impact  on  the  peak  demand 

10 

12 

for  the  city  of  Ninot  would  be  almost  nsgligible. 

13 

about  .17  megawatts.  The  peak  deaand  in  1992  then 

14 

would  only  be  three-tenthe  of  one  percent  increase. 

15 

The  local  utility  deems  that  thia  would  be  no 

IS 

problem  whatsoever. 

17 

Another  item  is  the  displacement  of 

18 

waterfowl  and  shore  birds.  The  EIS  statement  says 

19 

that  there  will  be  a  displacement  of  waterfowl  and 

20 

shore  birds.  But  this  is  not  necessarily  a  bad 

11 

21 

thing.  The  displacement  of  waterfowl  and  shore 

22 

birds  froa  the  prairie  pothole  wetlands  would  force 

23 

aany  species  to  nsarby  similar  habitats  which  may 

24 

better  support  the  species,  making  it  more 

25 

accessible  for  public  viewing.  It  may  alao  improve 
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about  419  now  jobs  1 
an  increase  of  14. 5 
1991,  the  peak 


evela 

in 

Ward  County. 

This  proje 

ct  wil 

1  Initially 

lene  rai 

te 

14.5  million 

and  will  con 

t  i  nut 

to  generate 

ica  r  ly 

9 

million  for  t 

he  duration 

of  the 

weapon 

lyatea 

Gentleaen  of 

the  panel, 

I  suba 

it  that  the 

onst  n 

JCt 

ion  industry 

In  Ninot  is 

ready. 

willing. 

ano  vary  able  to  handle  this  type  of  construction 
and  will  do  ao  in  an  envi ronaentally  able 
environmentally  acceptable  Manner.  1  support  the 
Draft  Envi ronaentil  Impact  Statement.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  NcSRANEs  Thank  you.  Next  will  be 
Representative  Lynn  Asa.  I  hope  1  pronounced  that 
cor  rect ly . 

NR .  A AS i  Good  evening ,  ladies  and 
gentleaen.  Ny  naie  is  Lynn  Aas.  I’a  a  North  Dakota 
state  representative  from  the  5th  District,  which 
serves  the  southwest  one-third  of  Ninot,  or 


ENINETH  6  ASSOCIATES  -  COURT  REPORTERS 
1809  S.  BROADWAY,  NINOT,  WD  58701  1701)  838-1537 


DOCUMENT  508 


the  overall  health  of  tha  species  by  placing  it  in 
richer ,  better  environaent ■ 

A  third  itea  is  plants  and  plant  cover. 
Tha  EIS  stateaent  says  there  will  be  destruction  of 
plants  and  plant  cover.  The  destruction  of 
naturally-occurring  plants  and  plant  covar  would  be 
replaced  after  construction  by  nore  desirable 
cover.  For  example,  grass,  shrubbery,  and  trees. 
This  coverage  is  aoce  conducive  to  aany  species  of 
wildlife,  tree  dwelling  birds,  grass  and  berry- 
consualng  species,  and  would  provide  a  aeans  of 
saall  scale  diversification. 

COLONEL  NcSHANE (  Time,  sir. 

HR.  T0LLSP80N i  I  strongly  urge  you  to 
consider  bringing  the  NX  to  Ninot.  The  citizens 
this  coaaunity  are  ready,  willing,  and  able  to 
participate  in  all  ways  to  sake  it  a  success.  T 
you  . 

COLONEL  NcSHANE i  Thank  you. 
Representative  Jaaes  Peterson. 

NR.  PETERSON i  Gentleaen,  for  the  reco 
I'a  Jia  Peterson,  representative  oi  the  --  state 
representative  of  the  40-50  District  in  Ninot,  a 
mine  will  be  considerably  shorter  than  Ben's. 

The  Draft  EIS  says  the  construction  of 
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approximately  that  such.  I  aa  also  a  past  preslden 
of  the  Ninot  Chaaber  of  Coaserce. 

The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  could  well 
be  installed  in  Ninot  at  the  Ninot  Air  Porce  Base 
and  can  be  absorbed  in  this  coaaunity  with  only  a 
alniaua  of  adverse  lapacts,  either  env i ronaenta 1 1 y 
or  socially,  as  the  env i ronaental  stateaent  has 
stated.  This  coaaunity  has  long  demonstrated  total 
support  for  the  Ninot  Air  Porce  Base  installation, 
as  it  presently  exists  here,  and  there  is  no  reason 
to  believe  that  the  support  will 
the  future. 

Any  protests  that  I  hav 
legislator  have  cobs  from  persons 


you  have  heard  froa 
i  deep  commitment  t 


an  existing  and 
ght  this  coBBuni 
ght  the  Communists  to  the  berealn 
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1 

1 

COLONEL  McSHARE i  Thank  you.  Naxt  ia  Dr. 

2 

Environmental  Draft  Statement  —  Impact  Stataaant 

2 

Stanley  Dienet . 

3 

regarding  th#  proposed  rail  garrison  project  and 

3 

DR.  DIENSTi  I  would  like  to  defer  to  ay 

4 

agree  with  the  findings  of  the  statement  . 

4 

eon ,  Bred  0 ienat  . 

5 

The  Proposed  Action  at  the  Minot  Air  Force 

5 

NR.  DlENSTt  Ie  one  of  theee  two  aobile? 

6 

Base  would  not  result  in  significant  lapact  on  any 

6 

May  Z  pick  this  up?  Yeah.  I  appreciate  that.  My 

7 

resource .  Both  shott-  and  long-duration  beneficial 

7 

neae  ie  Bred  Dienst,  and  1  live  in  Bieaarck,  and  l*a 

e 

*oc loeconoaic  effects  would  be  generated  by  the 

8 

coalng  to  you  this  evening  ee  e  voice  for  the 

9 

9 

environaent  rather  than  aa  a  voice  speaking  about 

10 

in  eaployaent  and  incoae  and  greater  utilisation  of 

10 

the  environaent.  And  in  that  spirit,  I  would  lika 

11 

teaporary  housing. 

11 

to  share  ay  coaaenta  and  ref  lection a  with  the 

12 

The  purpose  and  objective  of  the  Minot 

12 

audience.  Ia  there  aoae  way  that  I  aight  -- 

13 

Area  Developaent  Corporation  is  to  proaote  and 

13 

COLONEL  NcSHANE t  Please.  Just  apeak  into 

14 

facilitate  the  general  developaent  of  the  city  of 

14 

the  microphone.  The  systea  will  carry  the  Bound . 

15 

Minot  and  its  trade  area.  The  Rail  Garrison  project 

15 

MR.  DIEN8T i  They'll  hear?  Okay.  Thank 

16 

is  in  keeping  with  our  purpose  and  objectives,  it 

16 

you  very  such,  Colonel. 

17 

within  itself,  plus  the  additional  jobs  in  industry 

17 

My  first  concern  ie  defining  this  term. 

18 

it  will  potentially  create.  The  Minot  Area 

18 

which  I  feel  has  been  --  heretofore  been  treated 

19 

Developaent  Corporation  is  dedicated  to  assisting 

19 

eabiguoualy,  ‘environaent."  What  la  it?  It's 

20 

those  coapanlea  locating,  relocating,  or  expanding 

20 

aomethlng  that  surrounds,  surroundings.  That's  all 

21 

in  Minot  and  the  surrounding  area  to  support  the 

21 

of  us,  with  or  without  ua  here  In  this  amphitheater 

22 

Rail  Garrison  project. 

22 

today.  Secondly,  it’a  the  total  of  clrcuaitancca 

23 

In  suanary,  we  support  the  project  for  the 

23 

that  surround  an  organisa  or  a  coaaunity  of 

24 

reasons  stated,  plus  we  believe  a  strong  deterrent 

24 

organlaaa.  These  can  be  external  end  extrinsic 

25 

la  the  best  defense.  Thank  you. 

25 

physical  conditions,  such  aa  the  terrain,  the  wind. 
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61 

the  rainfall,  as  well  as  the  coaplex  social  and 

1 

62 

villages,  however  they  went  to  people  it,  whether  or 

2 

cultural  conditions,  like  the  ataosphere  which  we 

2 

not  —  whet  kind  of  a  racial  aix  they  want  to  have 

3 

are  sharing  here  this  evening,  *hich  affect  the 

3 

between  Indian  folk  end  ourselvea  aa  white  people. 

4 

health,  growth,  and  developaent  of  individuals  and 

4 

I  would  like  to  give  you  just  a  couple 

5 

coaaunity.  Third,  and  very  slai  y,  it  is  anything. 

5 

6 

anything  at  all,  that  lapinges  ex t r i ns  leal 1 y  on  the 

6 

piece  of  land,  what  would  it  look  like?  Envision 

7 

organisa. 

7 

that  just  s  few  aoaents.  Now  I  would  like  to  ask 

8 

I  feel  this  evening  we  Bust  recognlxe  that 

8 

any  of  you,  with  all  due  honesty,  reaching  to  the 

9 

the  MX  aissile  is  a  very  conspicuous  and  not  to  be 

9 

bottom  of  your  heart,  thinking  about  the  future  of 

10 

Ignored  extrinsic  iapingenent  upon  all  organlsas. 

10 

all  genarationa  to  come,  tomorrow's  great 

11 

not  only  in  Minot,  not  only  in  North  Dakota,  not 

11 

grandchildren,  grandchildren  beyond  them,  how  aany 

12 

only  in  the  United  States,  not  only  in  North 

12 

of  you  can  stand  up  and  say  that  you  would  really 

13 

Aaerica,  not  only  in  the  northern  heaisphere,  but  on 

13 

want  to  sea  the  MX  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  ayatea 

14 

this,  our  very  earth.  Okay. 

14 

on  that  one  square  aile  piece  of  land  which  is 

1  5 

So  the  question  becoaes  do  we  want  to  be 

15 

esclualvely  your  responsibility  given  to  you  under 

16 

integral  and  alive  parts  of  our  environaent,  which 

16 

God? 

17 

as  huaans  with  the  deed  that  we're  truated  to,  evens 

17 

COLONEL  NcSBANE  t  Time. 

18 

asking  responsible  decisions,  acting  with  aoral 

18 

MR.  DlENSTt  Time?  Thank  you  very  much. 

19 

tenacity  and  living  with  feeling  and  caring? 

19 

COLONEL  HcSBANE i  Art  Ekblad. 

20 

There's  an  illustration  that  I  share  with 

20 

HR.  EKBLADi  Colonel  Hc6hane,  acabers  of 

21 

children.  It's  called  a  recipe  for  a  forest.  And 

21 

the  panel.  I  aa  Art  Ekblad,  president  f  the  Hinot 

22 

what  you  ask  children  to  do  is  to  iaagine  they  are 

22 

22 

Ares  Chamber  of  Commerce.  The  Minot  Chamber  of 

23 

given,  for  their  very  own  custody,  nurturing,  and 

23 

24 

kind  of  play,  a  one  square  alls  plot,  and  they  can 

24 

over  600  business  people  here  in  the  city  and  the 

25 

fill  it  up  with  as  aany  lakes,  plains,  aountains. 

25 

surrounding  area.  I  aa  Art  Ekblad,  and  1  wish  to 

_ 
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1 

exprass  the  Cbaaber's  unqualified  support  of  the 

1 

lecturing  in  ay  classes.  One  of  the  best  student 

2 

Environaental  lapact  Stateaent  draft  aa  you 

2 

association  presidents  we  ever  had  was  George  Eelly 

3 

preaentad  it. 

3 

froa  the  base.  Pat  Saith  froa  tha  base  started  our 

4 

All  of  the  report  testifies  to  tha  fact 

4 

NS  International  chapter.  Sen  Robertson,  a  retired 

5 

that  the  Minot  Air  Porce  Base  and  the  coaaunity  of 

5 

Air  Porce  person,  s ingle-handed ly  set  up  our  nordlc 

22 

6 

Minot  are  in  a  very  good  position  to  handle  the 

6 

studies  sealnar  as  part  of  out  Hostfest  that'*  world 

7 

lapleaentation  of  Rail  Garrison  here  at  the  Minot 

7 

class . 

8 

Air  Porce  Base.  We  at  tha  Chaaber  are  very  pleased. 

8 

I  9 lie l b  ay  problem  coaes  in,  though,  with 

9 

Again#  the  coaaunity  of  Minot  and  tha  Minot  Air 

9 

whan  --  I've  got  to  look  back  over  and  hit  a  couple 

10 

Porce  Baas  will  be  proud  to  host  Rail  Garrison. 

10 

aore  of  the  high  spots  that  you  in  that  brief 

11 

Your  lapsct  stateaent  certainly  says  that  Minot's 

11 

presentation  hit  in  ceras  of  the  NX.  That  NX 

12 

tha  bast  place  to  locate  Rail  Garrison.  I  also  want 

12 

aissils  systea  goes  back  to  President  Pord. 

13 

to  tall  you  that  we  at  tha  Chaaber  are  certainly  not 

13 

President  Carter,  in  his  adam  l  at  rat  i  on  ,  they 

14 

in  favor  of  war.  We’re  in  favor  of  peace  keepers. 

14 

considered  30-plus  basing  aodes,  case  up  with  what 

15 

Thank  you . 

IS 

they  thought  was  the  best,  was  that  racstcack  out  in 

16 

COLONEL  McSBANE i  Thank  you.  Bob  Lund. 

16 

the  desert  southwest.  And  concerns  were  raised. 

17 

Bob  Lund?  Not  here?  Everett  Ballaann. 

17 

quite  a  few,  and  the  governors  out  there  then 

18 

MR.  BALLMANN i  J*a  Everett  Ballaann.  I 

18 

opposed  this  with  significant  nuabers  of  thea. 

19 

have  been  teaching  at  Minot  State  University  for  20 

19 

Candidata  Raagan  Joined  in  this  opposition 

20 

years . 

20 

and  said,  *1  oppose  it.”  He  endorsed  what  was 

21 

1  have  tried  to. iaagine  what  it  would  be 

21 

called  the  dense  pack,  putting  then  all  togetber 

23 

22 

like  without  Minot  Air  Base.  Certainly  it  would 

22 

tightly  in  one  field.  And  then  you  are  probably 

23 

be  a  loss  to  our  institution,  acadsaically  and 

23 

faailiar  with  tha  controversy  over  the  nuclear 

24 

scholastically,  without  that  diaenaion.  I  don't 

24 

nisei le  fratricide  and  all  that.  And  by  the  tiae  he 

25 

know  how  aany  people  froa  the  base  I  have  had 

25 

got  to  be  President#  this  MX  issue  support  was 
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63 

flagging  quite  a  bit.  He  set  up  the  General 
Scowcroft  Coaaission,  who  was  foraer  president  of 
the  National  security  Council,  and  also  the  issue 
the  Missile  systea  was  needed  for  vulnerability. 

The  Scowcroft  Coaaission  said  there  was  no 
significant  vu lne r ab 1 1 t y .  and  their  suggestion  was 
that  we  aove  away  froa  those  large  launcher, 

Multiple  warhead  systeas  towards  the  snsller,  single 
warheards  as  aore  flexible,  wore  --  giving  greater 
stability  to  our  U.s.  Military  capability,  and  as  it 
would  develop  sore  in  conformity  with  our  U.s.  eras 
control  agenda. 

You  had  Mentioned  in  '63  when  the  Senate 
was  voting  on  aoney  for  research  and  development 
by  the  way,  the  Scowcroft  Coaaission  suggested  those 
be  based  in  Warren  in  those  existing  holes  as  a 
rather  teaporary  Measure.  I  reaeaber  Senator  Lawton 
Chiles,  Plorida,  who  was  interviewed  on  how  is  the 
Senate  going  to  vote,  and  he  said,  “Anytime  the 
President  asks  Congress  for  soaething  in  the  naae  of 
national  security,  that's  all  it  takes  and  we'll 
vote  for  it.”  Be  said,  *If  the  8enate  was  voting  on 
this  NX  Missile  on  its  aerlts,  you  wouldn’t  find  30 
senators  of  a  hundred  who  could  support  it.” 

COLONEL  Nc  SHANE ■  Tiae,  sir.  In  the 
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future,  speakers,  please  face  this  way.  It’s  very 
helpful  to  the  court  reporter.  She  can  see  your 
face  and  catch  the  words.  Soaetlaes  it  works  a 
whole  lot  better  that  way.  Thank  you.  Okay.  David 
Nor ltx . 

NR.  NORTIIi  Yes.  I  would  like  to  defer 
to  Ronnie  Rosenberg,  please. 

MS.  ROSENBERG!  Good  evening.  Ny  naae  is 
Ronnie  Rosenberg.  r'a  froa  Crookston,  Minnesota.  1 
have  a  law  practice  in  Pargo.  I've  coae  here 
tonight  to  Minot  because  there  are  no  outsiders. 

This  project  concerns  everyone  who  lives  along  the 
rail  systea  where  the  MX  trsins  aay  go. 

I  hereby  object  to  the  Draft  Env i consents  1 
lapact  Stateaent  for  the  MX  Rail  Garrison  project 
and  to  the  hearing  process  on  the  following  grounds. 

The  notice  for  this  hearing  falls  to 
conform  to  Air  Porce  Department  of  Defense 
Regulations,  Section  989.13,  Subsection  B(2). 

The  notice  provided  to  identify  interested 
individuals  fails  to  include  the  name  and  phone 
nuaber  of  a  person  to  contact  for  aore  information, 
the  request  that  speakers  subait  their  intention  to 
tske  pert,  any  Imitation  on  the  length  of  oral 
atateaenta,  the  suggestion  that  atateaenta  of 
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cons ide :»ble  length  be  sub*itted  in  writing,  end  1 
office*  where  the  Draft  EIS  and  appendicea  are 
available.  By  not  providing  thie  information,  at 
ia  required  to  do  by  ita  own  rule*,  they  are,  of 
couree,  Baking  organised  opposition  to  this  project 
■ore  difficult. 

The  DEIS  ia  not  widely  available  in  the 
libraries  of  surrounding  communities. 

The  public  hearings  are  not  being  held  ir 
a  sufficient  nuaber  of  locations.  32  CFR,  Section 
214,  provides  that  the  aaount  of  public 
participation  is  to  be  deterained  in  pertinent  part 
by  the  magnitude  of  the  proposal.  At  the  very 
least,  hearings  should  be  held  at  towns  and  cities 


1988.  The  time  is  not  sufficient  froa  the 
distribution  of  the  DEIS  to  this  hearing  to  prepare 
an  adequate  critique.  It  is  no  solution  that 
additional  testimony  can  be  submitted  in  writing, 
because  part  of  the  process  is  to  inform  and 
influence  my  neighbors  and  legislators  to  oppose 
this  project. 

Three  hours  is  insufficient  time  for  this 
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1  devoted  to  a  discussion  of  the  present  and  future 

2  baseline,  1  think  you  will  find  that  exceeds  in 

3  volume  the  number  of  pages  associated  with  the 

4  discussion  of  the  impsets  involving  the  actual 

5  deployment  of  the  system. 

6  Secondly,  you  raised  the  issue  with  regard 

7  to  controversy.  And  you  may  be  right  that  we  need 

8  to  clarify  what  we  have  aeld  in  the  document.  But 

9  there  is  a  subtle  point  here  that  I  think  needs  to 

10  be  made,  and  that  is  under  the  Council  on 

11  Environmental  Quality  Regulations,  what  the  agency 

12  ia  required  to  discuss  is  a  controversy  among 

13  experts,  informed  public,  concerning  the  impsets 

14  themselves.  Controversy  to  the  extent  it  simply 

15  means  opposition  of  the  program  isn't  the  kind  of 

18  controversy  that  we  are  required  to  discuss  under 

17  the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act.  And  that  ia 

18  simply  what  we  were  trying  to  describe  or  explain  in 

19  the  passage  that  you  referred  to. 

20  NS.  ROSENBERGi  The  document  is  ambiguous, 

21  but  thank  you  for  your  opinion. 

22  COLONEL  HcSRANE 1  Larry  Lsnge . 

23  NR.  LAMGEi  Good  evening.  I  am  Larry 

24  Lang*  from  Devils  Lake,  North  Dakota.  I  object  to 

25  the  rail-based  RE  on  the  grounds  of  pollution. 
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First  of  all*  econoaic  pollution.  We 
already  owe  billions  of  dollars  to  Japan  and  Hast 
Germany,  two  countries  with  sacs  transit  systems 
which  transport  people  and  products  at  up  to  200 
alias  par  hour.  And  now,  instead  of  modernizing  our 
rail  system,  we  propose  to  use  it  for  50  MX  trains 
with  160  Biroshlaas  aboard  each  train.  That's 
econoaic  pollution  and  econoaic  suicide.  There  has 
never  been  a  first-rate  country  with  a  second-rate 


Secondly,  this  MX  rail  idea  is  a  peace 
polluter.  It  aakes  no  sense  at  all  to  be  deploying 
nuclear  strike  weapons  while  negotiating  a  nuclear 
free  world  with  the  Soviets  by  the  year  2000.  So 
long  as  the  Russians  are  willing  to  negotiate  toward 
a  nuclear  free  world,  we  should  not  be  installing 
offensive  first-rate  strike  weapons. 

Thirdly,  this  idea  pollutes  the  political 
process.  When  the  Pentagon,  with  its  huge 
procureaent  and  deployment  budget,  dangles  econoaic 
goodies  before  the  body  politic,  it  leads  to 
political  prostitution.  Citizens  desperate  for  jobs 
ask  no  questions  and  put  their  consciences  on  hold 
as  they  perform  duties  which  could  lead  to  the 
destruction  of  the  earth.  Horse  still,  politicians 
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road  aobile  system.  That  was  the  Soviet  Union's 
reply  to  the  United  States'  proposal. 

And  the  other  issue  that  I  should  point 
out  to  you  is  that  we  are  proposing  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program  as  a  solution  to  providing  a 
aore  survlvable  ICBM  system.  The  economic  benefits 
that  the  communities  would  derive  froa  such 
deployment  are  incidental  to  such  deployment.  They 
are  not  the  prime  reason  or  selling  point  for  the 
program.  Thank  you  very  much,  sir. 

COLONEL  Me S HAN E :  Bill  Breding. 

MR.  BREDINGc  I  totally  support  the  EIS 
statement,  and  i  believe  that  if  you  gentlemen  lived 
in  North  Dakota,  you'd  have  a  greater  appreciation 


summertime,  whiter  and  brighter  in  the  wintertime. 


COLONEL  NcSBANEi  Thank  you.  Albert 


NR.  ROBINSONi  This  is  Albert  Robinson, 
and  I  do  support  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
wholeheartedly . 

COLONEL  NcSBAME  t  Thank  you.  8teve 


NR.  BARER i  I  am  Steve  Bakke,  a  local  C«A 


EMINETH  a  ASSOCIATES  -  COURT  REPORTERS 
1809  S.  BROADWAY,  MINOT,  ND  58701  (701)  E3S-1SJ7 


DOCUMENT  508 


Lastly,  and  most  importantly,  tha  NX  is  a 
spiritually  polluting  affair.  It  trafficks  in  fear 
which  Jcbus  warned  ua  against.  It  violates  the 
first  coamandmant  in  which  God  lets  us  know,  aI  ea 
the  Lord,  Your  God.  You  shall  have  no  strange  gods 
before  me."  To  trust  the  MX  for  our  security 
instead  of  God  is  to  make  of  it  an  idol  and  thus  a 
strange  god.  To  call  the  MX  the  Peacekeeper  is 
blasphemy  for  Christians.  We  who  follow  Jesus  know 
Be  is  the  Peacekeeper  and  the  Peacemaker,  and  thera 
is  no  other.  May  God  and  Bis  son  Jesus  help  us. 

COLONEL  MCSHANE:  Thank  you.  Colonel 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSH:  Yes,  sir.  I  would 
like  to  note  --  make  two  comments  on  issues  that  yo 
raised.  In  the  Star  talks  with  the  Soviet  Onion, 
the  United  States  has  proposed  the  elimination  of 
aobile  weapon  systems.  The  Soviet  Onion  has 
rejected  that  proposal  and  has  already  pursued 
deployment  of  two  mobile  systems.  Tha  SS-24  is 
their  rail  aobile  system,  and  the  SS-25  is  their 
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in  Minot.  And  not  having  a  prepared  tezt,  I  would 
just  like  to  make  a  comment  and  then  have  one 
question.  I  support  the  Peacekeeper  at  the  Minot 
Air  Force  Base.  And  one  eras  that  you  covered  a 
little  bit  was  the  impact  to  tha  Minot  area.  Did 
you  alao  cover  the  impact  to  the  local  .so r r ound 1 ng 
towns  such  as  Glenburn,  Hohall,  you  know,  those 


LT.  COLONEL  WALSB :  Mr.  Hickman  will 
respond  to  that  question. 

NR.  HICKMAN:  In  our  socioeconomic  study, 
we  looked  et  a  five-county  area,  with  the  primary 
county  being  Ward  County,  end  the  city  receiving  the 
most  of  the  in-migrating  population,  both  for  the 
construction  phase  and  during  tha  operations,  being 


the  city  of  Minot. 

included  Bottineau,  McHenry,  McLean,  and  Renville. 
Me  looked  at  those  countiai  individually,  but  not 
specific  citiae  within  them.  We  do  have  data  on  t 
impacts  that  would  occur  in  each  of  those  counties 
■nd  if  you  would  be  interested  In  more  information 
we  can  provide  it . 

MR.  BARRE:  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE i  Thank  you. 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSH i  I  need  to  add  one 
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coaitnt  her*  to  that.  In  tha  interest  of  being 
concise,  we  tried  to  euaaarise  wbat  ere  the  major 
findings  of  our  analysis,  so  while  we  looked  at  a 
larger  extent  in  our  study,  soae  of  those  iapacts 
weren't  deeaed  to  be  of  large  enough  input  to 
warrant  inclusion  in  this  document .  otherwise,  we 
would  have  had  an  11-voluae  document  instead  of  one 
that  even  now  is  of  soae  concern  to  soae  people. 

COLONEL  Me s BANE i  Brenda  Mattson. 

MS.  HATTSONi  Colonel  McShane ,  gentlenen 
of  the  panel.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to 
speak  before  you  tenight.  My  nane  is  Brenda 
Mattson.  1'a  executive  officer  of  the  Minot 
Association  of  Builders,  an  affiliate  of  the 
National  Association  of  Boar  Builders  of  the  United 
States,  an  association  which  promotes  the  building 
and  construction  industry.  1  have  been  directed  by 
ay  board  of  directors  to  state  our  association's 
support  of  the  Envi ronaental  Inpact  Statement 
released  by  the  Air  Force  about  Minot  Air  force 


Our  association  is  asde  up  of  coaaercial 
contractors,  hoae  builders,  plumbers,  electricians, 
excavators,  concrete  suppliers,  building  suppliers, 
and  supporting  industries.  The  association's 
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as  a  site  for  the 


Thank  you.  Michelle 


jld  like  to  defer  to 


I'a  Ronnie  Rosenberg 
h  soae  of  the  objectio 


ot  does  not  adequately 
11  uneaployment  rate  w 


■after.  In  the  sectio 
or  example,  the  DEIS 


ildllfe  is  not  very  clear. 
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expertise  epeeks  for  lteelf  and  well  quallflae  us  to 
spaak  intelligently  end  comprehensively  about 
aeverel  ereae  addressed  in  the  EIS.  Ne  agree  with 
the  EIS  about  the  direct  eaployaent  iapacts  for  tha 
Proposed  Action  end  Alternative  Action  plan.  We 
agree  with  the  EIS  about  housing  and  that  Minot 
could  supply  the  needed  hoaea,  temporary  housing  snd 
nsw  housing  for  tha  personnel  associated  with 
Peacekeeper.  We  agree  with  the  lapecte  of  the 
Proposed  Action,  eaployaent  and  lncoae  atateaenta 
presented  in  the  EIS.  The  new  jobs  created  in  our 
area  would  be  an  economic  boon  and  could  benefit 
Minot  greatly.  We  agree  with  the  EIS  In  regard  to 
off-bsee  prog  ram- related  demands  for  housing  end 
additional  housing  needed.  We  agree  with  the  EIS  in 
regard  to  the  construction  cost  and  workera  needed 
to  construct  the  second  rail  connector  at  the  base. 

The  Minot  Association  of  Builders,  a 
170-meabe  r  firm  strong,  representing  over  4,121 
employees  welcome  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
system  at  Minot  Air  Porce  Base.  We  have  contractors 
ready ,  willing,  and  able  to  construct  and  maintain 
the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  system.  We  are  in 
support  of  the  Envi ronaental  Impact  Stateaent 
released  by  the  Air  Porce  and  would  encourage  you  to 
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in  th*  keeping  of  th*  spirit  and  lattar  of  the 
Rational  Environmental  Policy  Act  and  lta 
implementing  r egu lat 1 oni ,  and  tha  Dapartaant  of 
Dafanaa  tabulations,  and  In  tha  lntacaat  of  justice 
tha  DEIS  auat  ba  expanded  to  addraaa  thaaa  concarna 
and  othar  concarna  raiaad  at  this  hearing. 

Additional  public  hearings  auat  ba  hald  after  a 
revised  DEIS  is  prepared.  Tha  entire  process  auat 
ba  conducted  in  such  a  way  as  to  give  tha  public  a 
full  and  fair  opportunity  to  ba  heard.  I  an 
diaaayed  that  public  officials  as  wall  as  citlsena 
who  want  to  apeak  are  aiaply  not  going  to  have  tha 
tiaa  to  express  their  concarna  or  their  support  or 
whatever  they  want  to  say  on  this  project  that's  of 
vital  national  importance. 

Basically*  that  enda  ay  prepared  consents 
I  juat  want  to  add  that  I  aa  very  upset  by  this 
project.  Tha  NX  missiles  are  inatruaents  of  death. 
They’re  inatruaents  of  treaendous  destruction.  That 
is  not  really  considered  anywhere  in  tha  project. 

We  lose  sight  of  what's  going  on  here,  of  the  10  to 
IS  billion  dollars  that  this  entire  project  is 
taking  up.  not  just  tha  Bail  Garrison  but  the  entire 
project,  and  tha  number  of  jobs,  which  saeas  to  be 
of  central  concern  hare,  the  nuabar  of  jobs  that 
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owned  by 
tateaent 


and 

the  disclosure 

stateaent  had  -- 

-  we  had 

to 

v*r 

if  y 

that 

there  was 

a  se 

psration  of  the 

aanageae 

nt 

of 

Bone; 

ywell  and 

Tet  ra 

Tech  so  that  one  would 

not 

inf  li 

uence  the 

othe  r 

And  that  was 

the  case 

«  a 

nd 

we 

were 

satisfied 

,  and 

that  disclosure 

t  staten* 

nt 

was 

made 

available 

for 

public  review. 

But  as  y 

ou 

sis 

0 

noted,  Bonoywol 1  no 

longer  owns  Tee 

ra  Tech. 

The  . 

other 

point  that  you 

would  br 

ing 

up 

the  : 

Issuance  o 

f  a  si 

jppleaental  Draf 

t  E1S  is 

on 

iy 

progr 

aa  and/or  to  t 

he  com 

Elusions  of  the 

docuaent . 

It  U 

a  normal  exp* 

r ienc* 

that  there  will 

be  some 

ad  jus 

taents  made  to 

the  docuaent  based  upon  inputs 

at  public  hearings. 

and  those  will  be  inc 

orporated 

into 

the  Pinal  E 18 . 

Thank 

you  very  much, 

aa  '  a  a  . 

NS.  ROSENBERGi 

Thank  you . 

COLONEL  HcSBANE i 

Thank  you .  B 

efore  we  go 

on ,  I 

would  like  to 

point 

out  that  during 

this  last 

spesk 

er  talking,  th 

ere  wei 

whlsperik  - 

here  . 

It  aakes  It 

extra as ly  hard  for  th* 

cou  r  t 

repor 

ter  to  get  it 

down  . 

It's  very  distr 

acting  to 

the  s 

pteker,  and  It 

'a  diet 

; ract Ing  to  a*  a 

nd  th* 
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1 

could  be  provided  for  10  to  15  billion  dollars  that 

2 

would,  in  addition,  produce  s  useful  product  and  not 

3 

an  instrument  of  death.  Thank  you . 

4 

LT.  COLONEL  WALSBi  Excuse  a*,  air,  may  I 

5 

respond? 

4 

COLONEL  he  SB AMI i  Colonel  Walsh. 

7 

LT.  COLOWEL  WALSBi  1  just  want  to  coaasnt 

8 

on  s  few  items  that  you  raised.  first  of  all,  th' 

9 

analysis  was  done  for  th*  difference  in  the 

10 

unemployment  rate,  but  the  difference  was  vary 

11 

sas 11,  end  so  therefore  it  did  not  change 

12 

dramatically  from  what  was  already  quoted  for  1993. 

13 

The  influx  of  dependents  did  not  substantially 

14 

change  the  uneaployaent  rat*  as  it  did  at  Grand 

15 

Porks  and  soas  other  inatal let  ions . 

16 

Furthermore,  while  w*  have  developed  iobc 

17 

aitigetiv*  actions  for  impacts,  again,  in  tha 

18 

interest  of  reducing  the  volume  of  the  document,  we 

19 

only  spelled  them  out  for  those  items  that  were 

20 

identified  as  significant  iapacts.  That  doesn't 

21 

assn  to  say  that  in  our  negotiations  or  working  with 

22 

local  authorities  ws  asy  not  have  additional 

23 

altlgative  actions  appropriate  for  impacts  that  were 

24 

not  determined  to  be  significant. 

25 

And  as  indicated  to  you  at  Grand  Porks, 
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1 

panel  who  need  to  listen  to  thee*  coaments.  So  if 

2 

you're  going  to  have  a  discussion,  go  outside  end  do 

3 

it.  Otherwise,  pleas*  listen  attentively.  Thank 

4 

you.  Charles  Naxfield. 

5 

HR.  NAXPIELDi  I  would  Ilk*  to  defer  to 

6 

Dr.  Berbert  Wilson. 

7 

DR.  WIL8ON1  Hy  name  is  Berbert  Wilson.  I 

8 

have  been  e  local  physician  in  Nountrsll  County  for 

9 

36  years.  During  World  War  II.  I  was  a  gunner 

10 

boaoerdler  in  the  8th  Air  force  on  B-24s.  I'a  very 

11 

auch  interested  in  history  and  public  affairs  and  ay 

12 

country.  I  have  six  children  and  14  grandchildren. 

13 

and  I'a  interested  in  their  future. 

14 

Now,  as  a  physician,  it's  ay  duty  to 

15 

enhance  life  and  preserve  It  wherever  I  asy.  1  look 

16 

on  an  inerssss  In  srasaents  of  any  type  in  any  place 

17 

18 

very  auch  something  driven  by  antiquated  ways  of 

19 

thinking  and/or  aisconcspt ions  or  th*  profit 

20 

aot lv* . 

21 

The  few  aoaents  I  have,  I  will  dwell  on 

22 

th*  biggest  misconception  of  all.  That  is  the  i;"*a 

23 

of  deterrence.  Back  in  th*  early  sixties,  I  believe 

24 

we  had,  besides  all  th*  other  hardware,  400  warheads 

25 

on  th*  Poseidon  submarines.  These  wet*  considered 
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1 

enough  to  pulverise,  in  one  day,  all  the  cities  in 

1 

The  impact  la  on  tha  thinking  of  mankind 

2 

the  8oviet  Union.  It  was  agreed  then  this  was 

2 

moat  everywhere  asauming  that  might  ia  right. 

3 

3 

This  is  not  only  for  the  super  powers,  but  slso 

4 

make  more  and  more  missiles,  until  in  1988,  there 

4 

It  hsppens  in  the  underdeveloped  nations. 

5 

are  between  twenty-five  and  thirty  thousand  of  then, 

5 

unf ortunataly .  I'm  thinking  of  the  millions  who 

6 

most  of  them  a  hundred  to  a  thousand  times  more 

6 

suffer  throughout  tha  world  because  of  the  lack  of 

7 

powerful  than  the  one  we  dropped  on  Hiroshima. 

7 

benefits  that  modern  technology  could  bring  were  it 

8 

8 

not  that  that  technology  is  given  over  to  the 

9 

9 

building  of  weapons  of  destruction.  It  is  indeed  a 

10 

Neither  the  USSR  or  we  are  going  to  detonate 

10 

cruel  hoax  on  mankind  to  pervert  the  moat  noble 

11 

aboveground  ever  again,  I  hope. 

12 

thoughts  we  have  of  creating  a  patriotism  of 

12 

•So  what  is  the  environmental  impact?  We 

sacrifice  in  order  to  support  s  military  economy. 

13 

want  --  or  Z  want  to  consider  It  in  tha  broader 

13 

No,  I  don't  went  the  MX  missile  garrisoned 

14 

aspect  of  what  the  adding  of  fifty  to  a  hundred  MX 

14 

here  or  anywhere.  And  I'm  not  chicken.  I'm  not 

15 

missiles  means.  I  believe  I'm  supposed  to  confine  my 

40 

15 

afraid  of  ui  being  a  prime  target-  I'm  not  afraid 

16 

remarks  to  the  environmental  impact  on  this  local 

16 

of  an  accident  occurring.  What  I  hate  is  to  saa  ia 

17 

community,  Minot,  but  I  have  never  had  the 

17 

the  hoax  continued.  The  fear,  suspicion,  and 

18 

opportunity  to  testify  as  to  the  environmental 

18 

animosity  that  we  have  towards  others  because  they 

19 

impact,  the  stockpiling  of  missiles  in  out  country 

19 

do  not  think  quite  like  we  do. 

20 

as  a  whole.  Hence,  I  feel  it's  my  prerogative  to 

20 

COLONEL  McSBANBi  Time,  sir.  Wayne 

21 

testify  to  this  worldwide,  anti-Christian, 

21 

Greenup . 

22 

antihumanity  type  of  arms  buildup  that  both  the 

22 

HR.  GREENUP i  Thank  you.  I'm  Wayne 

23 

Soviet  Onion  and  the  United  States  and  other 

41 

23 

Graanup  from  Minot,  and  I  support  the  Environmental 

24 

countries  as  well,  have  engaged  in  since  the  end  of 

24 

Impact  statement.  I  feel  that  it  would  be  a  direct. 

25 

World  war  II. 

25 

positive  influence  on  the  city  end  surrounding 
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as 

community.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE t  Thank  you.  Ed  Kuhn. 

MR.  KUHNi  Colonel  McShane,  diatingulehed 
members  of  th«  panel.  My  naa*  la  Ed  Kuhn,  and  I  an 
honored  to  have  been  an  alderman  on  the  Minot  city 
council  for  over  14  years.  In  addition,  I  have  been 
an  eaployee  of  Burlington  Northern  Railroad  and  ita 
predecessor.  Great  Northern  Railroad,  for  a  combined 
total  of  34  years.  I  believe  ay  years  of  railroad 
experience  qualifies  ae  to  coaaent  on  a  few  points 
raised  in  the  Draft  Envi ronaental  Impact  Statement . 

first  of  all,  the  required  improvements  to 
the  rails  in  order  to  deploy  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  at  Minot  Air  force  Base  would 
result  in  an  increase  in  eaployaent,  both  during  the 
construction  and  during  the  life  of  the  program. 

Second,  the  improvements  would  further 
enhance  our  already  good  rail  transportation  system. 
These  rail  improvements  will  only  help  to  bring  more 
trade  and  comma rce  to  our  community . 

Third,  the  Draft  EiS  say ■  that 
interruptions  of  traffic  by  trains  where  the  tracks 
and  roads  intersect  would  be  minimal.  In  short,  the 
occasional  movement  of  trains  would  not  disrupt  the 
normal  flow  of  traffic  within  or  around  the  city. 
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fourth,  the  draft  indicates  --  the  BIS 
indicates  that  the  trains  would  only  move  out  of  the 
garrison  when  major  repairs  or  maintenance 
necessitates  that  they  be  transported  to  the  main 
operating  base  at  Warren  Air  force  Base  near 
Cheyenne,  Wyoming,  or  when  directed  to  disperse 
during  time  of  national  need.  in  my  opinion,  this 
would  not  significantly  Impact  the  rail  natwork  and 
would  not  interfere  with  normal  commerce  or 
transportation  along  the  rail  network  in  Minot. 

for  norm  than  a  century,  Minot  has  been 
known  as  a  railroad  town.  for  the  last  three 
decades,  we  have  also  been  known  for  our  close 
working  arrangements  with  the  Air  force  at  Minot  Air 
force  Base.  As  a  result,  we  believe  that  we  are 
uniquely  situated  to  handle  the  impact  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison,  and  we  look  forward  to 
the  opportunity  to  do  so. 

In  conclusion,  if  it  is  the  ultimate 
decision  of  the  President  and  Congress  to  deploy  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program,  then  I  believe 
that  Minot  Air  force  Base  should  be  chosen  aa  one  of 
the  sites.  Thank  you . 

COLONEL  MeSHANBi  Thank  you.  John  Pence, 

please . 
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percent  beyond  the  rise  due  to  inflation.  A  Bllllo 
Is  a  thousand  thousand,  and  a  billion  is  •  thousand 
Billion.  To  get  this  eitra  190  billion,  our  countr 
boosted  its  federal  debt  and  cut  other  federal 
spending.  Spending  *190  billion  created  over  7 
■illion  new  jobs.  But  if  this  had  been  spent  on 


,  because  civilian  jobs  are  about  15  percent 
;abor  intensive  than  Bilitary  jobs.  Thus,  this 
tew  allltary  spending  cost  our  nation  1,147,000  lost 
Jobs  because  our  federal  spending  had  to  be  cut.  1 
figures  (ros  Baployaent  Research  Associates  of 
ig,  Michigan.  California  gained  407  wore  jobs 
it  lost.  New  Baaahire  gained  3»<40  Bore  than 
it.  And  13  other  states  had  a  net  gain.  But 
her  states  lost  sobs  of  their  jobs  that  they 
--  sore  than  they  gained.  north  Dakota  lost 
0  aore  jobs  than  it  gained.  Bven  Washington, 
lost  a  net  of  10,840  jobs.  Rail  Garrison 
ass  s  teaporary  sonsy  gain  to  Minot,  but  not  ti 
Dakota  or  the  United  States.  Which  is  aore 
tant,  Minot  or  the  whole  nation?  Let’s  be 
patriotic. 

It  has  bean  eat  lasted  that  about  *0 
of  the  total  research  and  developaent  funds 
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in  the  United  States  are  being  spent  foe  civilian 
use.  In  Germany ,  it's  96  percent  instead  of  SO 
percent.  In  Japan,  99  percent.  More  money  has  been 
spent  on  research  and  development  of  the  B-l  bomber 
than  the  total  research  and  development  budget  for 
the  whole  0.8.  steel  industry.  A  strong  healthy 
economy  cannot  be  based  on  a  military  budget  larger 
than  the  civilian.  I  don't  care  -- 

COLONEL  McSHANE i  Time,  sir. 

HR.  HOFFMAN «  --  to  have  a  hand  in  the 


either 

in  Russia  or  here. 

or  more  likely 

in  both. 

COLONEL  NcSBANE t 

Time,  sir. 

Julie 

Od land 

MS. 

ODLANDt  I'd 

like  to  defer 

to  Ethel 

Mse 

Morrison . 

MS  . 

HORRISONi  I 

have  lived  in 

Minot  foi 

50 

years  and 

raised  six  children  here. 

It 

Rail  Garrison 

Is  voted  < 

by 

our 

nation 

,  okay,  have 

it  in  Minot . 

But  Rail 

shortsighted  and 
Minot  so  we  can 


w  more  Jobs  and  some  kind 


of  economic  progress  when  it's  bad  for  the  whole 
nation  and  for  the  whole  world.  I  care  for  the 
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I  support  the 
tal  Impact 
I  support  the 


MS.  HORRISONi 
COLONEL  McSHANE 


raised  in 
11  |  with  the  ■ 
findings  1 
Statement . 
deployment 


deterrent  capabilities,  and  I  understand  that 

16  without  deterrent  capabilities  that  maybe  none  of  u 

17  here  may  have  an  environment  to  worry  about.  Thank 
you  . 

COLONEL  McSHANE i  Thank  you.  Gary 

K  rami ich . 

MR.  KRANLiCRi  I'm  Gary  Xramlich, 
pres ident -elect  of  the  Minot  Chamber  of  Commerce, 
but  I'm  speaking  tonight  as  a  cltlien  in  support  of 
the  DEIS  and  particularly  from  where  I  come. 

I'm  a  realtor  and  a  hone  builder.  Sectlo 
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1  environment  of  the  whole  world. 

2  I  would  like  to  quote  from  Christian 

3  Sorenson  of  UND.  I  believe  it  so  firmly.  It  is 

4  nonsense  to  claim  that  we  must  add  50  NX  missiles 

5  carrying  500  warheads  to  our  arsenal  of  more  than 

6  13,000  long-range  nuclear  weapons  in  order  to  deter 

7  the  Soviet  Union  from  attacking  our  land-based 

8  missiles.  To  actually  believe  that  our  ICBHs  are 

9  vulnerable  to  a  Soviet  first-strike  attack,  one  must 

10  assume  that  the  Soviet  leaders  would  be  insane  or 

11  suicidal.  Mhy?  Because  even  if  the  Soviets  could 

12  destroy  most  all  of  United  States'  land-based 

13  missiles,  surviving  United  States'  bombers  and 

16  submarines  could  quickly  destroy  the  Soviet  Union. 

15  The  nuclear  warheads  on  just  two  of  our  36 

16  missile-carrying  submarines  could  demolish  every 

17  large  and  aedlum-sixed  city  in  the  Soviet  Union. 

IB  Our  submarine-launched  missiles,  our  bombers,  our 

19  cruise  missiles  are  more  than  sufficient  to  deter 

20  any  rational  Soviet  from  attacking  the  United 

21  States.  And  if  the  Soviets  are  bent  on  this 

22  suicidal  idea,  no  additional  weapon  system  will 

23  prevent  them  from  attacking  us. 

24  I  feel  --  I  have  enjoyed  meeting  your  base 

25  people,  but  that  has  nothing  to  do  with  this  Rail 
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a  thousand  --  you  could 
thousand,  because  we  ha 
the  5th  Fighter  since  t 
was  substantially  felt 

Additionally,  references  have  been  made  to  the  loss 
of  jobs  because  of  the  drought.  There  is  an  export 
of  people,  and  we  could  easily  accommodate  the 
people  for  the  construction  side.  Section  10-9 

eri  to  the  short-term  and  long-term  construction 
t  can  be  handled . 

I  want  to  change  the  subject  and  refer  to 
heritage  of  the  EIS.  In  Minot's  support,  the 
t  part  of  January  and  first  couple  days  of 
ruary,  17  people,  at  their  own  expense,  went  to 
Pentagon  to  support  the  community's  strong 
reelings  of  how  the  Peacekeeper  rail-based  garrison 
could  fit  into  the  M 
Impact.  That  poslti 


cross  the  crowd  here,  you'll  see  second-  and  some 
h 1 rd -generat ion  families.  Many  of  those  are 
■llroad  people.  By  their  hats.  Two  years  ago, 
hla  community  had  a  centennial,  out  of  which  came 
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railroad  iumui  with  great  pride  and  great  strength 
from  paople  we  did  not  know  bad  that  strength  for 
their  own  coaaunity.  Aa  a  community,  we're 
extremely  proud  of  that. 

1*11  finiah  to  aay  that  we  are  proud  of 
the  Minot  Air  Porca  Base  and  what  it  represent!  in 
keeping  the  deterrent  of  peace  through  strength.  Me 
support  a  strong  economy,  but  more  so.  we  support  a 
strong  world.  I  worry  about  not  just  the  Soviets, 
if  we  have  conflict  with  them.  Mhat  about  the  other  | 
countries?  And  that  deterrent  hare  is  seen  across 
the  whole  country.  Minot  Air  Force  Base  received 
the  best  base  in  the  world  in  the  excellence  award, 
■inety  people  from  the  community  went  down  to  see 
that.  Immediately  following  that,  a  week  later, 
eight  people  went  to  Offutt  Air  Porce  Base  to  meet 
with  General  Shane's  staff  to  say  we  again  support 
the  Sail  Garrison  and  other  missions  at  this  base. 

On  behalf  of  the  community.  I’m  pleased  to 
support  your  EIS  and  thank  you  for  being  here. 

COLONEL  NcSHANEi  Thank  you.  Ethel  Mae 

Morrison . 

MS.  MORRISON,  Well,  I'll  defer  to  Neal 

Ruedisill . 

COLONEL  HcSbane,  Sir,  when  you  get  there. 
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wou 

Id  you 

spell  your  n 

a  me 

HR .  RUBDISILX l 

Yea  . 

Welcome  to 

Minot  . 

aa 

Neal  Ruedisill.  N- 

e-a' 

-1  R-u 

-e-d-l-#-i-l 

-i . 

Lut 

her  a  n 

campus  pastor 

at 

Minot 

State  Unive 

ralty . 

I  thank  you 

for 

the  work  you  have 

put  int< 

the 

Draft 

Environments 

1  Xi 

epact 

Statement  . 

I  have 

7  reed  eome  of  it,  but  understand,  1  could  not  meke  ay 

8  way  through  the  whole  thing.  It  ia  thorough.  And 

9  you're  straightforward  in  expressing  your  intent. 

10  The  purpose  of  the  EIS  is  to  'analyte  possible 

11  environmental  consequences  of  the  Propoaed  Action 

12  end  ita  reasonable  alternatives  including  the  No 

13  Action  Alternative.  A  discueaion  of  morality. 

1*  national  security  policy  or  peycholog leal  effect  is 

15  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS,a  1.10.2. 

16  There  is  no  doubt  in  my  mind,  however, 

17  that  our  environment  includea  those  things  that  do 

18  affect  ui  morally  and  psychologically,  whether  or 
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witn  respect  to  t he  alternate  routes,  this 
la  not  an  EIS  to  aupport  selection  of  an  alternate 
route.  At  this  particular  time,  we  do  not  feel  that 
we  need  an  alternate  route  from  the  base.  However, 
we're  identifying  that  we  aay  at  some  future  tiae, 
if  a  threat  changes  or  our  needs  change,  like  to  go 
with  an  alternate  route.  We  have  Identified  the 
approximate  corridor  that  we  would  be  looking  at, 
and  then  at  the  time  that  a  decision  was  aade  that 
we  need  an  alternate  route,  then  we  would  lay  out 
proposed  and  reasonable  alternatives  for  the  people 


then  ask  the  people  to  comment  on  it .  Thank  you 
very  much,  air . 


NR.  rued i s I  LI  t  X  think  it's  important 
that  people  are  aware  of  that  possibility.  Thank 


COLONEL  McSBANB:  I  think  you  had  furth 
questions  there.  Xf  you  don't  get  back  up  here, 
please  remember  to  submit  them  in  writing.  Carl 
Allen,  please. 

MR.  ALLENi  Colonel  NcShane,  members  of 
the  panel.  I  am  Earl  Allen,  Rinot  resident  for  3 
years,  have  considerable  roots  here.  The  writer, 
myself,  as  an  agricultural  economic  graduate  with 
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dairy  industry,  soils. 


animal  husbandry. 


and  human  nut r 1 ti 
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vtitttn  North  Dakota.  Thank  you. 

COLOMEL  NcSBANEi  Thank  you.  Ardia  Hubs. 

NS.  BUSSi  1  dafar  to  Mika  Padorchak  . 

MB.  FBDORCBAXi  Thank  you,  Ardie.  My  nave 
la  Nika  Padorchak .  I‘a  president  of  the  General 
David  C.  Jonaa  Chapter  of  the  Air  Porce  Association. 
I  * ■  representing  approx iaateiy  900  members  of  our 
aaaociatlrn  and  100  businesses  of  Minot,  as 
coaaunlty  partners.  Mith  regard  to  the  E1S 
executive  suaaary,  page  S-44,  X  quote.  "Kinot  Air 
Porce  Base,  North  Dakota.  The  Proposed  and 
Alternative  Actions  at  Minot  Air  Porce  Base  would 
not  result  in  significant  iapacts  on  any  resources." 
This  therefore  lead6  me  to  the  conclusion  ibre  there 
will  be  no  adverse  iapact  to  ioc iocc6..oaica , 
utilities,  transportation ,  land  use,  cultural, 
biological,  water,  geology  and  soils,  air  quality 


the 

top  of  the 

list 

i«(  favorable 

coneideratloi 

gar  i 

rlson  the  P 

eacek< 

taper  alssilet 

The 

EXS  wakes  reference 

to  President 

Reagan  establi 

sh  lng 

a  bipartisan 

coaaiasion,  c, 

the 

President ' 

s  Coaaiasion  on  Stri 

ateglc  Forces 
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the  Soviets  to  engage  seriously  in  aras  control 
negotiations . 

In  conclusion,  I  feel  that  the  gains  in 
United  States'  defense  capability  achieved  in  the 
first  half  of  this  decade  are  being  negated  by 
congressional  lndec is iveness  and  political 
aaneuver ing  that  aaount  to  playing  Russian  roulette 
with  our  national  security.  These  conditions  cry 
out  for  correction.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
systea  is  a  aust,  and  I  highly  support  the  Minot  Air 
Porce  Base  as  the  facility  to  garrison  the 
Peacekeeper  elastic  forces.  Thank  you  very  auch, 
sir  . 

COLONEL  HcSHANE t  Thank  you.  Ronald 

Staff  . 

MR.  STAPP i  I  defer  to  A1  Heraodson. 

MR.  BERHODSONi  Thank  you.  My  naae  is  A1 

Heraodson  . 

I  believe  I’a  speaking  here  tonight  in  an 
effort  to  prevent  a  crlae.  I  believe  that  the  MX  is 
a  crlae  under  internet lonal  law.  fn  a  1900  iandaark 
case,  the  United  States  Bupreae  Court  held  that 
international  law  is  part  and  parcel  of  the 
structure  of  federal  law.  International  law 
lnclu4»*  the  law  of  war.  Under  the  fourth  Segue 
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referred  to  aa  the  Scowcroft  Coaai 
in  the  Scowcroft  reDort.  Soviet  ad 
capability  --  aay  I  correct  that.  As  stated  in  the 
Scowcroft  report,  end  Z  quote,  deployaent  of  MX  is 
essential  in  order  to  reaove  the  Soviet  advantage  in 
ICBM  capability  and  help  deter  the  threat  of 
conventional  or  Halted  nuclear  attacka  on  the 
alliance.  Such  deployaent  is  also  necessary  to 
encourage  the  Soviets  to  aove  toward  the  aore  stable 
regiae  of  deployaents  and  aras  control,  unquote. 

Our  Minuteaan  forcee  have  been  outstripped 
by  the  Soviet's  iaproveasnts  in  their  land-based 
ICBNs ,  and  we  cannot  adequately  hold  thea  at  risk. 
Thsrefore,  the  priaary  purpose  of  United  States' 


ICBM  aodern 
iabalance  i 
capability, 

the  land-based  ICMB  leg  of  the  Triad.  The  Scowcroft 
Coaaiasion  reported,  quote,  abandoning  Peacekeeper 
deployaent  would  jeopardize,  not  enhance,  the 
likelihood  of  reaching  a  stabilising  and  equitable 
agreement,  unquote.  Continued  deployaent  beyond  the 
first  SO  alssiles  in  a  basing  mode  acceptable  to 

essential  to  meet  our  iaaediats  military 
providing  even  further  incentives  for 
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convention,  no  nation  may  use  weepona  which  cause 
unncesssry  suffering  to  human  beings.  Second, 
poison  and  poison  weapons  are  flatly  prohibited  by 
the  Hague  resolution,  by  the  Geneva  protocol  of 
1935,  and  by  the  U.S.  Army  Field  Manual  27-10  on  t 
law  of  land  warfare,  1958.  The  United  States  is 
bound  as  a  party  to  each  of  these.  Additionally, 
nation  aay  not  adopt  methods  or  tactics  which  fail 
to  distinguish  between  combatants  and  noncoabstsnt 
Because  of  the  Inherent  nature  of  nuclear  weapons, 
each  of  these  rules  prohibits  their  existence. 

Mow  I  want  to  put  MX  in  a  little  bit  of 
context  and  talk  about  whst  it  is.  It's  s  missile 
weighing  100  tons,  carrying  can  independently- 
targeted  warheads.  Each  warhead  is  equal  to  300 
kllotons  of  TNT,  and  that  equals  18  of  the  Hiroshi 
stoa  bombs .  With  tsn  of  those  in  each  missile,  as 
MX  carries  3  megatons,  or  3  alllion  tons,  of  TNT, 
which  is  the  equivalent  of  all  the  explosives  and 
boabs  used  in  the  Second  World  War.  Therefore  ona 
MX  equals  on#  Second  World  War. 

The  MX  is  - -  has  a  tangs  of  over  5,000 


Is  accurate  to  300  feet.  That  accursc 
first-strike  weapon.  It's  designed  t 
denad  military  sites  like  missile  silo 
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And  line*  there's  no  reason  to  hit  an  e»pty  silo,  w« 
»ust  as suae  the  NX  is  part  of  ths  United  States' 
first-strike  nuclear  war  strategy.  in  addition  to 
being  a  first-strike  weapon,  the  MX  is  inherently 
destabilising  due  to  its  multiple  warheads  and  its 
g.ouping  basing  mod*.  Deployment  of  the  MX  in  any 
basing  mode  will  therefore  decrease  national 
security  because  deployment  increases  the  likelihood 


How,  we  have  talked  about,  and  we  have 
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United  States.  So,  therefore,  even  attacking  empty 
silos  would  sake  sense.  Furthermore-  it  win  be 
necessary  to  go  after  the  coasind  structure  or  the 
political  structure  and  they  will  be  in  hardened 
silos  and  we  would  need  a  weapon  of  this  particular 
nature  in  order  to  attack  that.  so  it  is  not  a 
first-strike  weapon,  air.  First-strike  is  in  the 


speeches,  we  a 

vulnerability  of  the  exletlng  system,  and  so  we  are 
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Environmental  Inpact  Statement,  and  Peacekeeper  Kail 
Garrison  wtaponi  ayatens  at  Minot  Air  force  Beat  . 
ficat  and  foreaoat,  it  ia  for  the  dafanaa  and 
security  of  this  atata  and  nation.  Only  with  a 
strong  and  aodarn  dafanaa  can  «a  aaintain  tha  paaca 
and  tranquility  naadad  in  thasa  tiaai.  Second, 
alasanta  of  tha  Bnvi ronaantal  lapact  Stataaant  soul 
indicata  that  we  ara  within  accaptabla  lialts, 
aanagaabla  liaits,  avan  daairabla  Halts.  Third, 
tha  ragion  of  Influanca  is  racaptiva  and  abia  to 
accoaaodata  tha  project. 

Thara  ara  othar  raaaona  I  faal  that  ona  o 
tha  locations  should  ba  at  Minot,  North  Dakota, 
first,  tha  northarly  location  would  aaka  it  ldaal 
for  targating  flexibility.  Sacond,  inland  location 
aaka  it  caaiar  to  defend  froa  potential  anaay 
attack.  Three,  Minot's  coaaunity  support  la  tha 
beat  anywhere,  and  there  has  never  bean  a  single 
deaonstration  or  protest,  fourth,  Minot  ia  --  has 
already  aitlgatad  Peacekeeper  basing  ragrats, 
including  negotiation  of  options  for  land 
acquisition  to  expand  tha  site  of  Minot  Air  forca 
Basa  and  obtain  tha  necessary  rights  and  esseaente 
to  accoaaodata  tha  syatea's  requireaenta .  fifth, 
Minot's  rail  network  is  sufficient  to  support  tha 
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I  have  one  question.  Have  there  bean  any 
anvi ronaantal  restrictions  by  state  and  local  law  or  { 
regulations  as  per  page  4.0-2? 

MAJOR  VAN  NESSi  I’a  a  little  confused 
about  how  to  answer  this  exactly.  With  regard  to 
env i ronaantal  regulations  that  are  suppleaenta ry  to 
seating  a  specific  statute,  such  as  tha  Clean  Air 
Act,  Clean  Water  Act,  Resource  Conservation  Recovery  | 
Act,  and  so  forth,  wa  intend  to  and  will  pledge  to 
you  tonight  that  wa  will  adhere  to  those  regulations 
and  we  will  work  with  the  State  to  coaply  with 


13  With  regard  to  such  things  as  nuclear  free 

14  tones,  perhaps  soae  land  use  rest r let  ions ,  to  tha 

15  extent  we  can,  we  try  to  accoaaodata  those,  but  you 

16  understand  that  when  we  have  a  situation  where  wa 

17  aay  have  a  conflict  between  national  dafanaa  needs 

18  and  purely  local  concerns,  that  tha  way  tha 

19  Constitution  of  tha  United  Stataa  la  designed,  that 

20  the  aupreaacy  clause  aandates  that  tha  federal 

21  interests  taka  priority.  So  where  wa  will  try  to 

22  address  those  and  take  those  into  consideration  in 

23  our  planning  purposes,  wa  say  not  specifically 

24  respond  to  thaa.  Is  that  responsive  to  your 

25  question? 
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syatea's  requireaents  and  can  easily  be  upgraded  if 
needed.  Sixth,  Minot  has  not  benefited  froa  a  new 
■yites  such  as  the  B-18  and  should  be  in  line  to 
xove  forward  with  the  Air  force  in  its  aodernlsat ion 
effort.  Seventh,  Minot  recently  lost  the  5th 
fighter  Interceptor  Squadron,  which  bad  a  severe 
negative  econoaic  lapact  on  North  Dakota,  and  Minot 
in  particular. 

rroa  a  secondary  benefit  point  of  view, 
there  will  be  a  positive  effect  on  the  greater  Minot 
area.  There  will  be  jobs  created  to  build  and 
aaintain  the  Peacekeeper  systea.  This  will  provide 
a  staying  power  for  the  businesses  and  towns  of  the 


15  We  have  coae  to  accept  the  aiaailea  in 

16  this  area,  and  soae  would  say  that  they  are  e  quiet, 

17  coaforting  fact  froa  the  defensive  posture  they 

16  represent.  Many  of  us  appreciate  the  good  neighbors 

19  that  the  O.S.  Air  force  has  becoae.  We  also 

20  appreciate  your  coaaunity  involveaent.  I  feel 

21  strongly  that  Minot  Air  force  Base  would  be  the  best 

22  location  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  weapons 

23  systea.  Basing  the  systea  here  would  be  s  positive 

24  step  for  the  United  States  Air  force,  the  city  of 

25  Minot,  and  for  the  security  of  the  United  States. 
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MR.  HALLBERCt  Yes.  I'a  Just  asking  if 
there  were  any  restrictions  that  you  would  note,  an 
there  was  a  coaaent  Bade  on  page  4.0.2  about  the 
potential  restrictions  of  state  and  local  laws  or 
regulations.  I  was  just  asking  if  you  had  incurred 
anything  that  had  been  a  deterrent. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESSt  You  seen  that  would 
discourage  ua  froa  coalng  here  as  a  result  of  that? 

MR.  NALLBERGi  Yes. 

MAJOR  VAN  NESSi  None  that  I  know  of. 

NR.  NALLBERGi  Thank  you  very  auch. 

COLONEL  HcSBANE  t  Thank  you. 

We  will  conclude  the  proceedings  at  this 
tine.  Please  reaeaber  that  you  have  until  31  Augua 
to  subait  written  aaterlals  to  be  Included  in  the 
transcript  of  this  hearing.  Once  again,  oral  and 
written  statements  or  consents  will  be  afforded 
equal  weight . 

Thank  you.  This  public  hearing  is 
adjourned  at  10>04  P.R. 

(Concluded  at  10i04  P.M.,  the  sane  day.) 


EM  I NET R  t  ASSOCIATES  -  COURT  REPORTERS 
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STATE  Of  NORTH  DAKOTA  ) 

)  as  . 

COUNTY  Of  WARD  ) 


l>  Sharon  A.  Bakken,  a  Registered 
Professional  Reporter* 

DO  HEREBY  CERTIFY  that  I  recorded  in 
shorthand'  <Stenotype)  the  foregoing  proceedings  had 
and  aade  of  record  in  the  above-entitled  natter  at 
the  tine  and  place  hereinbefore  indicated. 

1  DO  HEREBY  TURTHER  CERTIFY  that  the 
foregoing  and  attached  typewritten  pages  contain  a 
full*  true*  accurate  and  correct  transcript  of  ny 
shorthand  <Stenotype)  notes*  as  they  purport  to 
contain*  then  and  there  taken. 

Dated  at  Minot,  North  Dakota*  this  25th 
day  of  August*  19S8. 


Sharon  A.  Bakken.  RPR 
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PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  PROGRAM 
AUGUST  3,  1988 


WARRENS8URS  HIGH  SCHOOL 
WARRENS BURG,  MISSOURI 


COL.  MIKE  MC SHANE 
LT.  COL.  PETER  WALSH 

WU.  VAN  NESS 
LT.  COL.  EMMONS 
m.  HICKMAN 
MR.  KRAMER 


Col.  ncflhona 
Col.  Halo* 

Edward  Danaan 
Ban  Hanglna 
Woodwrow  Kurth 
Ray  Martng 
Ullllaa  Braaa 
Tboaaa  King 
LaRoy  Krldar 
Erie  Wilbur 
Lorralna  Crouch 
Plump  McNally 
Suaan  Rlegar 
Eva  Hyara 

Michael  Caraan  (ylald  to  Mika  Wolf! 

Mark  Lengwortby  (ylald  to  8reg  Loabardl) 

Scott  Wlttatruck 

John  Klotz 

Thoaaa  Fitzpatrick 

Brag  Loabardl 

Robart  Landaua 

Lynn  Haraan 

Aay  CoTfaan 

Laura  Bogua 

Karan  Prlna 

Kiaber ly  Haaaay 

Marc  Bachand 

Ha  I an  Burnbaa 

Danlai  Baaaatar 

Ron  Rankomkl 

Robart  Mar b la 

Or.  Jaaaa  Jonaa 

Char  la*  OuCharaa  (ylald  to  Kathy  Thoaaa > 

Ha lan  Chudoaalka 
Jack  Wax 
Robart  Amh 
Franc aa  Rusaall 

Harb  L  Dor  1m  Bauar  (ylald  to  Mark  Halal 
David  Paarca 
Christ l  Young 

Brian  Pago  (ylald  to  Anna  Blnaburg) 

Jaff  Stack 
John  Loyd 
Robart  Jawa* 

Judy  Anno  Soldaan  (ylald  to  LuAnna  Bctuilta) 
Cyril  Waltar 
Patty  Pur vaa 

Barbara  Baaaatar  (ylald  to  Jarry  Brown) 
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aicrophona  ao  a*  alii  ba  running  until  10:10  juat 
to  coapanaata  for  the  tan  alnuted  ••  loat  hara  by 
atarting  lata  and  by  aicrophona  troubla. 

Whet  wa'ra  going  to  do  firat  ia  call  on  tba 
alactad  officiala  who  hava  indicatad  a  daaira  to 


Mayor  Bdward  Danaan. 

X ‘a  sorry,  batora  you  atart,  air,  lat  aa  hawa 
Colonal  Walsh  introduce  tha  other  panel  aaabara  ao 
everyone  knows  who  ia  hara. 

MU.  WALSH:  On  ay  iaaediate  right  is 
Major  Van  Mass,  ha 'a  a  lawyer  with  tha  Air  force 
assigned  to  tha  Air  force  Regional  Rnginaaring-  On 
ay  far  right  is  Lt .  Col.  Baaona.  He’s  assigned  to 
headquarters  in  tha  Strategic  Air  Coaaand .  Ha  will 
respond  to  questions  on  operations.  On  ay 
iaaediate  left  ia  Mr.  Hickaan.  He's  eaployad  by 
Tatra-Tech  Corporation.  Tatra-Tech  was  hired  by 
the  Air  force  to  prepare  thie  environaental  iapaet 
atateaent.  Mr.  Hickaan  will  raspond  to  queationa 
related  to  the  effects  on  huaen  resources,  on  ay 
far  left  is  Doctor  JCraaar.  He ‘a  also  eaployad  by 
Tatra-Tech,  and  ha  will  respond  to  queationa  on  the 
effects  on  physical  resources.  Thank,  you  air. 

COL.  McIiAMI:  Thank  you,  Colonal 
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Walsh. 

During  thia  question  and  answer  and  stateasnt 
portion  of  tha  public  haaring,  I'a  going  to  call 
out  ona  naaa  at  a  tiaa  and  X  would  ask  that  you 
coaa  up  to  tha  aicrophona  which  is  aituatad  hara  in 
tha  front  of  tha  rooa.  Stap  up  to  tha  aicrophona 
and  apaak  slowly  and  clearly,  wa  want  all  praaant 
to  ba  abla  to  haar  your  quastion  or  stateaents  and 
in  addition  it  naads  to  ba  racordad  for  tha  racord. 

Xf  you  have  any  writtan  stataaants  that  you 
want  to  laava  with  ua  put  then  thara  on  tha  ataga 
and  aicrophona. 

MAYOR  DENMAN:  Colonel  Walsh, 

aeabers  of  panal:  I'a  Edwin  J.  Danaan.  Mayor  of 
tha  City  of  Clinton.  Missouri. 

(SPECTATORS  INDICATED  TROUBLE  BEARING.) 

MAYOR  DENMAN:  X'n  Edwin  Danaan. 
Mayor  of  tha  city  of  Clinton.  Missouri  which  is 
approxiaately  37  alias  southaast  or  southwastarly 
froa  Whltaaan  Air  Porca  Basa.  It's  within  tha 
confines  of  the  area  currently  served,  currently 
supporting  tha  351st  Statagic  Missile  Wing. 

41 


Since  tha  inception  as  a  Military  facility 
engaged  in  securing  the  peace  of  our  nation  tha 
Stats  and  surrounding  coaaunltles  it  has  provided  a 
positive  aeonoalc  Inpact,  thereby  enhancing  tha 
growth  of  tha  area.  Our  residents  have  bad  full 
knowledge  of  tha  Mission  of  the  351st  and  have 
peacefully  co-exiated  with  the  deterring  forces. 

Tha  City  of  Clinton  and  Benry  County,  Missouri 
have  a  vital  interest  in  tha  future,  not  only  for 
our  doaain.  Lut  ibe  surrounding  coaaumtiss  as 
wall.  In  addition  to  tha  currant  Mission  of  tha 
351st  Strategic  Missile  Wing  and  its  positive 
iapact  froa  expenditures  by  Air  force  personnel  and 
tha  future  advanced  technology  bo aba r  basing  with 
its  positive  potential,  we  fasl  that  tha  proposed 
Peacakaapar  Missile  Rail  Garrison  would  ba  an  added 
asaat  for  tha  total  coaaunity. 

Tha  Military  personnel  have  have  bean  and  will 
continue  as  good  nalghbors.  Not  only  that  aspect 
has  bean  considered,  but  wa  readily  recognise  it 
will  ba  good  for  tha  econoay  of  that  has  suffered 
treaSndously  over  tha  past  few  years  because  of  a 
sagging  agricultural  econoay  and  decline  in  faraing 
efforts.  Expenditures  brought  about  by  basing  tha 
Rail  Garrison  in  the  area  would  have  an  affect  on 

42 
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Missile  Garrison  as  an  additional  aiaaion  for 

2 

Whiteaan  Air  force  Base.  We  well  continue  to 

1 

3 

strive  to  Maintain  cooperative  and  coordinated 

4 

efforts  of  the  Military  coaaunity  to  alnlaise  the 

5 

obstacles  in  this  undertaking  which  will  act  as  a 

6  ! 

catalyst  to  overcoae  our  struggling  with  an  already 

7 

depressed  agricultural  econoay. 

« 

In  reiteration  -- 

9 

COL.  McSHANE:  Your  tine  has  run 

10 

out . 

11 

MAYOR  DENMAN:  I  was  alaoat  through. 

12 

COL.  McSHANE:  I'll  give  you  a  few 

13 

seconds . 

14  1 

MAYOR  DENMAN:  In  reiteration,  the 

15 

cltixarns  of  Clinton  do  actively  support  the 

1 

16 

17 

13 

cooperation,  coordination  and  open  conaunications 

19 

to  this  effort. 

20 

On  behalf  of  the  citizens  of  Clinton,  I  want  to 

21 

hank  you  for  this  opportunity. 

22 

23 

MArOR  MANGINA:  Col.  McShane.  Col. 

2 

24 

Walsh,  "patiri  of  panel:  I  aa  Ben  Mangina,  Mayor 

25 

of  il.-  City  of  Windsor,  Missouri,  which  is  located 

44 
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fifteen  miles  eouth  of  the  base. 

1 

system  from  the  base  mode. 

a 

Let  the  record  show  that  the  City  of  Windsor 

2 

A  further  appraisal  of  these  opportunities  are 

3 

fully  supports  the  basing  of  the  Peacekeeper  kail 

3 

graphically  portrayed  on  the  National  kail  Network 

« 

Oarriaon  System  at  Whiteaan  Air  Force  Base, 

4 

on  page  4.1  dash  4,  figure  4.1.2  dash  1. 

5 

Missouri . 

5 

No  other  base  being  considered  for  this  mission 

« 

Our  city,  along  with  aany  of  the  other  cities 

6 

can  match  these  exit  opportunities. 

7 

near  and  around  the  base  have  for  aany  years 

7 

I  have  reviewd  the  impact  charts  on  pages  3-40, 

4 

supported  the  various  military  missions  assign**  to 

• 

41.  figures  3-33  and  found  that  in  both  the 

9 

the  base.  Its  present  responsibility  of 

9 

Proposed  and  Alternative  Action,  with  the  exception 

10 

maintaining  and  controlling  150  Minuteasn  IZ 

10 

of  the  land  use  and  biological  resources,  the 

11 

missile  sites  is  in  every  may  coapatible  with 

11 

impacts  on  all  other  resources  would  not  be 

12 

accepting  an  additional  missile  mission. 

2 

12 

significant . 

13 

There  are  other  reasons  that  are  of  a  positive 

13 

Many  of  the  military  personnel  and  their 

14 

nature  for  basing  the  kail  Garrison  System  on 

14 

families  have,  since  the  establishment  of  this 

15 

Whiteman  Aic  force  Base.  It  is  cent* illy  located 

15 

base,  elected  to  reside  in  tne  City  of  Windsor  and 

14 

and  readily  accessible  to  the  various  modes  of 

16 

the  other  communities  surrounding  this 

17 

transportation  both  east,  west,  north  and  south. 

}  7 

installation.  They  have  not  only  authorized  - - 

18 

This  is  especially  true  of  the  network  of  rail 

18 

only  contributed  aervice  to  this  nation  but  also  to 

19 

systems  which  would  provide  the  multiple  level  of 

19 

the  cities  in  which  they  live.  They  have  been  a 

20 

opportunities  of  choice  for  deployment  of  the 

20 

definite  asset  to  our  cities. 

21 

Peacekeeper  missile  system. 

21 

And  conversely,  many  of  our  citizens  have  been 

22 

The  feasibility  of  adding  this  second  rail 

22 

afforded  the  opportunity  of  employment  at  this 

23 

connector,  addressed  in  the  draft  environmental 

23 

installation  thereby  contributing  to  the  economic 

24 

impact  statement  on  page  4.11  dash  46,  greatly 

24 

well  being  of  this  area. 

25 

enhances  the  exit  opportunities  of  the  missile 

25 

The  security  of  this  nation  is  the 

45 

46 
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responsibility  of  every  citizen  of  these  United 

1 

a 

States,  not  just  the  military.  It  is  in  this 

2 

previously  indicated,  it  is  centrally  located,  it 

3 

spirit  of  common  bond  of  responsibility  that  -- 

3 

is  located  apart  from  any  metropolitan,  great 

4 

COL.  McSHANB:  That's  your  time. 

4 

metropolitan  area  like  Seattle  or  San  Francisco 

5 

Mk.  HANCINA:  One  sentence. 

3 

5 

which  would  certainly  be  a  target  before  those  of 

6 

COL.  McSHANB:  I'm  sorry,  we  have 

6 

us  who  live  in  the  City  of  Concordia. 

7 

one  116,  120  people  that  want  to  talk. 

7 

So.  I  will  certainly  like  to  add  my  statement 

8 

Mk.  HANCINA:  One  sentence. 

8 

together  with  the  others  and  the  people  of 

9 

COL.  McSHANB:  I’m  sorry. 

9 

Concordia  do  support  to  the  deployment  of  this 

10 

Woodrow  Kurth. 

10 

because  ultimately  that's  the  purpose  of  the  United 

11 

Mk.  KUkTK:  I  am  Woodrow  kurth. 

11 

States  government  not  to  feed  the  hungry  and  to 

12 

Mayor  of  Concordia.  We're  only  17  miles  north  of 

12 

provide  houses  for  everybody  else  — 

13 

the  base  but  sere  separated  from  the  base  by  three 

13 

COL.  McSHANB:  Folks,  please. 

24 

14 

Mk.  HUHTH:  That's  the  function  of 

15 

floods  every  time  we  have  a  sprinkle  in 

15 

the  State.  Thank  you  very  much. 

18 

Warrensburg.  Consequently.  I'm  not  sure  we  have  a 

16 

COL.  McSHANB:  kay  Mating,  please. 

17 

tremendous  impact  on  the  base,  but  we  would  --  as 

17 

Mk.  MAR  INC:  Gentlemen,  my  name  is 

18 

citizens  I  would  certainly  like  to  support  the 

18 

Ray  Haring,  I'm  Presiding  Commissioner  of  Johnson 

19 

various  efforts  because  I  can  see  no  additional 

19 

County,  the  county  in  which  Whiteman's  located. 

20 

harm  especially  after  viewing  the  presentation  this 

4 

20 

The  Johnson  County  Commission  would  like  to  go 

21 

evening  as  adverse  impact  upon  the  area. 

21 

on  record  in  supporting  the  Rail  Garrison 

22 

22 

Peacekeeper  network  designation  of  Whiteman  Air 

23 

they  been  here  for  25  years  or  longer.  I  don't  know 

23 

Force  Base  as  one  of  the  deployment  bases  for  the 

24 

that  they  have  done  any  harm  to  anyone,  and  I  will 

24 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System. 

25 

certainly  support  the  effort  of  the  deployment  of 

25 

Logistics  have  always  depended  on  strategic 

47 

48 
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locations.  Whiteman  Air  Pore*  Baa*  la  locatad 

1 

Villiaa  Brans. 

centrally  in  the  United  States,  therefore,  its 

2 

MX.  BRAHE:  I ‘a  sorry,  I  did  not 

accessibility  to  points  throughout  the  country 

3 

have  a  prepared  statement,  but  I ‘a  8111  Brsae, 

should  be  considered  as  a  positive  factor. 

4 

Mayor  Proten  for  the  City  of  Werrensburg. 

The  citiaens  of  Johnson  County  have  lived  up 

5 

I  aa  also  on  the  Whiteaan  Area  Steering 

eeong  Minuteean  missile  bases  for  years  and  are 

6 

Council.  I ‘a  a  thirty  year  resident  of  this  arse. 

very  aware  of  the  importance  of  a  strong  military 

7 

I'm  a  vetern  of  World  War  II  ana  recognise  the 

defense.  Johnson  Countians  have  always  supported 

8 

importance  of  a  strong  defense. 

Whiteman  Air  Pores  Base  basic  aissions,  havs 

9 

I  have  lived  in  Warrensburg  in  comfort  of 

10 

welcoaed. the  base  personnel  into  its  coaaunity. 

10 

knowing  we  are  will  defended,  and  I  see  no  najor 

11 

Many  military  faailies  havs  returned  to  lived  in 

11 

impact  that  will  cause  a  problem  with  the  rail  base 

12 

Johnson  County  after  discharge.  Businesses  and 

5 

12 

missile  here  in  this  area.  I  look  forward  as  a 

13 

local  conaunities  continue  to  welcone  the  added 

13 

resident  to  cooperate  with  Whiteaan  in  this 

14 

econoay  the  base  generates. 

14 

installation . 

15 

In  conclusion,  Johnson  County  views  the 

15 

COL.  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

16 

deployaent  of  Whiteaan  Air  Force  Base  and  the 

16 

Thoaas  king. 

17 

17 

MR.  KING:  I 'a  a  native  of  Johnson 

18 

positive  situation  for  the  United  States 

18 

County,  Missouri,  presently  living  in  Warrensburg 

19 

governaent,  Johnson  and  surrounding  counties. 

19 

and  I'm  -- 

20 

This  is  signed  by  the  Johnson  County  Coaaiaaion, 

20 

COL.  McSHANE:  Speak  a  little 

21 

Kay  Haring  Presiding  Commissioner .  Clan  Goodwin, 

21 

closer . 

22 

Western  Comaisaioner ,  Leland  Stewart,  Eastern 

22 

23 

Commissioner . 

23 

County,  naae  is  Thoaas  king  I'm  serving  as  the 

24 

Thank  you. 

24 

county  surveyor  of  Johnson  County. 

25 

COL.  McSHANE :  Thank  you. 

25 

At  the  tiae  since  tha  base  was  built  in  1942  I 

49 
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have  been  iapressed  with  the  professional  Banner  in 

1 

any  problems  froa  any  of  the  transportation  of  the 

2 

which  those  stationed  there  have  carried  out  their 

2 

aissiles  to  our  area. 

3 

aission  for  defense.  And  have  felt  comfortable 

3 

I  want  to  address  this  evening  what  I  hope  to  be 

4 

with  the  way  it's  been  handled  and  do  not  know  of 

4 

the  environaentel  impact  stateaent. 

5 

any  problems  that  have  resulted  in  deployment  of 

5 

The  statistical  impact .  What  I  did,  I  went 

6 

the  Hinuteaan  missiles  over  our  area.  X  feel  that 

6 

through  these  and  looked  at  some  of  the  areas  of 

7 

the  addition  of  approximately  half  a  section  of 

7 

7 

statistical  inpact  of  the  rail  garrison  would  not 

8 

land  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  would  be  an 

8 

9 

asset  to  the  area  and  strongly  support  this  aeasura 

9 

present  time  except  the  new  spur  rail  that  would  be 

10 

coning  to  our  coaaunity. 

10 

through  a  sparsely  populated  area,  slightly 

11 

COL.  McSHANE:  Thank  you. 

11 

affecting  a  few  households. 

12 

The  balance  of  these  cards  are  from  individuals 

12 

Noise  level  would  not  Increase  on  the  main  line 

13 

who  did  not  indicate  they  were  elected  officials  or 

8 

13 

rail.  The  frequency  would  be  a  use  normally  that 

14 

holding  any  office.  They  have  been  shuffled  by  the 

14 

exists  at  this  particular  tiae.  In  fact,  the  Katy 

15 

public  affairs  folks  that  collected  then.  I've 

15 

Rail,  1  would  be  addressing  this  at  this  tiae, 

16 

shuffled  then  myself  and  they  are  in  totally  randoa 

9 

16 

would  be  decreasing  soaewhet  in  service  so  the  rail 

17 

order . 

17 

missile  would  not  increase  existing  traffic. 

18 

LeXoy  Krider,  please? 

18 

The  spur  would  create  new  impacted  persons 

19 

LEROY  KRIDER:  LeXoy  Krider. 

19 

but  --  as  it  would  be  going  close  to  some  areas 

20 

Executive  Director  of  Kayslnger  Basin  Regional 

20 

that  are  not  preaently  affected  by  the  spur.  I 

21 

Planning  Commission  in  Clinton,  Missouri,  and  I 

21 

called  an  archeological  lurveyor  that  had  formally 

22 

represent  a  body  of  elected  officials  and  eitisena 

22 

resided  in  Clinton,  he  indicated  to  me  that  the 

23 

representing  seven  counties  in  an  area  south  known 

23 

general  area  had  been  surveyed.  Just  in  general, 

24 

as  Caeor  (phoenetle)  Basin.  Me  live  within  tha 

10 

24 

not  in  specific.  And  he  knew  of  no  archeologleally 

29 

area  of  70  missile  sites  and  so  far  we  haven't  had 

25 

significant  sltea.  There  are  alnbr  aites,  but  none 

51 

52 
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of  archeological  significance . 

1 

As  a  result  of  tha  conservation  computer  search 

2 

I  spoke  with  four  Mlaaouri  conservation 

13 

2 

nothing  was  found  that  indicated  any  natural 

3 

apaclalista  that  gave  tha  following  information, 

3 

prairie  plant  remnants  that  were  still  in  this 

4 

and  I  will  supply  this  on  docuaantation  in  writing 

4 

particular  area. 

5 

if  you  want.  I  can  also  give  thair  naaas.  Sows 

5 

The  spur  rail  was  to  pass  through  natural  timber 

6 

affactsd  wildllfa  wars  found  in  tha  ganaral  araa. 

6 

stands,  the  standing  dead  trees  nay  be  some 

7 

for  example.  blacktall  jack  rabbits  is  considarad 

14 

7 

coincidence  of  summer  colonies  of  gray  bats;  they 

8 

Stata  rara  but  not  nationally  rara. 

8 

know  of  no  incident,  no  reported  sightings  of  any 

9 

Thara  ars  sons  raanants  of  tha  population  ovsr 

9 

colonies  in  this  araa. 

10 

tha  vicinity,  howavar,  tha  railroad  right-of-way  as 

10 

COL.  HcSHANB:  Tina,  Mr.  Krider. 

11 

far  aa  tha  statistics  ara  concarnad,  would  ba 

11 

MR.  KRIDER:  Thank  you.  I  will 

12 

considarad  as  axcallent  habitat  for  thoss 

12 

send  in  a  prepared  statement  later. 

13 

particular  spaciaa  and  probably  would  anhanca  thair 

13 

COL.  HcSHANB:  Thank  you. 

14 

existence  in  this  araa. 

14 

Loraine  Crouch.  I'm  sorry? 

15 

Thara  is  tha  prairia  cbickan  ground  on  tha 

15 

VOICE:  Someone  want  to  go  gat  her. 

16 

southaast  cornar  Whiteman  Air  Forca  basa,  howavar. 

16 

COL.  HcSHANB:  I  will  coma  back  to 

17 

tha  spring  survey  was  dona  and  thara  was  no 

17 

bar  after  tha  next  speaker. 

18 

indication  that  this  ground  was  still  baing  usad  by 

18 

Eric  Vilbur? 

19 

tha  prairia  chickans.  That  doesn’t  naan  they 

19 

MR.  VILBUR:  I  don't  have  a 

20 

wouldn't  coma  back,  but  they're  not  presently  baing 

20 

prepared  statement  or  anything.  I  think  that  as 

21 

used  at  this  tiaa. 

21 

you  can  sea  around  tha  wall  you  aee  a  lot  of  signs 

22 

Again,  tha  conservation  agent  indicated  that  tha 

22 

and  hear  people  talking.  A  lot  of  people  have  coma 

23 

railroad  right-of-way  would  be  an  excellent  site 

23 

up  said  they  supported  this.  As  you  can  see  on  tha 

24 

for  habitat  for  the  prairia  chickens  as  wall  aa  the 

24 

wall  there's  people  that  don't  support  it.  I  think 

25 

rabbits. 

25 

part  of  this  process  is  to  raise  the  consciousness 

53 
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1 

of  America  and  allows  —  We  can  do  this  hare  in 

1 

MS.  CROUCH:  One  procedural 

2 

America,  there's  many  places  in  the  world  that  you 

2 

question  I  would  like  to  address  to  you  that  I 

3 

can't  do  this.  So  Z  challenge  each  one  of  you  to. 

3 

don't  wand  you  to  answer  now.  you  can  put  It  in  the 

4 

you  know,  raise  the  consciousness  of  other  folks. 

4 

envoironmental  impact  statement:  The  scope  of  the 

5 

and,  you  know,  take  part  in  America  and  this  is 

5 

BIS  is  too  narrow.  The  environmental  impact  of 

6 

what  this  is  all  about. 

6 

this  proposal  would  not  be  limited  to  the  immediate 

7 

I  do  have  one  question.  Vs  do  have  tha  B-2 

7 

physical  environment  surrounding  Vhiteman  Air  Forca 

8 

coming  here  in  the  araa  of  Vhiteman.  I'm 

16 

8 

Base.  Give  consideration  to  tha  public's  concerns 

9 

wondering,  you  know,  as  a  contract  for  that  did  the 

9 

about  safety,  national  defense,  economic  impact,  at 

10 

BIS  —  have  they  considered  that  aa  far  as  tha 

10 

cetera  on  national  scale. 

11 

utilities,  the  road  work  and  things,  tha  network. 

11 

12 

the  substructure?  Hava  we  considered  that  in,  you 

12 

Z  would  like  for  everyone  here  to  think  about 

13 

know,  is  there  any  impact  or  what  can  we  expect? 

13 

how  you  will  feel  when  you  see  these  railroad  cars 

14 

Col.  Valsh . 

14 

rolled  out.  They  ara  going  to  be  vary  obvious. 

15 

NR.  WALSH :  Since  tha  decision  has 

15 

You're  going  to  ba  able  to  tell  than  from  tha 

16 

already  been  made  to  deploy  the  5-2  bomber  at 

16 

commercial  cars,  because  they  ara  going  to  ba  so 

17 

Vhiteman  Air  Force  Base,  it  was  considered  in  the 

17 

17 

large . 

18 

section  entitled  "the  existing  future  58001100." 

18 

Tha  average  sise  of  a  commercial  car  is  51  foot 

19 

what  we  were  projecting  aa  existing  future 

19 

and  the  MX  missile  is  71  feat  long.  There's  no  way 

20 

baseline  lncorporatad  the  B-2  mission.  Therefore, 

20 

they  ars  going  to  ba  able  to  fool  you  by  telling 

21 

this  mission,  tha  apex  of  it  was  superimposad  on 

21 

you,  oh,  it  is  a  commercial  car.  You're  going  to 

22 

those  of  the  B-2  and  normal  growth  of  tha  area. 

22 

be  able  to  tell  tha  difference,  and  than  they're 

23 

MR.  VZLBUR:  Thank  you.  sir. 

2i 

gMng  to  be  running  dummy  trains  occasionally  to 

24 

COL.  McSHAVS:  Thank  you.  Is 

24 

test  the  system  out.  But  you're  not  going  to  know 

25 

Loralne  Crouch  hare? 

25 

when  it's  a  dummy  train  or  It's  going  to  ba  the 

55 

56 

1* 


3-181 


DOCUMENT  509 


DOCUMENT  509 


When  you  see  these  trains  rolling  out  and  going 
around  the  country  slda  through  your  citiaa  and 


towns,  are  you  going  to  bo  Bitting  thora  wondaring 
if  it  la  tha  raal  thing?  Hava  wa,  aa  it  appears,  a 


aacurity  alart  or  la  it  juat  a  training  aaaaion? 
Think  of  tha  faar  you’ra  going  to  ba  foaling  whan 


you  aaa  thoaa  trains  going  down  tha  tracks.  That's 
all  I  want  to  laava  you  with. 


COL.  HcSHANS:  Thank  you. 
Phillip  McNally. 


MR.  McNALLY:  My  naae  la  Phillip 

McNally.  I  caaa  hara  froa  Springfiald,  Missouri 


this  aftarnoon.  I'a  juat  a  privata  citizan.  I 
would  lika  to  bagin  with  a  procedural  question.  In 


fact  I'a  going  to  rapaat  soaathing  that  I  askad 
Col.  Walsh  about  in  April  when  Z  was  hara  bafora. 


That  is  tha  lack  of  availability  of  thaaa  hearings. 
There  are  people  hara  froa  St.  Louis,  there  are 


people  here  froa  Springfiald  and  aany  of  us  left 
work  today,  took  tine  off  to  gat  hara.  You  have 


one  hundred  sixteen  people  that  want  to  taatify.  I 
personally  tall  you  wa  could  have  doubled  our 


nuabara  had  it  not  bean  a  work  day.  and  wa  had  to 


laava  at  two  or  three  in  tha  afternoon  to  get  off. 


57 


DOCUMENT  509 

1 

not  really  considered  the  aconoaic  iapacta  that 

2 

night  result  froa  tha  following  of  various 

3 

environaenta  in  the  area. 

4 

finally.  I  will  probably  running  out  of  tine 

5 

but  I  do  want  to  aentlon  I  find  the  whole  prospect 

6 

of  your  outlining  or  considering  outside  the 

7 

category  of  consideration,  the  prospect  of  the  use 

a 

of  these  weapons. 

19 

9 

I  know  you're  hearing  that  old  logic,  we  build 

10 

these  not  to  use  then.  I  an  for  a  strong  defense. 

11 

but  the  use  of  these  weapons  in  the  situation  that 

12 

you  have  set  then  up  is  very  destabilizing  and 

13 

frightening  to  ae .  I  don't  feel  that  it  aakes  for 

14 

a  valid  envlronaent  iapact  stateaent  if  you  have 

15 

not  included  the  possibility  of  sobs  kind  of  use  of 

16 

the  weapon  or  use  of  weapons  against  the  weapon. 

17 

COL.  McSKANE:  Tiae. 

18 

MR .  McNALLY:  Thank  you. 

19 

COL.  McSRANE:  Susan  Rieger. 

20 

VOICE:  She  had  to  leave  and  yields 

21 

her  tiae  to  Mike  Ragar  (phoenetlc) . 

22 

COL.  McSRANE:  Is  she  here? 

23 

VOICE:  She  just  walked  out  the 

24 

door;  she  had  to  go  to  work. 

25 

COL.  McSRANE:  I  call  Eva  Myers. 

59 

Many  people  could  not  coae. 

I  would  like  to  ask  you,  as  I  did  ones  bafora. 
to  please  allow  for  aora  bearings  and  in  sore 
places.  This  is  not  juat  a  concern  to  siaply 
Whiteaan  Air  Pores  Base  and  surrounding 
environaenta .  We're  vary  happy  that  Clinton  and 
Concordia  and  all  are  vary  happy  to  have  tha 
niaslle.  that's  good  for  than,  thay're  going  to  gat 
a  little  welfare  ride  froa  defense  aystaa. 

But,  there  are  other  parts  of  this  State  where 
these  things  could  conceivably  ba  rolling  through. 
We  know  tha  rail  net  runs  through  Springfield.  So 
It’s  only  fair  that  wa  would  have  public  access  to 
these  kind  of  hearings. 

(APPLAUSE) 

1  want  to  sake  one  practical  consent  hara.  not 
that  that  wasn't  practical  enough. 

Tha  DEIS,  as  I  have  had  United  tine  to  taka  a 
look  at  it.  but  tha  DEIS  aa  I  saw  it  did  not 
address  any  aconoaic  inpacts  in  a  tourist  state 
that  nay  go  on  as  a  result  of  what  you  called 
significant  aconoaic  iapacta. 

I  don't  want  you  to  answer  this  now  but  I  would 
lika  for  that  to  ba  addressed  in  tha  environaental 
iapact  stataaant  at  the  end  result,  but  you  havs 
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MS.  MYERS:  Col.  McShane .  Col. 

2 

Walsh,  panel.  I'a  Eva  Myers  froa  Sedalia.  Missouri. 

3 

I'a  with  the  Chaaber  of  Comaerce  and  Military 

4 

Affairs  Coaalttee.  I  speak  as  an  Individual. 

5 

I  was  privileged  to  last  year  be  briefed  on 

20  6 

Peacekeeper.  I  aa  very  auch  in  favor  of  it.  I 

7 

think  that  it's  well  worth  the  saall  risk  Involved. 

8 

I  think  that  we  need  a  great  national  defense, 

9 

10 

that.  I  want  us  to  be  the  best  in  the  world.  The 

11 

Peacekeeper  can  help  us,  and  I'a  not  afraid  of 

12 

Peacekeeper.  I'a  afraid  of  not  being  defended.  I 

13 

want  to  be  defended.  And  I'a  very  proud  of 

14 

Whiteaan  Air  P orce  base  for  being  here. 

15  ' 

Thank  you . 

16 

COL.  McSRANE:  Thank  you. 

17 

VOICE:  Is  it  against  the  rules 

18 

to  --  (Inaudible) 

19 

COL.  McSRANE:  No.  it  is  not.  but 

20 

the  person  who  was  to  speak  needs  to  be  here  when 

21 

they  are  called.  That  was  coaaunicated  to  Mr. 

22 

Loabardl  earlier  today. 

23 

Michael  Careen. 

» 

MR.  CARMEN:  I'd  like  to  yield 

25 

nine.  Is  Mike  Wolf  here?  Hike  Wolf,  are  you  here? 
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1 

COL.  McSRANt:  Hr.  Hoi f. 

22  | 

1 

power . 

a 

NR.  CARNHW:  I'm  a  resident  of 

3 

Tbs  impact  nay  not  be  that  significant,  when  you 

3 

Warrensburg  by  the  way. 

23 

3 

talk  about  running  It  through  our  State  on  a  fairly 

4 

MR.  WOLF:  Col.  McShane.  I 

4 

inadequate  rail  system  it  may  very  well  be 

5 

appreciate  the  courtesy  for  my  travel  schedule. 

5 

appropriate  for  yo>u  to  consider. 

6 

I ' ■  Hike  Wolf.  I ‘a  the  Democratic  candidate  for 

6 

I  know  you.  Colonel,  and  it  is  a  pleasure  to 

7 

Attorney  General  for  Missouri. 

7  • 

call  you  Colonel,  but  this  Is  not  in  your 

8 

I  have  cose  across  the  State  yesterday  on  the 

8 

bailiwick.  I  think  it  would  merit  the  Air  Force's 

9 

AMTRAK  system,  and  I  mould  invite  you  members  of 

24 

9 

consideration  to  talk  to  people  and  have  these 

10 

Air  Force  to  go  beck  vhen  you  are  on  your  way  out 

10 

hearings  in  cities  other  than  the  immediately 

11 

of  Warrensburg  to  take  the  train  to  St.  Louis.  I 

11 

affected  vicinity,  because  I  think  there's  other 

13 

think  it‘e  an  interesting  experience.  And  I  mean 

13 

parts  along  our  rail  system  that  are  equal 

13 

that  in  terms  of  the  analysis  that  you  did  of  the 

13 

affected . 

21 

14 

rail  safety  system  in  this  State.  It  may  be  that 

14 

I  thank  you  very  much  for  your  courtesy. 

15 

me  have  all  this  data  from  the  Federal  Rail 

15 

COL.  McSHANI:  Thank  you. 

16 

Administration.  I'm  not  perfectly  familiar  with 

16 

(APPLAUSI) 

17 

then,  but  I'm  not  sure  they  apply  just  to  the  — 

17 

COL.  KcSHAMt:  Mika  Langworthy 7 

16 

some  of  the  track  that  you're  talking  about. 

18 

HR.  LANGMORTRY:  I  would  like  to 

19 

I  think  the  second  area  of  concern  is  that  as 

19 

yield  to  Greg  Lombardi. 

30 

far  as  Johnson  County  is  concerned,  you  can 

20 

MR.  LOMBARDI:  My  name  is  Greg 

31 

probably  say  that  there  really  isn't  much  of  an 

31 

Lombardi.  I'm  a  member  of  the  Kansas  City  Nuclear 

33 

impact.  I  think  as  far  as  the  Air  Force  is 

25 

23 

Weapons  Coalition.  I  would  like  to  address  a  few 

22 

33 

concerned  you  ought  to  be  concerned  that  Johnson 

23 

issues  in  regards  to  rail  safety  not  adequately 

34 

County  doesn't  secede  from  the  Union,  if  it  does  it 

24 

addressed  in  the  draft  environmental  Impact 

35 

is  going  to  be  about  the  third  largest  nuclear 

25 

statement . 
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1 

COL.  MeSBAMI:  Nr.  Lombardi,  please 

1 

make  a  comment  we  would  like  to  see  the  drawings. 

1 

a 

turn  the  microphone  back  around  and  address  your 

3 

you  are  suppose  to  be  addressing  them  to  us. 

3 

comments  back  to  me  like  I  indicated  at  the 

3 

MX .  LOMBARDI :  The  model 

4 

beginning.  The  recorder  has  to  get  this.  There 

4 

environmental  impact  statement  --  I  guarantee  you  a 

9 

are  speakers  for  the  public  to  hear. 

5  ’ 

chart  win  b*  provided. 

• 

MR.  LOMBARDI:  Your  Honor,  there 

0 

The  average  freight  car  is  51  feet  in  length. 

7 

are  serious  problems  with  rail  safety  not  addressed 

7 

the  MX  missile  is  71  feet  in  length.  The  average 

• 

by  the  Air  Force.  The  Air  Force  says  that  there  is 

6 

freight  car  unloaded  weighs  approximately  62 

* 

no  eubetantlal  increased  risk  of  rail  accident  due 

i 

9 

thousand  pounds  and  its  maximum  load  is  between 

10 

to  the  NX  rail  garrison.  There's  several  reason 

10 

ninety  and  one  hundred  thousand  pounds. 

11 

why  this  is  not  true.  Tour  Honor. 

11 

An  MX  missile  weighs  15  thousand  pounds.  195 

13 

They  spring  from  the  fact  the  Air  Force  pushed 

13 

thousand  pounds.  That's  more  than  twice  the 

H 

this  MX  missile  through  Congress  before  they  really 

25 

13 

maximum  capacity  of  an  average  rail  car. 

9 

bad  a  basing  mode  plan  for  it.  What's  happened  is 

! 

14 

The  Air  Force  has  not  addressed  this  in  the 

25 

19 

they  have  created  a  two  hundred  thousand  pound 

15 

environmental  Impact  statement. 

19 

white  elephant  that  just  won't  go  anywhere.  This 

16 

Then  the  length  is  incredible,  it's  71  foot  and 

17 

is  tbs  37  th  idea  the  Air  Fores  has  cone  up  with  for 

17 

clearly  will  not  fit  in  the  average  rail  car.  What 

11 

basing  the  MR  missile.  It's  the  first  one  that 

16 

this  means  is  the  MX  must  go  on  the  MX  rail  car. 

19 

seriously  puts  the  clylllen  population  at  risk. 

19 

The  Air  Force  has  told  us  tonight  the  MX  rail 

30 

This  is  largely  due  to  rail  safety  problems. 

20 

car  would  be  approximately  89  foot  in  length 

31 

First,  I  would  like  to  point  out  that  the 

21 

that's  -- 

33 

everage  freight  car  is  91  feet  in  length. 

22 

MR.  WALSH:  Could  I  see  the  chart, 

2) 

Again,  if  the  feaael  does  have  comments  on  this  Z 

33 

please? 

34 

would  like  to  have  then  addressed. 

34 

MR.  LOMBARDI:  You  will  be  able  to 

"1 

MR.  WALSH:  If  you  would  like  US  to 

35 

see  it  in  my  written  comment. 

63 
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MX.  WALSH :  I  would  Ilk*  to  respond 


to  It,  pleaae. 


MX.  LOMBARDI:  You're  not  being 


asked  to  respond  to  It. 

Thia  la  absolutely  off  bacauaa  th*  Air  Fore#  now 


aaya  lt'a  going  to  ba  89  foot  in  langth-  But  aa 
aucb  would  atlil  ba  tba  longaat  car  on  tha  track. 


Onca  aora.  It  will  waigh  aubatantlally  more  than 
any  othar  rail  car  on  tha  tracts.  Wa  do  not  know 


what  tha  unloadad  waight  of  tha  MX  rail  car  would 
ba  and  that  a  soaathlng  that  waa  not  addraaad  in 


tha  draft  anvironaantal  iapact  atataaant  and  should 


ba  addraasad  but 


COL.  HCSKAM1-.  Til*. 


MR.  LOMBARDI:  I  hava  additional 


consents  to  waka. 


COL.  MeSHANB:  I  told  you  aarliar 
not  to  uoa  tha  tlaa  for  axpraaaiona  of  approval  or 


dlaapproval  tha  clock  la  running. 


MX.  WALSH:  May  I  aaka  a  coaaant 
thara  on  tha  Information  Incorporated  into  a 


COL.  MeSHANB:  X  think  thara  ara 
toaa  cowwanta  which  would  ba  approprlata  to  tha 
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for  ona  aola  purpose,  genocide. 

Tha  government  can  attempt  to  convince  people 


that  the  MX  Peacekeeper  aiaaila  put  on  railroad 
traina  that  accldenta  will  ba  kept  alniaal  with 


ainiaal  chance  to  derail  and  there  la  no  aenalble 
minimal  level  of  actions  wLe..  dealing  with  nuclear 


weapons.  Before  the  decielon  la  aade.  before  you 
decide  whether  to  follow  through  with  the  plan  to 


aount  MX  alssilea  on  railroad  traina,  X  laplore  you 
to  please  consider  the  future  of  tne  race.  Think 


twice  about  the  children. 


COL.  MeSHANB:  John  Blots. 


MX.  XLOTZ:  X  Just  wanted  to  ba 

short.  X'a  from  Banaaa  City.  I  aa  a  concerned 


cltlsen.  X  wanted  to  be  sure  the  anvironaantal 
X  wanted  to  be  aura  tha  anvironaantal 


conaiderationa  that  went  into  tha  declaration  of 
nuclear  weapons  along  with  othar  weapons,  certain 


other  weapons,  aa  being  illegal  in  taras  of 
international  law  and  soaa  of  the  treaties  of  the 


United  Stataa  and,  tbarefora,  tha  Conetl*vtlon 
being  considered.  I'm  aura  that  anvironaantal 


concerns  are  ntjor  concerns  In  the  international 
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27 

1* 

bodies  and  in  the  Congress  of  tha  United  States. 

1 

) 

and  size  it  will  be  very  similar  to  a  high  cube  car 

2 

COL.  HcSHAMl:  Thank  you. 

2 

which  you  see  very  frequently  on  the  track  for  a 

3 

Thoaaa  Fittpa trick. 

3 

triple  deck  car  carrier. 

4 

Nit.  FITZPATRICK:  Col.  HeShane. 

I 

5 

Col.  Walsh,  we lcoaa  back.  I'm  Tow  Fitzpatrick,  a 

5 

slightly  unusual,  but  there  are  many  railroad  cars 

28 

6 

Warrensburg  resident  by  choice.  I  support  the 

6 

on  the  railroad  tracks  that  are  of  this  weight. 

7 

basing  of  the  Rail  Garrison  heie  in  Warrensburg  and 

7 

There  are  commercial  trains  for  cars  currently 

8 

Johnson  County. 

8 

moving  over  the  rail  system.  We  have  done  a  very 

9 

Z  appreciate  the  coaaents  of  the  younger  people. 

9 

detailed  analysis  of  the  rail  track  of  the  -- 

10 

the  older  people,  the  people  who  are  against  the 

10 

working  with  the  various  rail  companies  as  well  as 

11 

basing  systea  here,  but  1  think  that  fears  are 

11 

with  the  national  —  the  Federal  Railway 

12 

groundless,  and  I  just  wanted  to  publicly  state 

12 

Administration.  We  have  determined  that  of  the 

13 

13 

available  track  over  120  thousand  miles  of  it  would 

14 

faaily  X  think  that  we  can  certainly  acconnodate 

14 

be  available  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 

15 

15 

System . 

16 

Warrensburg . 

16 

COL.  HcSHAMS:  Greg  Lombardi. 

17 

Col.  Walsh.  I  have  one  question  for  you,  sir. 

17 

HR.  LOMBARDI:  Just  a  few  more 

29 

18 

would  you  please  describe  the  length  and  the  weight 

18 

comments  here.  Your  Honor. 

19 

of  the  rail  ear  for  the  carrying  of  the  missile? 

19 

Again,  what  the  NX  rail  car  may  weigh,  again,  we 

20 

MR.  WALSH:  Sir.  the  length  of  the 

20 

don’t  know  because  the  Air  Force  hasn't  told  us. 

21 

of  the  rail  car  --  An  I  coaing  through? 

21 

That  tha  weight  unloaded  may  be  as  much  as  200 

22 

VOICES:  Mo. 

25 

22 

thousand  pounds.  We  don’t  know  that.  The  total 

23 

NR.  WALSH:  The  length  of  the  rail 

23 

weight  of  the  rail  car  may  range  anywhere,  again. 

24 

ear  would  be  approxiaately  89  feet  long,  17  feet 

24 

we  don’t  know  because  the  Air  Force  hasn’t  told  us. 

25 

high  and  approxiaately  10  feet  wide.  In  appearance 

25 

from  450  thousand  to  600  thousand  pounds.  That’s 

69 
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1 

aore  than  a  half  a  alllion  pounds. 

1 

Another  fault  is  just  simply  going  around  curves 

2 

The  idea  that  this  is  safe  on  Aaerica’s  rail 

2 

because  of  the  great  weight.  Another  thing  is  that 

3 

lines  which  are  quickly  going  into  disrepair  is 

3 

these  ca:s  are  being  easily  identifiable  by  anyone 

4 

just  not  right  . 

4 

who  want  to  sabotage  them  for  several  reasons. 

5 

The  Air  force's  assumption  these  rail  cars  will 

5 

Again,  they’ll  be  the  biggest,  the  longest  cars  on 

6 

be  as  safe  as  normal  commercial  rail  cars  is 

6 

the  tracks.  Be  the  only  car  on  the  track  that  is 

7 

just  --  it  is  unbelievable.  The  problems  include 

7 

not  open  bedded.  They  will  be  a  covered  ear  and 

t 

8 

will  also  have  at  least  eight  axles.  No  other  car 

9 

9 

on  the  road  at  that  length  will  have  that  many 

10 

Problems  Include  potential  rail  or  tie  failure 

10 

axles.  Anybody  that  wants  to  sabotage  the  NX  rail 

11 

because  of  the  Incredible  weight  of  this  rail  car. 

11 

car.  all  they  have  to  do  la  look  for  tha  89  foot 

25 

12 

Second,  this  rail  car  is  going  to  have  a  very 

high  center  of  gravity.  First  time  these  rail  cars 

25 

12 

car  with  eight  axles.  It’s  like  it  wil  almost  be 

13 

written  on  the  side  and  should  be  extremely  easy  to 

14 

are  going  to  be  17  feet  high,  the  normal  rail  car 

14 

sabotage  these. 

15 

15 

16 

this  is  going  to  be  like  an  exposed  triple  deck  car 

16 

of  a  rail  accident,  if  one  of  these  has  an 

17 

that’s  used  for  transporting  automobiles.  But 

17 

accident,  even  if  the  warhead  does  not  explode. 

18 

those  cars  can  carry  a  much  much  lighter  weight 

18 

even  if  it's  just  the  that  fuel  that  goes  off,  a 

19 

than  the  NX  rail  car  is  expected  to  carry,  probably 

19 

one  thousand  foot  radius  around  the  rail  car  would 

20 

half  the  weight.  Again,  we  don’t  know  because  the 

20 

be  flatened. 

21 

Air  Porce  hasn’t  provided  us  with  statistics.  I 

21 

The  Air  Force  saya  that  all  life  structures  in 

22 

hope  they  do  in  the  final  KIS. 

22 

that  area  would  be  in  total  collapse.  I  assume  the 

23 

Tha  high  center  of  gravity  will  lead  to 

23 

Air  Force  means  that  to  include  human  beings. 

24 

excessive  rock  because  the  great  weight  of  this 

24 

Also,  this  would  spray  hydrochloric  and  nitric  acid 

25 

will  make  accidents  highly  probable. 

25 

in  potentially  lethal  doses.  This  was  what  the  SIS 

71 

72 

3-185 


DOCUMENT 

509 

DOCUMENT 

25l 

1 

itself  lays. 

threatening  to  do.  Hy  church  has  said  to  m*.  to  ay 

2 

bishops  that  that  la  morally  wrong  to  threaten  th* 

3 

Robert  Landau*. 

3 

life  of  other  human  beings,  and  we're  doing  that. 

« 

HR.  LANDEUE :  I  appreciate  th* 

4 

We,  meaning  all  of  us  taxpayers,  those  who  do  pay 

5 

opportunity  to  apeak.  I'm  Robert  Landau*,  a 

or  don't  pay.  we're  threatlng  to  do  that  to  the 

6 

Catholic  Priest  and  native  of  Southern  Hiaaouri. 

6 

life  of  mother  earth. 

7 

rural  southeast  Hiaaouri.  Z  liva  down  southwest 

I’m  a  Hissourian,  I  love  the  soil,  I'a  from  it. 

8 

Hiaaouri  getting  ready  to  move  to  another  area. 

a 

I'a  thinking  of  the  extra  acres  that  Whiteman  Air 

9 

force  Base  would  have  to  take.  It's  produced  life 

10 

tha  life  of  all  the  planet,  no  one  ha*  ever  aaked 

,0 

from  the  creating  hand  of  God,  and  we're  ready  to 

11 

whether  down  rang*  42  hundred  nautical  miles  what 

11 

plant  death  there  or  threatening  death. 

12 

th*  environmental  iapact  will  be  on  life  on  th* 

30 

12 

Whiteman  has  150  holes  in  mother  earth  within  a 

13 

planet . 

13 

few  square  miles  of  where  we're  meeting.  1.2 

14 

Doctor  Carl  Sagen  an  aaaociate  acientiat  aaid 

14 

megatons  sit  on  most  of  those  missiles'  there's 

15 

one  hundred  megaton*  exploded  aoaewhere  on  the 

15 

eight  of  them  and  some  little  low  trajectory 

16 

earth  within  a  relatively  abort  tine  could  begin  to 

16 

satellites  in  case  command  can't  get  through  some 

17 

be  the  threahold  that  cauaea  the  nuclear  winter 

17 

other  way  they'll  be  able  to  direct  those  missiles 

18 

which  would  undo  and  do  damage  to  our  life  eupport 

18 

to  bring  death. 

19 

system  on  th*  planet. 

19 

Gentlemen,  were  threatening  to  do  that  all  the 

20 

In  Vhiteaan  Air  force  Base,  there's  about  120 

20 

time.  It  violates  something  deep  inside  of  me  and 

21 

megatons  ready  to  go.  fifty  launch  control  filled 

21 

just  violates  something  about  the  life  of  this 

23 

with  at  least  two  officers  are  ready  to  launch  that 

22 

beautiful  planet.  W*  have  to  end  th*  insanity  of 

23 

tonight  as  we  sit  here.  So  looking  at  the  long 

23 

death  dealing  and  allow  mother  earth  to  give  life 

24 

range,  and  maybe  my  training  has  caused  me  to  think 

24 

again . 

25 

that  way,  I  think  of.  you  know,  what  we're 

25 

I  saw  a  baby  in  this  room,  to  m*  that  child  is 
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the  greatest  sign  of  hope  I  see  or  hear  in  this 

1 

citizen  from  Springfield,  Hissouri.  I’m  a 

2 

room.  Thank  you. 

2 

concerned  citizen  from  Springfield,  Missouri.  I 

3 

(APPLAUSE. ) 

3 

would  like  to  address  the  lady  who  said  she  felt 

4 

4 

secure  by  knowing  the  missiles  were  going  to  be 

5 

COL.  He  SHANE :  Lynn  Harmon. 

5 

around.  I  just  want  to  say,  my  father  is  a  retired 

6 

HR.  HARHON:  Good  evening 

6 

Colonel  in  th*  Army.  I  lived  on  many,  many  bases. 

1 

gentlemen.  I'm  Lynn  Harmon.  President  of  Citizens 

7 

and  I  want  to  say  I  never  once  felt  secure,  but  I 

8 

Bank  of  Harrenaburg.  Hiaaouri. 

8 

felt  threatened  by  a  war  at  all  times. 

9 

I've  been  a  resident  of  Harrenaburg  since  1949. 

9 

Hy  testimony  concerns  th*  inadequacy  of  the 

10 

The  presence  of  Whiteman  Air  force  Base  has  always 

10 

draft  environmental  impact  statement,  and  I  don’t 

11 

been  a  part  of  my  life.  While  the  military 

11 

believe  that  three  minutes  is  enough  time  to  give 

12 

operations  at  Whiteman  Air  force  Base  have  changed 

12 

sverybody  enough  time  to  convey  pro  or  con  to  the 

31 

13 

over  the  years  it  has  always  supplied  employment 

31 

13 

missile . 

14 

and  stability  to  th*  Warrensburg.  Johnson  County 

14 

I  would  also  like  to  communicate  two  of  my 

15 

economy . 

15 

personal  statements  concerning  th*  MX.  One. 

16 

I  wholeheartedly  endorse  th*  additional  military 

16 

nuclear  weapon*,  including  the  MX.  are  a  self 

17 

17 

fulfilling  prophecy.  Just  think  about  it-  You're 

18 

Garrison  Program.  Th*  economic  impact  of 

18 

asking  for  --  we  are  asking  for  death. 

19 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  and  the  , 

19 

Two.  there  are  no  jobs  in  th*  nuclear  war.  I 

20 

1 

additional  diversification  of  people  coming  from 

20 

mean,  you're  concerned  about  th*  jobs  but  after  the 

21 

various  parts  of  th*  United  States  to  s*rv*  th*  new 

21 

war  there  are  no  jobs.  And  in  th*  words  of  a 

22 

mission  would  b*  a  benefit  to  Warrensburg,  Johnson 

22 

musician.  Tracy  Chapman.  I  would  voice  the  common 

23 

County  and  th*  surrounding  area.  Thank  you. 

23 

question  to  all  th*  people  her*,  why  are  th* 

24 

COL.  HcSHANB :  Amy  Coffman. 

24 

missiles  called  Peacekeepers  when  their  aim  Is  to 

35 

HS.  COffHAH:  I'm  just  a  concerned 

25 

kill? 

75 
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(APPLAUSE . ) 

1 

rail  car  such  as  the  NX  rail  garrison  Mould  provide 

a 

COL.  He SHAKE:  Hiss  Coffsan,  you  say 

2 

in  our  neighborhood  and  communities.  There  is  no 

3 

of  course  address  writeen  comments  If  you  didn't 

3 

Imperical  evidence  to  support  what  the  ispact  of 

4 

fssl  three  minutes  was  sufficient. 

4 

any  kind  of  accident  vhether  it  ba  a  derailment. 

5 

Lsurs  Bogus . 

5 

Mhether  it  be  operator  problems,  Mhether  it  be 

6 

HS.  BOCUE:  I  sould  like  to  thank 

33 

6 

sabotage.  There  is  no  imperical  evidence  short  of 

7 

everybody  for  the  opportunity  to  speak  tonight.  I 

7 

an  accident. 

• 

•ould  like  to  state  first  my  objections  to  sons 

8 

If  you  are  Malting  for  that  kind  of  evidence  in 

9 

procedural  issues. 

9 

order  to  make  a  finding  on  that  evidence,  you  will 

10 

1  do  feel  like  the  scope  of  the  envlronaental 

10 

be  too  late.  you  have  to  decide  these  Issues 

11 

impact  study  Chat  the  Air  Force  is  conducting  is 

11 

before  the  fact  it's  the  only  way  possible.  There 

12 

too  narroM.  z  think  if  ms 're  going  to  consider  the 

12 

is  no  way  to  try  this  out  and  put  back  if  there  is 

13 

ispact  that  this  proposal  Mould  have  on  this  area 

13 

no  accident.  That  is  not  possible. 

32 

14 

Me  have  to  look  further  than  simply  the  physical 

I  Mould  like  to  point  to  a  couple  of 

IS 

close  by  surrounding  impact  it  has.  I  believe  that 

15 

incidents.  I  don't  know  hOM  only  have  the  vague 

16 

ve  need  to  spread  out  to  whole  route  of  the  trains 

16 

details  of  them.  I  would  wonder  if  the  accidents 

17 

that  pass  through,  also  consider  the  impact  of  a 

17 

that  occurred,  for  example,  the  fuel  plant  in 

18 

nuclear  war.  That  is  Mhat  Me  are  talking  about. 

18 

Nevada  exploding  was  that  provided  for?  Was  there 

19 

nuclear  veepons .  they  are  meant  to  kill. 

19 

a  contingency  plan?  Was  thera  imperical  evidence 

20 

I  am  very  nearly  speechless,  but  not  quite 

34 

20 

to  support  the  possibility  of  that  accident 

21 

speechless,  in  the  face  of  the  grand  assurances  I 

21 

occurring  before  the  fact?  I  would  suggest  that 

22 

get  from  the  DEIS  that  accidents  are  impossible. 

22 

there  wasn’t. 

23 

The  evidence  that  you  are  gathering  imperical  as 

23 

The  Titan  Two  explosion  in  Arkansas,  was  that 

33 

24 

it  may  be  seem  to  rule  out  anything  that  Me  haven't 

24 

predictable  by  you  gentlemen  by  the  environmental 

25 

seen  before.  He  haven't  seen  a  derailment  of  a 

25 

impact  siting  or  whatever  siting  went  on  before 
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1 

that  method  mss  put  into  use? 

2 

I  Mould  say  that  me  have  to  use  little  bit  of 

1 

identified  first  of  all  the  possibility  of  normal 

3 

imagination.  I  don't  think  that  ms  can  stand  by 

2 

rail  accidents,  end  we  identified  the  normal  over 

4 

and  say  it  hasn't  happened  yet  because  it  only 

3 

the  life  of  system  there  could  be  up  to  three 

5 

takes  once  for  it  to  be  a  catastrophe.  And  that's 

4 

fatalities,  sixteen  incapacitations.  We  also  did 

6 

Mhat  Me're  worried  about.  We  don't  sent  to  live 

5 

analysis  of  what  the  types  of  torema  that  were 

7 

Mith  this  kind  of  fear.  The  economic  impacts  of 

6 

developed,  the  various  types  of  accidents  would  be 

8 

that  kind  of  fear  can  be  as  damaging  as  an  accident 

7 

that  Mould  cause  a  missile  or  missile  propellant  to 

9 

can  be.  People  perceive  this  system  to  be 

8 

ignite  and  then  we  looked  at  the  types  of 

10 

dangerous.  People  live  in  fear  that  you  are  hiding 

9 

accidents  that  would  create  suc^  a  force  and  using 

11 

their  Meapons  behind  their  backs  in  their  midst. 

10 

that  analysis  we  had  a  prediction  on  the  types  and 

12 

That's  environmental  impact,  a  mental  impact  that 

11 

the  extent  of  the  -- 

13 

can  boil  down  to  being  an  economic  Impact.  Can 

12 

MS.  BOOUB:  Excuse  me. 

14 

this  system  for  predicting  environmental  impact 

13 

MX.  WALSH:  Excuse  me.  Will  you 

IS 

cone  up  with  that?  I  think  not. 

14 

listen  to  your  question,  I'm  answering  your 

16 

I  think  your  draft  environmental  impact 

15 

question . 

17 

statement  is  inadequate  in  that  respect,  and  I  Mill 

lb 

COL.  NcSHANE:  You  asked  the 

18 

ask  for  to  you  examine  it  in  the  next  statement. 

17 

question,  ma'am. 

Thank  you  vary  much. 

18 

MS.  BOCUE:  I  didn't  -- 

30 

COL.  McSRANB :  Thank  you. 

19 

MX.  WALSH:  We  identified  what 

21 

Col.  Walsh,  did  you  have  a  response  to  that? 

20 

the  — 

32 

ME.  WALSH:  In  response  to  your 

21 

ME.  BOCUE:  (Not  audible.) 

23 

question,  ma'am,  the  Air  Force  did  not  assume  that 

22 

COL.  NcSHANE:  Answer  the  question. 

24 

there  could  not  be  an  accident  involving  the 

23 

MX.  WALSH:  We  identified  the  full 

as 

24 

extent  and  consequences . 

25 

(COMMOTION) 

79 
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COL.  McSHAMB:  Sit  down,  please.  I 
recognise  Col.  Walsh. 

(COMMOTION ) 

MS.  BOGUS :  I  would  rathar  have  the 

questions,  quite  frankly,  be  addressed  by  the  BIS. 

I  believe  that  this  is  the  tine  we  need  to  express 
our  concerns.  Thank  you. 

COL.  McSHAMB :  The  lady  asked  a 
question  which  was  capable  of  an  answer  here  and 
Col.  Walsh  was  in  the  process  of  providing  that 
answer.  This  is  a  question  and  answer  session  as 
well  as  an  opportunity  to  wake  statements.  The 
question  was  asked,  it  was  a  ligitisate  question 
which  is  capable  of  being  answered  and  It  was  in 
the  process  of  being  answered. 

Col.  Walsh,  you  nay  finish  your  answer. 

( COMMOTION) 

COL.  McSHAMB:  Polks.  Sit  down. 

please . 

(COMMOTION) 

VOICE:  I '■  aedia.  Are  you  going  to 

be  providing  extra  tine  to  the  audience  for  the 
tlae  that  Lt .  Col.  Walsh  would  be  speaking  to 
provide  the  -- 

(APPLAUSE) 
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At  this  point  what  I  would  like  is  to  have  this 
concluded  with  the  BIS.  Why  has  the  Air  Force 
restricted  it's  investigation  of  envlronaental 
impact  issues  to  only  the  area  immediately 
surrounding  the  proposed  base,  specifically  here  at 
Whiteman  Air  Force  base?  The  hundreds  of  thousands 
of  people  along  the  track  route  do  not  count?  Is 
there  health  and  safety  not  a  concern?  Is  that  why 
there  are  no  hearings  in  any  areas  except  at  the 
proposed  sites? 

The  report  with  the  charts  and  figures 
containing  equations,  ratios  and  percentages  was 
impressive  to  some,  but  where  is  the  human  element 
in  all  this? 

Tour  report  does  not  address  the  Issue  of  human 
falibillty,  human  error,  carelessness,  momentary 
thoughtlessness ,  great  disregard  for  the  sanctity 
of  life.  Whatever  motivates  or  influences  the 
people  who  operates  the  proposed  system?  These  are 
human  values  and  are  intangible,  but  nevertheless 
are  highly  relevant  to  the  issue  of  environmental 
impact  study. 

The  proposed  system,  there’s  never  been  a  system 
of  any  sort  developed  and  put  into  operation  which 
did  not  experience  serious  flaws  in  mechanical  or 
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(UMABLS  TO  HEAR . ) 

COL.  McSBAHB:  The  bearing  will  end 
at  10:10  p.m.  as  scheduled. 

Folks,  I  have  not  recognised  anyone  at  this 
point  except  Col.  Walsh. 

VOICB:  I  don't  recognize  your 

jurisdiction  over  civilians.) 

(AFFLAUSS. ) 

COL.  McSHAMB :  Folks.  I'm  trying  to 
conduct  a  national  environmental  --  national  policy 
act  hearing.  My  charter  is  to  run  an  orderly 
hearing. 

Col.  Walsh,  finish  your  answer,  please. 

HR.  WALSH:  In  summary,  the  analysis 
you  asked  for  was  concluded  in  secret  session. 

Thank  you. 

COL.  MCSBAHB:  Thank  you.  Col. 

Walsh.  Karen  Frins. 

MS.  PRIHS:  I  don't  ask  for  a 

statement  or  any  answer  to  nine. 

COL.  McSHAMB:  Ma'am,  keep  that 
microphone  directly  toward  your  mouth.  The  middle 
one,  okay? 

MS.  PRIMS:  I'm  not  asking  for  any 

answers  to  what  Z  have  to  say. 


DOCUMENT  509 
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technical  failures.  On  paper  end  in  theory  end  in 

2 

report  made  it  all  sound  very  fine  that  there's 

3 

lees  than  one  percent  chance,  perhaps,  one  person 

4 

going  into  a  "mishap*.  This  is  absolutely 

5 

impossible . 

6 

According  to  your  nap,  figure  4.2,  4. 1.2-1 

7 

labeled  "potential  routes  for  unusual  Peacekeeper 

4 

rail  garrison  deployment,"  MX  trains  will  be 

9 

passing  through  or  outside  of  such  major 

10 

metropolitan  areas  of  Kansas  City.  St.  Louis. 

11 

Chicago,  Dallas.  Denver.  Memphis,  Detroit  end  many 

35  ” 

more . 

13 

This  traffic  increases  so  does  the  likelihood  of 

14 

human  error  and  an  accident.  In  your  estimation 

15 

analysis,  what  number  of  people  would  constitute 

16 

the  reasonable  amount  as  expendable  in  an  accident 

17  j 

in  order  to  implement  this  system? 

la  | 

The  drop  barely  touches  on  the  envlronaental 

19  | 

Impact  should  an  MX  train  have  an  accident  in  a 

20 

relatively  Isolated  area.  Furthermore,  the  report 

21  | 

fails  to  examine  Impacts  if  such  an  accident  should 

22  ; 

23 

millions  of  people. 

24 

The  Air  Force  needs  to  --  Ignores  the  feet  that 

25 

this  system  will  leave  the  base  and  when  it  does 

•  4 
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1 

•here  will  it  go-  Row  (tr  iri  ww  willing  to  go  as 

1 

I  i 

I  would  like  to  know  how  nany  people  will  be 

2 

a  nation  in  putting  our  own  citlxens  at  auch  high 

3d 

2 

anployad  to  naintain  security.  Will  trained 

3 

rink  in  supposedly  defending  ourselves  againat  tha 

\ 

3 

securities  personnel  have  the  right  to  detain  and 

35 

4 

•owlets? 

4 

search  anybody  approaching  the  track  as  they  do  at 

5 

Why  doaa  the  draft  not  axanlne  and  praparad 

5 

the  Air  Torce  installations?  This  will  affect  — 

6 

comparative  atudy  of  tha  nora  than  30  baaing  aodaa? 

6 

tha  security  will  affect  you,  the  aayors  of 

7 

Why  have  you  conaldarad  tha  ona  hundrad  HX  aiaailaa 

7 

aurroundlng  counties  here,  because  your  aayors  and 

• 

an  alternative  whan  Congraaa  haa  apaeifieally 

6 

public  officials  will  give  you  no  extra  power  hare. 

9 

■andatad  fifty  aissilas?  Thia  not  a  propar 

37 

9 

The  security  aaasures  nay  affect  you  whan  you're 

10 

alternative. 

10 

going  bunting  such  as  searching  your  rifle  case  or 

11 

COL.  McSHANI :  Tina. 

11 

your  backpacks.  Fishers  carrying  rods,  they  could 

12 

MS.  FRZRS:  Why  have  you  not 

12 

coaa  and  search  that  at  any  tiae,  and  they  will. 

13 

conaldarad  tha  Mo  Action  Alternative?  Why  do  -- 

13 

They'll  have  to  do  that  froa  a  security  standpoint 

14 

COL.  McSHANI :  Tina. 

14 

if  they  want  to  be  sure  that  there  isn't  going  to 

15 

MS.  PRXNS:  Thank  you. 

15 

be  soaebody  sabotaging  the  systaa. 

16 

Klaberly  Naaaay. 

16 

Tba  police  of  Warransburg  they  aay  affect  their 

17 

MS.  NASS8Y:  My  nana  is  Klnbarly 

17 

power  also.  You're  not  going  to  bs  asked  to  be 

16 

Massey,  z  an  fron  Springfield,  Missouri.  I’n  bare 

16 

part  of  this  system.  You  will  have  no  extra  power 

19 

to  apeak  on  behalf  of  nyaalf  and  ny  future  grand 

19 

to  guard  this  systaa.  Zn  fact,  soae  of  your  powara 

30 

children. 

38 

20 

will  be  taken  away,  and  what  you  will  be  end  up 

21 

Z  would  Ilka  to  address  the  security  issue. 

21 

doing  is  taking  care  of  protesters  on  tha  tracks 

22 

With  a  ayatan  as  powerful  as  this  around  there  will 

22 

which  will  cost  your  county  aonay. 

23 

have  to  be  stepped  up  securities  action.  I  would 

23 

This  governaent  will  not  pay  to  give  tha  day 

24 

like  to  address  ny  questions  to  tha  IIS  and  have 

24 

care  to  you  so  you  will,  excuse  tha  tern,  will  gat 

25 

25 

tba  shit  job  out  of  all  of  this. 

65 
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1 

Thank  you. 

39 

|  1 

never  bad  a  serious  or  any  nuclear  accident. 

2 

COL.  HcSHANB:  Marc  Bachand. 

2  ' 

That's  all  I  have  to  say.  Thank  you. 

3 

MR.  BACHAND:  Good  evening. 

3 

COL.  NcSHAltl:  Helen  Burnhaa. 

4 

gantlanan,  ny  nana  is  Marc  Bachand,  and  I's  hare  as 

4 

5 

a  private  cltlsen.  I'n  the  father  of  two  young 

5 

Burnham.  Z'a  froa  Columbia,  Missouri.  Z  read  once 

6 

boys.  I'n  recently  contracted  to  build  ay  hone 

6 

a  quote  in  the  Reader's  Digest  that  said  the  United 

7 

about  a  ails  and  a  half  fron  Whitaaan  Air  force 

7 

States  is  tha  only  country  dalibarataly  founded  on 

6 

Base.  I  fall  in  love  with  this  area  of  the 

6 

a  good  idea.  Fart  of  that  good  idea  was  that  we 

9 

country . 

9 

tha  people  have  a  say  in  what  happens  to  us.  We  do 

10 

Missouri  is  ona  of  tha  beautiful  states  I've 

10 

not  want  anymore  nuclear  weapons. 

11 

aver  seen.  As  Z  have  traveled  around  I  have  seen  a 

11 

This  la  not  a  chess  gaae,  we're  talking  about 

12 

lot  of  nlaslle  sites,  like  every  one  else  I'n  not 

12 

people,  people’s  lives.  We're  not  Just  little 

13 

real  thrilled  with  nuclear  war.  but  because  Z  have 

40 

13 

specs  on  tha  highway  you  can  fly  over,  clusters  of 

14 

traveled  tha  world  1  do  know  there  are  people  out 

14 

subdivisions,  ws  are  people  with  llvaa  we  care 

15 

tbare  willing  and  ready  and  able  to  do  just  that. 

15 

about . 

16 

Z  think  we  need  to  be  prepared. 

16 

17 

I  think  that  tha  Air  Force  and  tha  Department  of 

17 

Z  have  six  year  old  twin  daughter  learning  to  read. 

16 

Oafanse  has  dona  a  good  Job  keeping  faith  with  tha 

It 

I've  a  chubby  little  toddler  who  trusts  as  to  take 

19 

19 

care  of  hla,  and  Z  aa  very,  very  auch  afraid  of 

39 

20 

low  keyed  as  they  possibly  can  be  and  that  the 

20 

nuclear  war. 

21 

safety  record  hare  at  Whitenan  Is  unbelievable.  Z 

21 

There ' s  so  aeny  things  to  worry  about ,  there  are 

22 

think  any  rational  person  is  going  base  future 

22 

natural  disasters,  there's  traffic  accidents 

23 

perfornance  on  past  perfornance.  and  if  that  is  so 

23 

there's,  drunken  drivers.  There's  toxic  waste. 

24 

24 

Flease  let's  don't  aanufacture  things  that  are  so 

25 

Z  hope  It  is  as  tha  Mlnutanan  systan  which  has 

25 

dangerous  that  they  make  all  of  these  things  pale 

17 

•  8 

3-189 


DOCUMENT  509 

DOCUMENT  509 

1 

in  comparison. 

1 

will  ba  minimal  or  no  environmental  impacta  and 

2 

Accidents  do  happen.  it' a  tba  basia  of  a  billion 

41 

2 

find  thaaa  to  bo  acceptable  aa  wall. 

3 

dollar  inauranea  industry  in  tbla  country.  Nobody 

3 

Col.  Valab,  Z  would  like  you  to  addreee  a 

4 

who  diad  yaatarday  in  a  traffic  accidant  or  fira 

4 

queation  once  again  of  tha  dinenalona  of  tba  rail 

5 

thought  whan  thay  ara  bruahing  thair  taath  thia 

42 

5 

car  for  tha  people  that  didn't  hoar  it  earlier. 

6 

yaatarday  morning  thay  would  never  come  howa  again. 

6 

MR.  WALSH:  Rather  tbao  taka  up  tha 

7 

I  think  tha  fact  X'm  very  happy  that  thair 

7 

tine  I  will  talk  to  you  aftarwarda.  Z  would  like 

8 

havan't  baan  any  accldanta  but  Z  think  tha 

8 

to  give  aa  much  time  to  tba  people  aa  poeaible 

40 

9 

likalihood  ia  that  aoaathlng  will  happan.  I  think 

9 

ainca  Z've  already  commented. 

10 

thia  particular  dafanaa  atratagy  haa  a  lot  of  worry 

10 

COL.  McSHAMB:  Ron  Renkaaki  . 

11 

aoaa  thinga  that  ara  built  into  it.  I  think  tha 

11 

MR.  REHKASKI:  Ron  Renkaaki  from 

12 

rail  system  ia  not  aafa  anough  to  put  nuelaar 

12 

Pioneer.  Z'm  a  member  of  Chriatiana  tor  Nuclear 

13 

waapona  on.  Z. 

13 

Dlaarmament.  Plaaaa  anawar  our  concarna  in  tha 

14 

Think  all  of  ua  hara  in  tbla  rooa  tonight  ara 

14 

final  BZS. 

15 

hoping  for  tha  baat.  Z  think  whan  it  coaaa  to 

15 

Firat  procedural  Item,  tha  draft  BZS  waa  not 

16 

nuelaar  waapona  It  la  not  anough. 

43 

16 

available  aoon  anough  for  concerned  eitiiana  to 

17 

Thank  you  vary  auch  for  your  Hating  to  aa . 

17 

atudy  it  and  eonaidar  tba  information.  Z  borrowed 

18 

COL.  McSHANR:  Danial  Cammeter. 

18 

a  copy  briefly.  Z  borrowed  it  from  a  group  at 

19 

MR.  GAMMKTIR:  Good  avaning  panal 

19 

laaat  250  mi laa  from  ay  home. 

20 

ueabara,  ay  naaa  ia  Danial  Gammeter,  Z  liva  in  tha 

20 

Jaaua  taught,  don't  lie,  don't  ataal,  don't 

21 

Knob  Noatar  araa  at  24  Laa  Driva  aa  a  privata 

21 

kill.  Ha  alao  told  ua  to  toad  tha  hungry. 

22 

citizen.  I  welcome  the  opportunity  for  tha  U.S. 

22 

Z  know  tha  quota  a  falaa  atataaant  of  an 

41 

23 

government  to  atation  Peacekeeper  in  our  araa. 

23 

outragaoua  magnitude  employed  aa  a  propaganda 

24 

I  beliava  tha  economic  impact  would  be  poaitive 

24 

aaaaura  in  tha  belief  that  a  leaner  taleehood  would 

25 

in  nature.  Z  have  heard  tha  Air  Force  atata  there 

25 

not  ba  credible"  that 'a  tha  definition  of  tha  big 

89 

90 
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1 

lie.  Zt  la  a  propaganda  technique  perfected  by 

1 

bean  a  volunteer  fira  department  fira  fighter.  Zn 

44 

2 

Hitler 'a  Nazi' a  in  tha  30a  and  40a.  Naming  tha  MX 

2 

that  training  with  hazardoua  materiale,  tba  fire 

3 

miaaila  tha  Paacakaapar  la  a  big  lie.  /. 

3 

chief  from  over  hara  by  Boonvillo  on  tha  edge  of 

4 

4 

tha  miaaila  field  explained  thay  had  two  accldanta 

5 

daaignad.  it  haa  baan  deployed  and  you’re  planning 

5 

recently,  one  of  than  a  aani-tankar  truck  ran  off 

6 

to  deploy  it  further  in  a  firat  atrlka  mode.  Zt  la 

6 

Z-70  and  landed  and  atoppad  acroaa  tha  railroad 

45 

7 

a  weapon  intended  to  be  launched  to  atart  a  nuclear 

7 

tracka.  Z  believe  it  la  the  aama  tracks  that  coma 

8 

war . 

8 

through  and  connect  with  Whiteman  Air  Force  Baaa. 

9 

Tha  miaailaa  already  deployed  in  Wyoming  cannot 

9 

A  train  cam*  through  there  and  cut  tha  tanker  in 

10 

aurvive  a  firat  atrika  back  to  tba  Sovlata, 

47 

10 

two . 

11 

therefore,  thay  nuat  be  launch  vary  early. 

11 

Ha  had  two  accldanta,  Z  can't  remember  which 

12  i 

Tha  MX  haa  a  aurgical  error  or  probable  C.  S.  P. 

12 

which  chemical  waa  apilled  thia  time.  One  time  it 

13 

of  300  feat.  That  aeane  if  thay  ara  lunched  to  tha 

13 

waa  hydrochloric  acid,  tha  other  time  waa  hydrogen. 

14 

14 

Not  hydrogen.  Sodium  hydroxide,  which  ia  lye. 

15 

land  or  explode  within  one  city  block  of  tha  aiming 

15 

Draino . 

16 

point . 

16 

What  would  thoaa  kind  of  chamicala  do  to  an  MX 

17 

My  queation.  will  approximately  forty  or  more  of 

17 

miaaila  in  a  derailment.  Zf  you  hit  another  train 

18 

thaaa  vary  accurate  hydrogen  bomba  on  rail  eara  in 

18 

or  hla  a  tanker  truck,  what  happens  to  those 

46 

19 

an  araa  of  two  city  blocka,  400  foot  by  800  foot. 

19 

miaailaa  and  components  and  control  systems? 

20 

will  that  tempt  tha  Sovlata  to  launch  an  attack  or 

20 

Thank  you.  Plaaaa  answer  thaaa  questions  in  the 

21 

aoma  other  advaraary  to  attack  that  apot  early 

21 

BZS.  Thank  you. 

22 

during  a  crlaia  lnataad  of  waiting  for  tanaion  to 

22 

COL.  Me SHAMS:  Robert  Marble. 

23 

build  up  for  ua  to  move  thorn  out  of  tha  way? 

23 

MR.  MARBLB:  Sir,  t  appaal  to  you 

47 

1  24 

Another  araa  tha  Air  Korea  did  not  examine  waa 

48 

24 

aa  a  namber  of  tha  judiciary  and  ask  you  tha 

25 

tha  aecondary  af facta  of  a  rail  accidant.  Z've 

25 

question  whether  or  not  this  hearing  ia  not  no 

91 

92 
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deaigned  Co  give  thoaa  people  who  have  a  vested 
Interest  aora  opportunities  to  apaak  than  thoaa  who 
ara  oppoaad  to  tba  action? 

I 'a  alao  intrigued  by  tha  raport  that  tbia  wara 
tha  Faacakaapar.  Tba  eupheaisa  is  a  word  that 
gives  a  plaaaant  aaaning  to  an  unplaaaant  reality. 
Z'a  wondaring  if  tba  kind  of  a  aind  that  uaad  this 
non-tacbnical  word  over  and  ovar  again  in  a 
tachnical  docuaant  which  indicataa  aoaathing  of  tba 
fact  tbat  tha  Air  Force  siaply  is  trying  to 
parsuada  us  of  aoaathing  thay  want  to  do. 

Ve  ara  tha  public,  ara  vastly  aora  tban  this 
county  or  a  faw  surrounding  citias,  tba  paopla  of 
Missouri  and  tha  nation  should  ba  haard  froa  and 
yat  tbasa  haarings  ara  for  a  faw  paopla  in  a  snail 
araa . 

Tha  public  has  a  auch  largar  intarast  than  tha 
aany  unanding  tachnical itias  tbat  ara  raiaad  in 
this  raport. 

In  ordar  to  look  at  soaa  of  tba  daapar  things  I 
would  liks  to  go  to  tha  union  of  concarnad 
sciantlsts.  an  organization  of  our  nation  that 
lncludas  within  It  sclantiats  Iron  naarly  avary 
aajor  univarsity  in  tba  Unltad  States.  Z  would 
lika  to  spaak  quota  fron  than  about  tha  MX  nlsslla. 


DOCUMENT  509 


COL.  McSHANE:  Tina.  Mr.  Marbla. 

MX.  MARBLE:  Thank  you  very  such. 

COL.  HcSHANB:  Thank  you. 

Z  will  address  your  one  consent,  you  talked 
about  vested  intarast  talking  first,  or  talking 
nost ,  tha  folks  tbat  talked  first  ara  elected 
officials  and  ara  thoaa  who  represent  tha  aost 
paopla.  so  thay  wara  given  tba  courtesy  of  speaking 
first.  Thera  ware  five  paopla.  Tha  balance  of  tha 
paopla  have  bean  randoaly  selected ,  and  I  think  you 
can  aaa  tbat  tha  deck  baa  not  bean  loaded. 

Yes,  sir. 

VOICE:  This  ia  ay  vary  point  that 
tha  faw  paopla  that  ara  represented  in  thaaa 
coaaunitias  ara  not  tba  whole  public  that  ia 
affected  by  this  plan. 

COL.  McSHANE:  Z  understand  your 

point . 

Doctor  Janas  Jonas. 

Hit.  JONES :  Janas  Jonas  froa 

•pringfield.  Missouri.  Janas  Jonas  froa 
Springfield ,  Missouri.  This  is  ay  coaaant  on  the 
previous  bearing  and  on  tba  draft  of  tba 
environaental  lapse t  stataaant. 

(singing) 
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By  tba  way,  it  is  not  a  Faacakaapar  it's  an  MX 
aissile,  which  is  good  technical  tara. 

"Tba  Kail  Garrison  basing  node  is  extreaely 
destabilizing,  dispersing  on  tba  aissile  carrying 
trains  could  ba  perceived  by  tba  Soviets  as 
provocative  and  therefore  exascerbating  tha  crisis. 
Developnent  of  tba  MX  aissile  ia  a  waste  of  tba 
taxpayers  aonay  since  tba  U.S.  already  posaasss 
sufficient  nuclear  deterrent." 

Z'a  speaking  with  tha  words  of  tha  scientists  of 
our  nation.  "Contrary  to  tba  proponents,  contrary 
to  those  who  ara  in  favor  of  this,  tha  new  rail 
basing  aoda  is  vulnerable  to  attack.  Evan  backers 
of  tha  systea  acknowledge  it  will  require  up  to  six 
hours  to  disperse  tba  trains  froa  their  garrisons. 
An  intercontinental  Soviet  nuclear  aissile  takas 
only  30  ainutaa  to  reach  Aaerican  soil.  Deploying 
tha  MX  aissile  is  vulnerable  basing  aoda  and 
increases  Aaariea’s  incentive  to  strike  early.  Zt 
is  a  first  strike  weapon." 

COL.  HcSHANB:  Tina,  Mr.  Marbla. 

MR.  MARBLE:  Therefore  destabilises 

our  situation.  Tha  Rail  Garrison  aystaa  ia 
directly  contrary  to  tba  U.S.  negotiating  position 
in  tha  strategic  eras  reduction  treaty." 
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1 

Oh.  tha  Air  Forca  say,  tba  Air  Forca  say,  tba  MX 

56 

3 

aissile  is  bare  stay,  hare  to  stay,  boro  to  stay. 

3 

bare  to  stay,  for  aany  a  day.  for  aany  a  day,  for 

4 

aany  a  day  — 

5  | 

COL.  HcSHAMB:  Doctor  Jonas.  I  said 

6  | 

no  daaonstrations . 

7  I 

(SINGING  CONTINUED  WITH  AUDIENCE  PARTICIPATION. } 

9 

MR.  JONES:  For^aany  a  day,  for 

56 

10 

aan7  a  day,  we'll  keep  your  NX  alsaila  for  aany  a 

11 

day.  Thay  want  it  that  way,  thay  want  it  that 

13 

way 

13 

COL.  HcSHANB:  Doctor  Jonas.  I  said 

14 

no  daaonstrations. 

15 

MR.  JONES:  They  say  hare  to  stay. 

56 

16 

They  want  it  that  way,  thay  want  it  that  way,  tha 

17 

citizens  of  Marrensburg  want  it  that  way. 

IS 

COL.  McSHANE:  Doctor  Jonas,  you  aay 

19 

sit  down. 

30 

(SINGING  CONTINUED.) 

31 

(Microphone  cut  off.) 

33 

33 

COL.  McSHANE:  Char lee  DuCharae. 

34 

MR.  DuCHARMB:  My  naae  ia  Charles 

35 

DuCharae,  Z'a  a  private  citizen  of  Coluabia, 

96 
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Missouri . 

1 

sarvica  cantars. 

Briefly,  Z  would  liks  to  say  X 'a  greatly 

2 

Tha  draft  BZ8  spand  a  lot  of  words  saying  bow 

dlsapointed  la  the  BXS  drafted  by  this  paasl  of 

3 

rural  garrison  will  MX  bring  growth  to  Johnson  snd 

thsy  say  prof asalonala .  The  display  thay  showed  us 

4 

Pattis  eountlss,  which  ara  rural  countlas.  Tha 

hara  had  absolutaly  any  no  nuabars  and  Z  sincaraly 

58 

S 

study  also  says  although  tha  MX  projact  would  not 

hopa  in  tha  final  1ZS  thay  do  have  soaa  facts  and 

6 

affact  unaaployaant  rataa  in  tha  araa,  personal 

datails  and  spacifics  such  as  tha  spacific  faat  and 

7 

incoaas  would  risa.  That  naans  that  tha  faw  who 

length  of  tha  train.  I  would  lika  to  yiald  tha 

a 

alraady  bava  would  gat  aora,  whila  tha  displaced 

rast  of  ay  tiaa  to  Kathy  Thoaas. 

9 

faraars  and  unaaployad  worker's  would  continue  on 

MS.  THOMAS:  My  naaa's  Kathy 

10 

tha  road  to  chronic  poverty. 

Thoaas,  1,'a  hara  raprasantina  tha  Missouri  Rural 

11 

Tha  statistics  in  this  draft  study  in  tha  heart 

Crisis  Cantar,  a  stats-wlda  vast  organisation  of 

12 

of  aconoaic  reality  in  rural  Missouri  is  worlds 

aora  than  thousand  aaabars  of  workars  of  faraara 

13 

apart  tiaa.  It’s  tiaa  our  govarnaant  played  its 

and  agrieulturs  in  Strongwall,  Missouri. 

59 

14 

rightful  role  by  investing  in  tha  strength  of  tha 

At  tha  April  7  scoping  hsaring  Z  voicad  our 

15 

people  instead  of  wasting  aoney  on  weapon  systaas 

concarn  about  how  tha  daployaant  of  tha  MX  aissila 

16 

wa  don't  naad.  Our  country  naads  a  national 

in  Missouri  would  affact  rural  araas.  This  is  an 

17 

investaent  policy  that  nurtures  locally  owned  and 

agricultural  stata  aada  up  for  tha  aoat  part  of 

IS 

operated  industry  aakas  tha  aost  of  our  tax  dollars 

aaall  faaily  faras  and  tha  aconoay  of  tha  Stata  is 

19 

by  creating  real  jobs  that  pay  tha  Billions  of 

haavily  dapandant  on  tha  survival  of  thasa  faras. 

20 

Aaarlcans  whose  labor  is  tha  backbone  of  our  nation 

Agricultura  counts  for  23  parcant  of  stata 'a 

21 

a  liveable  wage.  Tha  taxes  of  low  incoae  Mexican- 

jobs.  Missouri  is  ona  of  statas  bit  hardast  by  tha 

60 

22 

Aaarican  coaaunity  build  thair  own  cucunbar  factory 

rural  crisis,  bankruptclas  incraasing  300  parcant 

23 

generate  six  alllion  dollars  in  annual  sales  and 

batwaan  19S1  and  1*S5.  You  can't  aliainata  faaily 

24 

created  993  Jobs.  That's  aora  jobs  than  tha  Rail 

faras  without  sliainating  tha  rural  towns  and  thair 

25 

Garrison  NX  project  creates  even  at  it's  peak 

•7 
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construction.  Aftar  that  it  would  ba  for  a  vary 

1 

ground  ruins  do  not  really  call  for  that.  Z  let 

short  tiaa  than  would  drop  off  sharply. 

2 

that  go  last  tiaa  because  it  sneaked  up  on  ne  there 

Rural  workars  ballava  in  a  strong  dafansa.  Va 

3 

but  give  up  your  entire  tiaa  or  you  speak  for 

naad  Ufa  to  dafaad.  Tha  technique  of  portraying 

4 

yourself . 

aisallas  as  a  job  prograa  for  rural  araas  is  not 

5 

MS.  CHUDONBLKA:  Ona  question 

going  to  work  this  tiaa  as  it  did  with  tha 

6 

answered  by  tha  B .  Z .  S . 

Minutaaan  aissila  silos  — 

7 

COL.  McSHAMB:  Thank  you.  What  X 

1 

said  earlier  was  that  you  could  yield  your  tiaa 

—  that  covar  a  larga  portion  of  our  stata.  ouch 

9 

your  entire  tiaa  to  an  individual  if  you  ware  hara. 

of  it  rich  food  producing  lands.  Tharafors  -- 

10 

That  was  how  it  happened  tha  first  tlaas  and  — 

COL.  McSHAMS:  Tiaa.  aa'aa,  tiaa. 

11 

(COMMENTS  NOT  UNDERSTANDABLE ) 

MS.  THOMAS:  Thank  you. 

12 

COL.  HcSHANB :  Z'a  sorry  you  didn't 

COL.  MeSSAMl:  Ha lan  Chudonalka. 

13 

understand  it. 

Sorry  if  Z  aisproaouncad  that. 

14 

Stave  Dust.  Not  hara.  Jack  Wax. 

NS.  CaUDONILKA:  Z'a  Hal an 

15 

NR.  WAX:  My  naaa  is  Jack  Wax,  Z'a 

Chudonalka  froa  Aurora.  Missouri.  We're  hara  X 

16 

a  private  cltlien  froa  Coluabia,  Missouri.  X  want 

uadarstand  to  addrasa  tha  saviroaaaat.  Zf  wa'ra 

17 

first  to  respond  to  tha  quastion  by  tha  Rowan 

not  aliva  tha  anvironaant  is  not  going  to  aattar. 

IS 

catholic  Prlaat. 

Apparantly  wa  now  bava  dangarous  aisallas  wa  don't 

19 

COL.  McSHAMB:  Keep  tha  microphone 

know  what  to  do  with.  My  quastion  la,  havan't  wa 

20 

up. 

laarnad  anything  froa  producing  nuclaar  anargy 

21 

NR.  WAX:  Z  want  to  first  respond 

bafora  wa  know  what  to  do  with  nuclaar  wasta? 

22 

to  tha  question  by  the  Rowan  Catholic  Rrlaet  about 

Z  would  lika  to  glva  tha  rant  of  ay  tiaa  to  Bob 

23 

tha  anvironaant al  impact  ol  tha  these  weapons  if 

Marball. 

62 

24 

thair  ever  used.  I've  an  account  hare  froa  Doctor 

COL.  McSHAMH:  Na'aa.  hold  on.  Tha 

25 

Charles  Stevenson,  first  V.S.  physician  to  through 

100 
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medical  assistance  to  Nagasaki.  It's  vary  brlat. 

1 

other  countrys  deserve  to  die  end  be  killed 

s 

■a  says,  we  walked  up  tha  ladder,  the  whole 

2 

horribly.  Ve  shouldn't  forget  these  people  in  our 

placa  was  absolutely  allsat.  tbara  wasn’t  a  sound. 

3 

environmental  impact  especially  considering  the  Air 

thara  wasn’t  on#  human  balng  in  sight.  As  Z 

4 

Force  sees  fit  to  consider  tbe  life  of  water  fowls 

raachad  tha  top  of  dock  1  did  look  over  tha  antira 

5 

and  jack  rabbits  in  there. 

and  of  valley  whara  tha  city  had  baan  and  it  just 

64 

« 

The  environmental  impact  statement  mentioned 

look ad  Ilka  awarything  had  baan  covered  with  black 

7 

tonight  also  tbe  neglects  tbe  moral  dimension  of 

or  dark  gray  cover  of  ashes.  I  didn’t  know  enough 

a 

our  decision  to  allow  these  weapons  into  our 

about  tha  bomb  Co  know  heat  sat  everything  on  fira 

9 

communities . 

10 

that  could  burn.  Tha  people  who  ware  closely 

10 

Xt  will  effect  our  educational  systems  and  it 

11 

exposed  ware  quickly  fried  into  an  ashe.  Others 

11 

will  be  teaching  our  children  that  these  weapons. 

13 

looked  like  something  lika  over  cooked  soft  shelled 

12 

weapons  such  as  these  are  acceptable.  X  find  it 

13 

crab.  I  couldn't  believe  they  ware  human  beings. 

13 

unacceptable . 

14 

Ve  fait  lika  we  ware  walking  on  the  moon  shovelling 

14 

Finally,  we  do  have  the  right  and  responsibility 

15 

through  all  that  dust. 

15 

to  defend  ourselves  and  our  country.  X  can  hardly 

16 

1  don’t  think  it  is  tha  will  of  tha  American 

65 

16 

17 

people  to  hava  more  nuclear  weapons,  call  than 

17 

of  something  better  than  this  crude,  morally 

ia 

18 

repugnant  method  that  will  certainly  carry  out  and 

19 

them,  they  are  weapons  built  to  kill  thousands  of 

19 

Increase  the  risk  of  nuclear  war. 

20 

people.  Children,  woman,  other  civilians  guilty  of 

20 

COL.  MeSHAMS:  Thank  you.  K.  H. 

21 

what  crime?  It  is  not  ay  will.  X  don’t  believe  it 

21 

Ash. 

23 

la  tha  will  of  any  other  Americans  in  this  room  to 

22 

MX.  A8B:  My  name  is  Ki chard  Ash, 

23 

23 

X’n  an  Kplscopal  Priest  from  Mexico.  Missouri. 

24 

eventually  use  them. 

24 

Mexico,  Missouri  is  about  150  driving  miles  from 

25 

Why  would  our  counterparts,  the  civilians  in 

25 

here,  therefore,  the  impact  environmental  la 
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1 

essentially  for  ma  as  it  is  for  the  local  folks. 

1 

of  Charity  in  our  social  justice  network,  but 

3 

economic.  Zt  comes  through  taxas. 

2 

especially  for  the  Sisters  of  Charity  who  work  in 

3 

X  really  find  it  pussling  why  it's  important  for 

3 

Missouri  and  have  the  welfare  of  the  people  of 

4 

us  to  spend  tan,  fifteen  billion  dollars  to  produce 

4 

Missouri  in  mind  and  heart. 

5 

a  mobile  railway  NX  missile  when  we  have  already  in 

5 

Xn  addition,  X'n  a  professional  social  worker. 

4 

6 

As  a  Niseourlan,  a  voter,  and  a  representative  of 

7 

soma  three  billion,  for  a  Trident  XX  missile,  which 

7 

others  who  work  for  the  health  and  welfare  of 

8 

will  be  far  more  adequately  concealed  under  tha 

8 

people,  X  oppose  tbe  MX  rail  garrison  plan.  My 

9 

ocean  and  which  will  be  at  least  as  effective  in 

9 

opposition  to  it  is  as  follows: 

10 

producing  peace  as  the  Peacekeeper. 

10 

Xt  does  not  respect  the  will  of  tbe  majority  of 

11 

COL.  McSIANI:  Thank  you. 

11 

the  American  people  who  have  stated  that  arms 

12 

yrances  tussell. 

67 

12 

control  is  a  major  concern  that  they  want 

13 

13 

14 

statements  that  are  repetitious,  but  I  would  like 

14 

significance  of  the  XNM  or  Stark  proposals  which 

15 

to  read  them.  They  are  short. 

IS 

hava  provided  a  break  through  to  the  international 

16 

My  name  is  Frances  tussell.  I’m  a  native  of 

16 

tyrany  of  the  arms  race. 

17 

Missouri;  X'n  a  Sister  of  Charity  Convent  in 

17 

It  further  ignores  part  of  the  proposal  which 

If 

Kansas.  My  community  is  sisters  of  Charity  at 

18 

baas  the  deployment  of  mobile  based  missiles.  My 

19 

Levenworth. 

19 

own  thesis  is  that  the  Kail  Garrison  plan  ia  part 

30 

X  have  worked  la  the  Midwest  and  western  part  of 

20 

of  an  old  agenda,  a  political  agenda,  and  X  believe 

21 

the  United  States  for  130  years.  Members  of  the 

21 

that  the  American  people  are  now  choosing  a  new 

23 

Sisters  of  Charity,  approximately  200  in  number, 

22 

agenda . 

33 

presently  work  ia  aim  of  the  State’s  proposed  as 

23 

X  have  several  specific  points  that  X  would 

24 

locations  for  tbe  NX  rail  garrison.  So  X'n  here  as 

24 

look  to  addressed  in  the  XXS.  The  major 

25 

a  Missourian  and  as  a  representative  of  tbe  Slaters 

25 
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1 

pointed  out  wan  that  the  MX  garrison  plan 

1 

war  of  coursa  is  not  addrassad  bacausa  Coagrsss  has 

3 

complicates  enemy  targating.  That's  its  clala  to 

3 

aandatsd  paacatiaa  applications.  Howsvsr,  Z  think 

3 

fame.  And  I  saa  that  as  a  liability,  bacausa  Z 

3 

thara  is  a  soaa  vary  sarious  anvironaantal  concarns 

4 

feel  that  tha  MX  rail  garrison  plan  expand*  tha 

4 

that  ara  assoeiatad  with  aanuf acturing  of  nuclaar 

5 

targating  araa  and  plaeaa  nany  aora  paopla  and  much 

5 

67 

6 

aora  land  at  riak. 

6 

quits  notably  swapt  undar  tha  rug,  ostansibly 

7 

Tha  aissilas  ara  considered  aoblla  but  thay'ra 

7 

bacausa  thasa  warhaads  ara  producsd  by  Dspartmsnt 

a 

on  a  alow  train.  Tha  advantage  of  nobility  is  to 

S 

of  Bnargy.  This  is  a  classic,  that's  not  ay 

9 

of far  rapid  daployaant.  But  tha  Rail  Garrison 

9 

dspartasnt  kind  of  asntality  of  passing  tha  buck. 

10 

systaa  doaa  not  provide  for  rapid  daployaant  sinca 

10 

It  loads  as  to  ay  cantral  quastion  in  this  who la 

11 

I  believe  it’s  astiaatad  thay  would  taka  four  to 

11 

issua;  whara  in  tha  boab? 

13 

six  hours  to  disparsa  tha  trains  froa  thair 

68 

13 

What  wa'ra  prassntod  with  in  this  DBZS  for 

13 

garrisons . 

13 

nuclaar  waapons  systaa  is  ona  that's  boon  naatly 

14 

COL.  McSHAMX:  Tlaa.  If  you  had 

14 

sanltisad  as  to  tha  cantral  faatura;  whara  is  tha 

15 

furthar  questions  you  can  put  thaa  in  writing. 

15 

boab  in  this  DBIS? 

16 

MS.  RUSSBLL:  Thank  you. 

16 

This  aandatas  an  axaalnation  of  iapacts  of 

17 

COL.  McSHAMB:  Harb  and  Doris  Sauar. 

17 

Proposad  Action  and  in  coaparison  with  Altarnativa 

ii 

MR.  SAUBR:  I  yiald  to  Mark  Haia. 

16 

Actions,  including  ths  Mo  Action  Altarnativa, 

19 

NR.  HAIM:  Good  avaning.  My  naas's 

19 

should  tha  MX  rail  garrison  ba  authorlsad  it  will 

30 

Mark  Jain.  Z'a  diractor  of  tha  Mid-Missouri 

30 

nacssnltata  tha  aanufaetura  of  at  laast  500  nuclaar 

31 

Nuclaar  Waapons  Group  froa  Columbia,  Niaaouri. 

31 

warhaads,  which  would  not  otharwlsa  ba  producad. 

66 

33 

I  think  it's  unfortunata  that  thara  wars  a 

Wa  aunt  look  at  tha  full  iapaet  of  tha  action. 

33 

nuabar  of  significant  environmental  concarns  that 

33 

Obviously  this  includas  production  of  warhaads. 

34 

wara  not  adaquataly  addrassad  in  tha  DBIS. 

34 

Tha  public  and  our  alaetad  officials  aust  command 

35 

Tha  ultlaata  environmental  problaa  of  nuclaar 

35 

accountability  bafora  waa  valua  tha  MX  rail 
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1  | 

garrison  ba  authorlsad  wa  must  gat  claar  answara  to 

1 

transportation  of  this  tritium  to  Pantax  in  Taxas. 

3 

sorloua  anvironaantal  probisms  assoeiatad  with 

3 

I  would  lika  to  know  about  tha  impacts  from 

3 

warhaad  production.  Tha  anvironaantal  isauas  which 

3 

procass  handling  and  shipping  of  highly  anrichad 

4 

must  ba  addrassad,  and  coursa  Z  want  thass 

4 

uranium  at,  to  and  froa  Pantax  and  Oak  Rldpa, 

5 

addrassad  in  tha  BZS  and  not  now,  ara  questions 

5 

6 

which  ara  includad  but  not  liaitad  to  the  isauas  of 

6 

I  would  lika  to  know  about  tha  impacts  of  tha 

7 

first,  tha  lapact  of  tha  plutoniua  production  at 

7 

assambly  of  thasa  warhaads,  thair  handling  and 

a 

Savannah  Rivar  in  South  Carolina,  including  workar 

68 

6 

shipnant  to  t*»air  points  of  daployaant. 

9 

sxposurar,  routina  and  accidantal  anvironaantal 

9 

finally.  Z  *~uld  lika  know  about  tha  impacts  of 

10 

rslaasaa.  and  avantual  wasta  procassing,  handling 

10 

any  and  all  othar  procassas,  and/or  activitias  Z'va 

11 

isolation,  shipping,  so-callad  disposal  of  tha 

11 

not  includad  in  this  list  at  othar  locations  not 

68 

13 

wants. 

13 

specifically  noted  above  that  ara  part  of  tha 

13 

Z  would  lika  thasa  eatagorias  to  ba  handlsd  in 

13 

warhead  manufacturing  procass. 

14 

all  thass  araaa  I ‘a  raising  now. 

II 

14 

Sinca  tha  dawn  of  nuclaar  age  tha  U.S.  has 

15 

I  would  lika  know  about  tha  iapacts  froa  tha 

15 

producad  a  horrendous  legacy  of  nuclaar  waapons 

16 

rsprocsaaing  and  tha  Purax  procassing  in  tha 

16 

masts.  Approximately  60  thousand  nuclear  warhaads 

17 

Savannah  Rivar  to  isolata  tha  plutoniua  for  usa. 

17 

ia 

I'd  lika  to  know  about  tha  inpacta  of  handling 

IS 

COL.  McSBAJtt :  Tina. 

19 

and  transporting  plutoniua  to  kocky  Plats  in 

19 

MR.  HAXM :  Wall,  in  conclusion. 

30 

Colorado . 

30 

thay'ra  talking  about  a  system,  a  weapons  system; 

31 

Z'd  lika  to  know  about  tha  iapacts  froa  tha 

31 

whara  is  tha  bomb? 

33 

aanufaetura  of  plutoniua  parts  at  Rocky  Plats  in 

33 

COL.  McSRAMB:  Could  Z  have  your 

33 

Colorado.  Z'd  also  lika  to  know  about  tha  iapaet 

33 

last  nans  again  and  spall  it.  please. 

34 

froa  production  of  tritiua  at  Savannah  Rivar.  South 

34 

HR.  HAIM;  B-a-l-m,  Mark  Bain. 

35 

Carolina,  and  also  tha  iapacts  froa  handling 

35 

COL.  McSBAMI:  David  Pearce. 
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1 

Mk.  PBAkCI:  Col. -Walsh  and  those 

3 

gathered  tonight,  X  would  like  to  thank  you  for  the 

3 

opportunity  to  speak  bafora  the  group  tonighe. 

4 

My  name  is  David  Pearce,  kxacutlve 

S 

Vice-President  of  the  Varrensburg  Chamber  of 

4 

Commerce. 

7 

On  behalf  of  the  Varrensburg  Chamber  of 

9 

Commerce,  board  of  directors,  which  is  twelve 

9 

members  which  were  elected  by  around  five  hundred 

69  10 

members,  the  Military  Affairs  Committee,  Z'd  like 

11 

to  voice  their  support  in  favor  of  the  rail 

12 

garrison  program  being  deployed  on  Whiteman  Air 

13 

force  base. 

14 

15 

are  put  at  certain  Air  force  Bases  is  because  of 

1« 

the  outstanding  community  support.  That's  the 

17 

reason,  I  think  you  can  see  there’s  a  lot  of 

19 

community  support  in  the  environmental  faces  of 

19 

Varrensburg  and  all  tha  communities  that  surrount 

20 

Whiteman  Air  force  Base. 

21 

There's  a  good  raason  why  there's  a  lot  of 

22 

mutual  respect  in  Varrensburg  and  the  surrounding 

23 

communities  around  Whiteman  Air  force  Base,  it  ie 

24 

not  based  on  what's  happened  this  year  or  last 

25 

year,  but  basically  in  the  last  25  years  Whiteman 
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communities  Ilk*  Varrensburg  and  tha  surrounding 
communities  around  tha  Air  fores  bass  baas  always 
rlsan  to  tbs  occasion.  And  1  think  that  that  is 
danonstratad  by  tha  fact  that  tha  tha  Stalth  boabar 
that's  baan  chosan  to  have  tha  boas  at  Vhitaaan  Air 
fores  bass. 

Na  saa  19  differ  eoaaittees  functioning  under 
tha  guise  of  tha  Steering  Counsel,  and  you  saa 
traaandous  community  support.  If  the  kail  Garrison 
program  was  deployed  bare  at  Whiteman  Air  fores 
Base  X  think  you  would  saa  that  outstanding 
eoamunlty  support. 

In  closing,  wa  know  anytime  that  freedom  is 
being  defended  there  are  certain  risks.  People  in 
our  community  are  aware  of  the  responsible  role  tha 
individuals,  tha  aan  and  woaan  at  Vhitaaan  Air 
force  Base  play  in  that,  and  keeping  it  safe  for 
all  of  those  concerned. 

Va  know  this  sanaa  of  responsibility  will  be 
considered  —  will  be  continued  in  tha  future  as  it 
has  bean  in  tha  past. 

Tha  Board  of  Directors  of  tha  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  tha  Military  Affairs  Committee  would 
like  to  go  on  record  for  being  for  the  proposal  and 
proud  of  its  past  association  with  Vhitaaan  Air 
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Air  force  Base  has  been  bare,  they  are  neighbors 
they  are  our  friends,  they  take  active  and 
productive  roles  in  our  communities. 

X  think  if  you  would  ask  the  Vhitemaa  Air  force 
Base  personnel  they  would  say  the  saae  thing,  too. 
They  consider  Varrensburg  and  communities  like 
Varrensburg  their  home,  and  they  feel  glad  to  be  in 
the  eoamunlty  like  this. 

These  people  contribute  not  only  socially  and 
philosophically .  they  also  contribute  economically . 
The  annual  payroll  for  this  area  around  Vblteaan 
Air  force  Base  is  around  aixty-four  and  a  half 
Billion  dollars  a  year,  employs  thirty-five  hundred 
people,  including  some  499  civilian  jobs. 

Bo  this  is  a  strong  economic  force.  X  think 
more  than  anything  else  it  improves  the  quality  of 
life  in  the  Varrensburg  area,  with  every 
opportunity,  however,  there  are  challengee  that 
must  be  met  and  this  is  certainly  no  exception. 

Quality  of  life  would  be  affected  by  bringing  a 
new  program  like  this  in.  The  impacts  on  our 
roads,  the  infrastructure,  the  impacts  on  our 
schools,  all  these  areas  need  to  be  addressed  if 
the  kail  Garrison  Program  is  actually  deployed  at 
Whitenen  Air  force  base.  But  progressive  minded 
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force  Base  and  its  personnel.  Thank  you. 

COL.  McSIAVB:  Chrlstl  Toung. 

NS.  YOUVO:  first  of  all,  please 

don ' t  answer  any  of  my  comments  or  questions  at 
this  time. 

X  have  one  complaint  or  just  a  comment  to  make 

about  this  hearing.  Ve  were  told  we  weren't 

allowed  to  place  signs  up  which,  you  know,  is  kind 

of  our  right  to  freedom  of  expression.  And  we 
* 

wanted  to  put  some  up  right  there  so  the  media 
could  kind  of  get  them  when  they're  taking  pictures 
of  these  guys.  Veil,  we  weren't  permitted  to  do 
that  and  one  of  the  reasons  was  because  the  Board 
of  the  School  Board  decided  at  a  recent  meeting 
that  wouldn't  be  allowed.  X  think  it's  real 
convenient  they're  all  working  together  on  this. 

X  object  to  the  proceedings  of  this  hearing, 
three  minutes  is  not  enough  time  to  comment  on  the 
lengthy  document  such  as  the  D1XS  or  iesuanee 
support  against  nuclear  weapona.  More  hearings 
should  be  held  to  give  more  folks  a  ebanee  to 
speak . 

X  also  object  to  the  fact  you're  attempting  to 
restrict  our  comments  to  the  environmental  lmpaet 
of  a  construction  site  rather  than  the  real  issue. 
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1 

dollars  of  loss. 

1 2 

nineties,  not  Peacekeepers  in  ona  location  naar  a 

2 

An  exaaple  of  this  pbenoaenon  is  a  loss  of  sales 

3 

population  cantar  in  uncovered  garages .  Back  of 

3 

of  the  Buropean  faraers  in  the  Chernobl  accident. 

4 

thaaa  alssilaa  haa  the  explosive  power  hundred*  of 

4 

which  whether  or  not  there  was  any  conteaination  of 

S 

tiaaa  tba  boat  dropped  in  Hiroshiaa. 

5 

their  products,  sales  still  dropped. 

6 

Z  think  thia  poaea  a  great  threat  to  the  people 

6 

Addrese  this  in  the  final  environaental  iapact 

7 

of  thia  area  and  ahould  be  addraaaad  in  the  BIS. 

7 

stateaent . 

• 

Ona  laaua  of  laportanca  that  ia  not  adequately 

8 

I  also  have  soae  other  question  about 

9 

addraaaad  in  the  draft  anvironaantal  inpact 

9 

procedures.  I  think  that  there  should  bo  aore  tine 

10 

atataaant  daala  with  the  aconoaic  iapacta.  The 

10 

and  that  there  should  be  aore  hearings  throughout 

11 

DIIS  examinee  accldanta  in  iaolatlon  where  there' a 

76 

11 

the  State,  and  people  have  aentioned  lt  affects  the 

11 

likely  to  be  secondary  affects  of  coat.  For 

12 

people  all  over  the  State,  and  I  think  that  people 

13 

exaaple  if  there  were  an  explosion  and  consequence 

13 

should  be  able  to  get  up  on  the  stage  and  talk  end 

14 

release  of  radioactive  material,  even  if  the 

14 

have  water  available  as  Col  Malsh  and  --  Lt .  Col. 

15 

expoaura  levele  ware  not  haraful  to  huaane,  there 

15 

Malsh  and  Col.  HcShsne,  and  we  -- 

16 

would  be  an  aconoaic  iapact. 

16 

COL.  NcSBAMB:  Tine,  as 'an. 

17 

The  public  ainda  in  auch  situations  perceive 

17 

MS .  YOUNG ;  Thank  you. 

18 

agricultural  products  froa  this  area  of  the 

18 

COL.  McSHANB:  Brian  Page. 

19 

accident  ae  unsafe  and  alght,  thus,  buy  leas  of 

19 

MR .  PACE:  I  would  like  to  yield  to 

30 

than.  The  cost  of  a  ona  percent  drop  in 

20 

Anna  Ginsburg. 

31 

agricultural  sales  froa  Johnson  County  would  run 

21 

MS.  CIN8BUKG:  My  naae  is  Anns 

23 

into  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  dollars. 

22 

Cinsburg,  I  aa  Director  of  the  St.  Louis  Coaaunlty 

33 

It  is  posaible  that  the  public  night  respond  by 

23 

for  Nuclear  Veapona  Freese,  which  is  affiliated 

24 

decreasing  their  purchases  of  all  Missouri 

24 

with  the  national  caapaign  to  stop  the  MX. 

25 

agricultural  products  resulting  in  aillions  of 

25 

First  of  all,  I  would  like  to  thank  the  Air 

113 
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Force  for  holding  these  hearings  end  giving  us  the 

1 

know  if  you  considered  whet  the  cuaulative  affects 

2 

opportunity  to  coaaent.  And  Lt.  Col.  Valsh  I'd  like 

2 

night  be  of  a  train  accident  along  me  Missouri 

3 

to  thank  you  for  giving  the  citizens  nore  tine  to 

79 

3 

Kiver  where  soil  erosion  night  play  a  role?  If  you 

4 

coaaent  this  evening. 

4 

choose  to  answer  that  tonight  that's  fine,  if  not  I 

5 

I  also  would  like  to  aake  a  request  that  the 

5 

would  definitely  like  to  see  it  addressed  in  the 

6 

coaaent  period  be  extended  beyond  the  current 

6 

final  DIIS. 

7 

deadline  of  August  30th.  It's  a  very  technical 

7 

Thank  you. 

1 

docuaent  to  those  of  us  who  don't  have  the 

8 

COL.  McSHANB:  Thank  you.  Jeff 

9 

expertise,  and  we  would  very  auch  like  aore  tine  to 

9 

Stack . 

10 

study  it  to  be  able  to  deteralne  what  the  issues  we 

10 

MR.  STACK:  Good  evening.  First  of 

n 

would  like  to  raise,  what  questions  we  would  like 

11 

all,  no  disrespect  for  you  folks,  I  need  to  address 

13 

13 

the  audience.  This  is  a  public  bearing,  I  will 

13 

I  would  aleo  like  to  request  that  hearings  be 

13 

address  then. 

14 

held  in  St.  Louis  and  other  locations  around  the 

14 

First  of  all,  I'a  here  as  a  citizen  froa 

15 

State  where  there  is  concern.  My  organization  has 

15 

Coluabla,  Missouri.  I'a  a  new  father,  a  couple 

16 

1,300  aeabers,  I  know  a  significant  nuaber  of  thea 

16 

aonths  old  that  job.  I'a  here  for  ay  son.  I  aa 

17 

would  be  interested  in  coaing  to  a  public  hearing 

17 

also  here  to  aaka  several  points,  one  I  think  this 

18 

were  lt  to  be  held  in  the  at.  Louis  area.  It  took 

18 

public  hearing  has  been  a  farce  on  deaocracy. 

19 

ae  about  five  hours  to  drive  over  this  afternoon. 

19 

The  Air  Force  presented  forty  ainutaa  worth  of 

30 

In  addition,  Mike  Volf's  eoaaents  about  riding 

20 

public  relations  inforaation;  we  had  the 

21 

the  train  across  the  State  of  Missouri  Bade  ae 

21 

33 

reaeaber  what  it's  like  to  be  on  that  train.  There 

80 

22 

Aa  aeabers  of  the  public  ahould  have  three 

33 

are  tiaes  when  the  train  coaee  perilously  close  to 

23 

alnutea  well  an  we  should.  Also  I  would  like  to 

34 

24 

point  to  the  --  talked  to  earlier  and  aentioned  to 

35 

serious  probleas  of  soil  erosion.  I  would  like  to 

35 

ae  that  all  public  eoaaents  are  incorporated  into 

115 

_ 
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1 

th*  DBX8 .  Z  didn't  see  any  dims  aantionad  along 

1 

dollars  for  an  MX  basing  program  in  Missouri  alone. 

2 

with  any  coaatnCi.  I  think  eh*  public  ha*  not  b«an 

2 

We  have  at  least  two  or  three  million  homeless 

3 

lncludad  in  this  procan.  Tha  Sou**  Armed  Service 

3 

people  now.  there  will  be  more  than  saven  million 

81 

4 

CoulttM  in  1988  saya  tha  Air  Force  ha*  given 

4 

homeless  people  by  the  end  of  century. 

5 

little  weight  to  critical  reaction  froa  society.  I 

84 

5 

W*  need  to  deal  with  these  people.  They  are 

6 

think  that' a  continuing  on.  That  *aa  from  the 

6 

individuals,  wa  should  car*  for.  V*  should  b* 

7 

Columbia  Tribune  back  in  April. 

7 

working  on  trying  to  destroy  people.  Soviet  people 

8 

Al*o  Z  would  like  to  see  soae  band*  of  those 

8 

or  who  else  or  all  the  people  of  the  world  or  all 

9 

that  had  a  chance  to  comment,  how  many  people  are 

9 

life  on  this  planet. 

10 

there  opposed  to  the  MX;  can  I  see  aoa*  hand*. 

10 

X  was  in  Hiroshima  a  coup2*  y#«r*  ago  in  2985.  X 

11 

COL.  McSHAHI:  We're  not  taking  a 

11 

had  the  opportunity  to  talk  to  some  survivors  of 

12 

vote  or  a  referendum  tonight. 

12 

atonic  bombs.  Xt  is  a  very  somber  experience.  I 

13 

MR.  STACK:  Better  than  that,  well 

13 

wanted  to  pas*  on  son*  comments  from  one  woman. 

82 

14 

well  over  half  of  the  people  I  think  that  need*  to 

14 

She  had  lost  most  of  her  family  in  the  war,  in  the 

15  ! 

be  brought  out  because  not  everyone  can. make  the 

15 

atomic  bombing. 

1‘ 

comment*  at  this  tin*. 

16 

By  the  way,  that  weapon  was  very  small  in 

17 

Sorry,  nothing  against  you  let  them  go  ahead. 

17 

comparison  to  what  w*  are  talking  about.  140 

18 

Okay,  as  far  a*  eon*  of  the  effects,  again  we  need 

18 

thousand  people  died  Hiroshima  alone.  Bight 

19 

to  remember  that  w*  are  talking  about  the 

19 

thousand  people  more  in  the  bombing  of  Nagasaki  and 

83 

20 

environmental  impact.  We're  talking  about  the 

20 

the  years  sine*  then. 

21 

environmental  impact*  of  nuclear  war.  W*  need  to 

21 

Woman  also  —  sha  waa  a  woman  who  survived  th* 

22 

consider  that  a*  well  and  keep  that  in  mind. 

22 

atonic  bombing.  X  spoke  to  bar.  She  talked  about 

23 

Aleo  the  effect*  of  nuclear  weapon*  if  you  will 

23 

seeing  bodies  floating  down  the  river  after  tha 

84l 

24 

24 

bombing,  bodlas  bloated  from  explosiv*  radiation. 

25 

country,  we're  talking  about  on*  hundred  million 

25 

burning  bodies  plucked  out  of  th*  river  with 

117 

128 

DOCUMENT  509 

DOCUMENT  509 

1 

fishing  hooks. 

1 

going  on  with  tha  MX  misalla  is  Insulting  every 

2 

She  talked  of  coming  across  families,  including 

2 

single  peraon  who  believes  in  democracy  in  th* 

3 

her  relatives,  people  who  remained  just  burning  the 

3 

United  states.  And  if  you  gentlemen  had  this 

« 

remains  of  these  relatives  just  to  prevent  the 

85 

4 

happen  in  a  country  that  our  government  says  is  not 

5 

disease.  70  thousand  people  were  burned.  Were 

5 

democratic  you  would  be  talking  about  th*  mockery 

8 

burned  after  being  burned  and  Incinerated. 

6 

and  travesty  of  justice  that's  occurring  her* 

7 

Again  I  would  like  to  encourage  people  in 

7 

tonight . 

8 

considering  this  process  to  be  considered,  get  more 

8 

There's  no  way  that  you  can  look  at  a  statement 

9 

public  input.  Like  to  have  the  draft  environmental 

86 

9 

that's  as  thick  as  th*  statement  we're  looking  at 

10 

impact  statement  look  at  the  nuclear  war  effects  of 

10 

today  and  talk  about  it  in  three  minutes.  You 

11 

that  in  basing. 

11 

can't  talk  about  th*  environmental  impact  that's 

12 

COL.  NcSHANK:  Time,  Mr.  Stack. 

12 

going  occur  on  lurop*  on  Asia,  on  tha  entire  world. 

13 

John  Lloyd. 

13 

14 

VOZCI :  8*  had  to  leave. 

14 

in  the  midwest,  and  wa'r*  seeing  th*  family  farms 

15 

COL.  He SRANB:  Thank  you. 

15 

go  under  because  of  what  w*  have  don*  to  th*  oton* 

1* 

Robert  Janes. 

87 

16 

layer  and  we’ra  talking  about  using  a  bomb  that 

17 

HR.  JAMBS:  Sxcus*  me  everybody,  but 

17 

will  do  a  thousand  times  more  damage  than  what 

11 

X  an  going  to  face  the  gentlemen  on  the  panel. 

18 

we're  sewing  happen  to  th*  industry  that's  the  most 

19 

Bxcua*  me.  I'm  going  to  face  ta*  gentlemen. 

19 

important  in  Missouri,  th*  agricultural  industry. 

20 

I'm  going  to  go  ahead  and  speak.  X'd  like  to 

20 

Th*  agrieultur*  will  go  downhill  in  Europe,  th* 

21 

speak  to  the  people  back  her*.  I'm  going  to  turn 

21 

22 

and  face  the  people  I  want  to  speak  to.  that's  the 

22 

just  talking  about  th*  Soviet  Union,  wa'r*  talking 

23 

people  on  the  panel.  X  want  to  say  that  X  think 

23 

about  all  of  Buropa.  We're  talking  about  a  nuclear 

85 

24 

that  the  attitude  of  federal  government  in  sending 

24 

winter,  a  nuclear  winter  that  will  wipe  out 

25 

this  panel  her*  to  whitewash  what's  going  to  b* 

25 

everything  in  existence  on  th*  plant  of  th*  earth. 

119 

120 

3-197 


DOCUMENT 

509 

DOCUMENT  509 

1 

Why  can't  *■  make  people  reallie  that. 

1 

Schulte . 

2 

And  what' a  the  environmental  iapact  ititeaent 

2 

COL.  McSHAME:  Ma'am,  when  you  get 

3 

that  talka  about  the  affects  of  the  eater  in  the 

3 

there  could  you  state  your  nene  and  spell  it 

4 

area  ehere  theee  bomba  are  used.  I  want  the 

4 

please . 

5 

environmental  impact  statement  to  talk  about  the 

5 

MS.  SCHULTE:  My  name  is  LuAnne 

6 

iapact  that's  going  to  occur  uhen  there's  no  lore 

6 

Schulte  (spelled),  and  I  would  like  to  address  Col. 

7 

agriculture  products  to  feed  the  people  that  lies 

7 

Welsh  and  gentlemen  and  my  fellow  citisens. 

9 

in  the  area  where  the  boabs  were  dropped.  And  we 

8 

I'm  a  resident  of  the  Eansas  City  Metropolitan 

9 

•re  talking  about  sone  people,  we  are  not  just 

9 

area.  That's  one  of  the  areas  that  nay  be  affected 

10 

talking  abmtit  the  enemy. 

10 

as  the  MX  rail  basing  system  is  implemented.  I 

87 

11 

11 

would  specifically  like  to  address  two  issues  that 

12 

iapact  stateaent  to  talk  about  what  the  effect  is 

12 

have  been  raised  tonight. 

13 

going  to  be  on  education,  what  the  effect  is  going 

13 

One.  people  talked  passionately  and  with 

14 

to  be  on  the  economy  in  Europe.  whet  effect  the 

14 

eloquence  about  the  need  for  strong  defense.  We 

15 

going  to  be  on  the  economy  here.  And  I  can 

15 

happen  to  be  in  Representative  Zke  Skelton's 

16 

guarantee  the  people  that  have  come  here  and  talked 

16 

district.  I  don't  expect  you.  Col.  Walsh,  to  be  on 

17 

about  the  effect  and  how  proud  they  are  to  have 

17 

top  of  voting  records  of  the  Missouri  legislature. 

18 

this  new  basing  system  come  in  here  that  their 

18 

our  representat lvea  here,  but  I  would  Ilka  to  tell 

19 

going  rue  the  day  when  they  did  it.  because  there's 

19 

you  that  people  will  tell  you  that  Kepresentatlva 

20 

going  to  be  thousand  of  people  sitting  on  those 

88 

20 

Skelton  is  not  a  dove.  Usually  he's  never  found  a 

21 

tracks  saying,  "give  piece  of  trash,  give  •  piece 

21 

weapons  system  he  doesn't  like.  However,  in  the 

22 

of  trash." 

22 

23 

(APPLAUSE) 

23 

Skeleton  voted  to  cut  the  MX  funding  troa  800 

24 

COL.  McSHAME :  Judy  Anne  Goldman. 

24 

million  to  250  million. 

25 

MS.  GOLDMAN:  I  defer  to  LuAnne 

25 

So  X  think  we  don't  need  to  acquaint  a  mistake 

121 
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of  a  missile  basing  node  for  s  strong  defense 

89 

1 

U.S.  citisens.  I  would  like  this  issue  addressed 

2 

however  you  choose  to  define  that. 

2 

lot  at  this  time  but  in  the  environmental  impact 

3 

Secondly,  people  have  talked  about  the 

3 

statement . 

4 

privileges  that  we  do  enjoy  here  in  the  United 

4 

Thank  you. 

5 

States.  Driving  here  I  drove  through  at  least 

5 

COL.  McSHAME:  Cyril  Welter. 

6 

6 

Apparently  not  here.  Patty  Purvea . 

7 

Independent  fire  and  police  protection. 

7 

MS.  PURVES:  Good  evening. 

8 

In  glancing  through  the  environmental  impact 

8 

gentlemen,  and  Z  respectfully  hope  your  stay  in  our 

9 

•  tateaan*-  a  great  deal  is  made  about  responding  to 

9 

proud  state  has  been  enjoyable  and  your  contact 

10 

a  mishap,  quote  unquote.  l  can't  imagine  first  of 

10 

with  Missourians  plaasant,  in  spits  of  the  fact 

11 

all  hand  you  we  would  try  to  respond  to  the  kinds 

11 

that  many  of  us  hope  you  never  have  the  occasion  to 

12 

of  problems  that  are  lightly  brushed  over  in  the 

12 

return  here  on  business  again. 

13 

impact  statement. 

13 

My  concerns  srislng  from  the  otherwise  carefully 

14 

But  of  most  concern  to  me  was  this  statement.  Z 

14 

prepared  DEIS,  stem  from  the  many  assumptions  and 

15 

would  like  to  quote  from  page  5-40  of  the  impact 

90 

15 

inter! erances  in  Section  5,  Safety  Considerations. 

16 

stateaent.  I'm  quoting. 

16 

As  no  one  can  foresee  all  the  possible  variables 

17 

"This  1j  in  relation  to  an  actual  mishap.  tha 

17 

in  each  of  the  following  cases,  Z  would  like. to 

89 

18 

initial  press  release  nay  or  may  not  disclose  the 

18 

list  a  few  of  the  more  obvious  assumptions. 

19 

presence  or  absence  of  a  nuclear  weapon  at  the 

19 

On  air  transport,  the  probability  of  a  mishap 

20 

nisalle  site.  " 

20 

during  air  transport  of  the  reentry  systems  is 

21 

I  would  just  ask  the  people  that  are  here 

21 

extremely  small. 

22 

tonight  to  think  about  that  as  they  drive  boas.  if 

22 

On  tornados,  a  moving  train  could  be  derailed  by 

23 

there  was  quote  mishap  in  their  block  would  they 

23 

track  damaged  by  a  tornado  or  could  be  derailed  by 

24 

want  that  information  or  not  or  is  that  what  they 

24 

the  force  of  a  tornado.  The  probability  of  such 

25 

think  of  in  terns  of  privileges  that  we  do  enjoy  aa 

25 

mishap  is  very  small  and  none  would  be  severe 

123 
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Until  July  3.  It8*  th*  alshap  record  of  the 
sophisticated  radar  technology  of  the  type  aboard 


the  Vincennaa  battleahip  would  have  allowed 
infarancaa  to  be  drawn  that  the  deatructlon  of  290 


civilian  livea  would  never  have  happened. 

As  I  atatad  In  ay  pravioue  teatlaony,  a  plan* 


eraah  did  occur  In  Greenland  in  January,  196*.  The 
B-52  boaber  carried  four  nuclear  weapon* ,  all 


deatroyad  by  fir*.  ksdloactive  contaalnatio 


occurred  ovar  23*7,000  cubic  feet. 

Let ‘a  conaider  what  would  happen  if  ona  of  the 


danger*  mentioned  above,  and  diaaiaaed  by 
aaauaption  and  inference  in  the  DIIS  ahould  occur 


a*  happened  In  Thule.  Greenland. 

It  la  no  longer  a  eraah  ait*  of  uninhabited  aea 


ice,  now  it 'a  our  countryaide  it  ia  the  very  air 
breath  poiaoned.  and  there  la  no  eacaping  it. 


It  la  turning  to  the  children  we  gave  life  to 
and  watch  tbaa  increase  their  risk  of  horrible 


death  with  every  breath  they  take.  Your  table*  for 
calculating  riak  to  th*  general  population  cauaed 


by  th*  NX  ken  Garrison  flan  are  very  lapreaalv*. 
but  not  th*  laaat  bit  contorting.  It  takas  a 


■lghtler  power  then  the  Air  Tore*  to  control  for 
th*  margin  of  error  created  by  aaauaption  and 
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1 

and  bass  created  severe  limitations  to  aircraft 

3 

operations  at  Whiteman  Air  Force  Base.  Tha 

3 

ingestation  and  foreign  object  daaage  will  beeose 

« 

aore  significant  as  the  base  takes  on  s  sors 

5 

significant  rola  for  aircraft  oparatlons- 

6 

However.  I  think  this  la  a  vary  positive  thing 

7 

that  tha  kail  Garrison  would  nova  these  wetlands 

• 

and  take  this  wildlife  with  thea.  therefore,  we 

91 

9 

would  reduce  the  aircraft  oparation  Ingsstatlon  and 

10 

also  ssslst  ths  environmental  impact. 

11 

Tour  consldarations  on  4.1-14  and  in  otbar 

13 

locations  throughout  the  Impact  statemant  entitled 

13 

'mitigating  reasons'  ara  outstanding.  Thara  are 

14 

types  of  considerations  required  by  your 

15 

16 

influence  to  feel  comfortable  with  a  new  defensive 

17 

system  which  will  make  the  kail  Garrison  Program 

”  1 

vary  affective. 

19 

COL.  MCSHANB:  Time. 

30 

Ht.  BkOWN :  Thank  you. 

31 

COL.  HcSHAHK:  We’re  going  to 

33 

conclude  the  proceedings  at  this  tima.  Plaase 

33 

ramembar  you  have  until  31  Auguat  to  submit  written 

34 

ttatenenti  to  be  Included  in  the  tranecrlpt  of  this 

35 

hearing . 
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Plaase  be  assured  tba  Air  force  decisionmakers 
will  carafully  consider  aach  via*  point  raiaad  hara 
tonight  when  deciding  an  ultimata  couraa  of  action 
on  thia  propoaal. 

Thank  you.  Thia  public  haarlng  ia  adjourned  at 
10: 15  p.n. 
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THOMAS  ROBERTS  k  ASSOCIATES  -  B l  6-026 '2  1  34 

CERTIFICATE 

STATE  OF  MISSOURI  ) 

» 

COUNTY  OF  PETTIS  I 

I.  tha  undaralgnad  Registered  Professional 
Reporter  and  Certified  Court  Reporter  and  Notary 
PuOliC  Of  the  State  of  Missouri,  do  hereby  certify 
that  prior  to  being  eitaained,  the  witness  In  the 
foregoing  proceedings  was  duly  Sworn  to  testify  tha 
t**uth,  tha  whole  truth  and  nothing  but  the  truth! 
that  said  proceedings  were  taken  before  mm  and 
thereafter  transcribed  Into  typewriting  under  ey 
direction  and  supervision!  and  |  hereby  certify 
that  the  foregoing  transcript  of  proceedings  is  a 
full,  true  and  correct  transcript  of  ay  shorthand 
nates. 

I  further  certify  I  aa  neither  counsel*  nor 
related  to  any  party  to  said  action,  nor  otherwise 
Interested  in  the  outcoae  thereof. 

IN  WITNESS  WHEREOF,  I  have  hereto  set  ay  hand 

and  affined  ay  Seal  this  day  of 

_ .  JNaw  n  AWrti  “WJ 

IW.  jNaiMnc  - 

rmm,  awe  „  mmm  bas  V 

hCw.  .■lUarwbSu.HW 

. .  --- 


INTENTIONALLY 

LEFT 

BLANK 
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DRAFT  ElivlROtfl-IHlWt  Illf-ACt  StAIEi-lFliT 
UUflTEHITM  AIR  TORCE  BASE .  MlCiKQAH 
PEACEKEEPER  BA II  GARRJ  SOfJ  PROGRAM 


Ann*  R.  Gray.  CSH  (,E«. 


Court  RecS'  ae>  • 
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August . 

fhl*  tonr  ludvs  the  pr»t*nUt  lO".  (hank  .On 

wr  y  much . 

CDLONFL  McShanE:  Thank  you,  r.olnm>i  Walsh. 

Let  **■  ntnlion  tha  qutftion  and  5Uti««nt  r«r(li,  aqain,  that 
yOu  Till  ad  Out  whan  you  i  am*  in.  |f  you  Hirit  tn  ksk  a 
qua*  t  i  on  of  tha  panel,  n.  if  .ou  hy<«  a  statement  to  ayir,  ,pt 

should  have  f  Iliad  out  a  raid  aru|  gi. ar.  it  to  one  of  tit* 

i  ndi  .  iluyH  in  uniform.  Whan  >,e  coma  hark  I  Mill  rail  on 

;  nrop  I  r  Mho  want  to  ask  Uyy»t  iur>k  o<  make  %  t  a  t  ament  * .  (  It--  te:l 

offii  ul.  Mill  ba  peimitted  tu  ipryi  fi'sl.  »»ft*t  that, 
vlhers  who  Hitn  tn  kpaai  will  In-  call  ad  upon.  It. a.  a  Mill  na  . 

tin  m  m  i  nu  te  t  i  «-e  limit  ....  ryi  '  -  mill  .  i  ilua  I  spaa*  at  ,  .jnti  I  d 
ask  that  iOi-r  adhpt  a  to  that,  anti  (  Hill  s' tip  you  if  ,i>  i 

-la  t  to  a-ceed  the  ilnny  minutes,  and  that  anas  fm  pulilli 
of  f  1 1  i  a  l  >  as  «e  II  as  pi  i  .  a  I  a  ■<  Ktmk.  wp  i  1  tala  at-  mat-,  o' 
the  uuas  t  it. ns  in  comment-,  as  time,  pat  mils. 

let  *  take  a  te..  .tin  utv  t  Press. 

!j  (Whereupon,  a  break  Mas  taken.! 

:  !' 

•[  (.01  OREL  hi  ‘.Hi.rrF  :  We'  I  1  orar>  up  t'<e  tot  mill  pa> 

i,  :>*  the  meetinq.  we  I  1  start  with  unlmal  Walsh.  Colonel 
i  Waist*.  Mould  you  please  intr-.d-i-v  the  ott.ei  mempei  *  ef  the 
pane  1 ,  i  I  ease ’ 

Cll(  (IMFf  Wnf  SI 1 1  Un  *y  immediate  t  rghr  nc  r.a.e 

i  i 

;  Major  Van  Ness.  He  is  a  la.rki  on  the  staff  n*  ttie  An  *  me 
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' 

Regional  Ovik  Engineet  .  1  l.s  ,u,  far  .  lo'-t  is  r-t'.Onel  n.  an  ». 

Me  IS  from  Headqua-  tPt  S  .  SAC,  and  ha  will  t  «sp«n.(1  tn  a... 

questions  on  the  operation  of  the  sySten..  On  ai,  immediate 

left  is  Mr,  Hickman.  He  motvs  for  tetia  ler*.  I.'nt  j.o.  »ti  ... 

5 

company  Contracted  by  the  iiir  fiirte  to  p- ena,  e  t  he 
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be  incorrKt.  Homv«i  ,  I  h«v»  knoon  th«  Wtu  ttaith  Air  iurtk 
base  altkion  to  be  non  dmmi  th»d  to  thl*  data  by  ti>r  giound 
Motor  contM  mat  ton  problem  that  ha*  boon  in  emsterue  tin  « 
decade.  Sinco  197B,  the  base  h»  contained,  pm  god  and 


cleaned  tho  aquifer  on  base  ■ 


i  lo  working  in  cooperation  with 


Michigan  Dwpar  tment  of  Natural  Rrtourctt,  the  Fr.v  1 1  onmvt.l  a  I 


Protection  Agency,  0.6.  Gao  lug, 
Cnaiiwrid  Headquar  t  n  *  .  Iho  iiuo 


vtry  and  the  Sir  A  tog  I  I 


ol'Omont  ot  ttu*  latter  ontil. 


noted  for  tho  simple  fact  that  lh*y  have  not  io«r  i 
and  prnpoiM  tho  closure  of  Win  Un  i  th  titi  Foi  l. a  b-v 


OtllOi  iliainikhnant  of 


tho  locale  Mho  share  tho  ime  aiiuifor  a*  aum  Um  t«ni(i.,  and 


down  this  Gioat  I  ai  *> 


why  tt>*  ypecti*  at  watoi  qua) it. 


4  now  ■itlion  add l t i 


I th  tho  coni  inning  mission  Uni  f 


i  tli  on  lo  y  t*  at  this 


tt>at  a  sand  aquifer  down  to  M  f».*l 


up  not i I  tho  last  dorado. 


i  ail  at  ions.  1 1  tho  'lift 


it  smith  An  f  pi  i  e  R-,» 


»  o  that  separate*  Uni  l  snuff.  i 


DOCUMENT  510 


thi*  statement  to  you  a  Inna  wit 
County  Board  of  Cnmm i *« i nner * . 


COLONEL  Mr  SHANE:  Certainly 


there  a  question  that 


MR.  B05E  :  No,  there  was  no  quest  ion. 


TOLDNEt  Mi  SHAME  :  All  r-qhl. 


MR.  ROSE:  fhant  ,-nu  /or  y  .sum. 

Cm  ONE  L  Mr  SHANE:  AM  riql.t.  fhsnl  ,nu, 


i  opt  mne  ,  is  it  I  ha 


mo,  IS  that  tho  one  wh l 


Could  everybndr  heai  tho  last  spoil pt  ,  let  me 


(Negative  Re spa i iso  by  Aud I »nr a 


MR.  ROBE  R  f  I  .  FllSIERt  Good  event  rq .  I  am 
Robert  K.  Foster,  Super y ISO!  of  the  Cher ter  township  of 
Oscoda.  The  peacekeep  i  «*q  mission  of  the  United  States  An 


j  we  enjoy  in  this  great  country. 

I  proud  to  he  a  part  of  that  missn 


Th*  decode  rniMunil,  l*  .  ei  , 


i  by  being  a  host  to  Hurt 


i  th  Air  Force  Base.  Murtsmith  Air  Force  Base  ties  been  part 
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Force  Rase  hoe  the  candidate  sites,  is  simply  the  fact  that 
they  have  identified,  and  have  cleaned  up  the  legacy  of  oui 
past  conscience  in  this  country,  it  Clearly  means  to  me  that 
they  are  on  the  forefront  of  technology,  and  should  be  singled 
out  in  a  positive  rather  than  a  negative  fashion.  ihery  is 
not  a  liability  associated  with  the  Uurtseith  water 
C > rcuestencee.  As  previously  mentioned,  the  base  has  had  the 


U  .  S .  Geo  logical  5*n  vfy  Age  nr  v 
and  they  have  modeled  the  gr o 


vince  the  single  pollu 


water  circumstances  on  base 


bill  inns  of  gallons  of  watei  have  been  tuaai' i I «  ■ amoved  from 
the  g>ound,  polished  thr  nuq*.  •  arto  on,  and  char  qed  hark  into  the 
Storm  drainage.  Iho  plumes  nf  •  nntaaunat ion  have  been  halted 


their  movement,  and  r  lean  ■ 


•  fhe  years  ha*  dimmshed 


their  roncenlrit ions  to  below  the  limits  required  for  di ink 
water  standards.  Alternate  well  fields  on  the  Rave  have  her 
developed.  A  protect  In  pi  a. id*  water  from  late  Hm  on  was 
lodged  a  number  of  years  ago  i  ••  the  mldir  <  r  orstr  nr  I  i  gn 


program  that  r  ego  1 1  es  Tor 
Staffers  who  worked  both 


innat  approval  *..rj  finding.  firs 
f'unqr essman  Davis  and  Senator 


Levin  have  been  briefed  on  numerous  occasions  relative  It-  the 
future  need  to  upgrade  Wuitvmith  water  system. 

r.m  ONFI  Mr  f»HAUF  l  Mr  .  Rose.  I'm  Snr  r  y .  tout 
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of  our  >  nmnunity  for  man,  .e 


and  women  of  the  « 


Foice  have  been  friends  and  neighbors  to  all  of  us.  Ue  r 
be  proud  to  have  the  rail  garrison  located  here  in  mu 


That  is  the  end  of  my  statement . 
COLONEL  Me  SHANE:  Thank  you,  sir. 


pr  onorinr  iny  that  correctly. 


if  you  would,  why  don't 


test  one  t>f  those  m ic r  ophoi.es .  lest  that  middle  one, 


MR.  CHAIFl:  feslinq,  testing. 

C01. ONE!  MrSHANFt  Is  that  better  > 


the  negative  from  the  audience* 


MR.  THOMAS  CHAIFL l  I'm  Tom  Chatel,  City 
Manager  nf  fames  City,  representing  James  Lansky,  Mayor  of  the 


City,  and  also  I 


the  Evecutiv#  Secretary  of  the  Iosco 


County  Ft. gnomic  Development  Comm i sen 
representing  that  tqfrx  y  .  I  apprect, 


representing  that  aqenc y .  I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  I 
appear  before  you  again.  I  want  to  restate  my  support  for  the  j 
Siting  nf  the  M*  rail  garrison  missile  system  at  Uurtsmilh  Air  1 


Force  Base.  I  know  there  r 


a  number  of  people  who  desire  to 


roaiment  tonight.  My  comments  will  be  brief.  My  Support  is 
based  on  two  fundamental  reitonsi  One,  the  positive  economic 
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je 

add ■ 1 1 ana  1 

sac <11  Ity  nklvii  H  III  1  1 

tie  taken 

In  |I|  e  ,er,t 

satin  t  aye , 

nr  ac  t«.  of  t*».  r  m  ist*.  • 

What  is 

t  tie  fin'  |i  in  imi-r. :  .,  i 

;? 

impac  t  of 

these  safeguard*-  tna 

effei  veil 

ar  p,s *  Hnu 

Ji 

a* tan* t ,« 

w  l  l  1  the  off  limits  |iyi 

l malar  be 

Ut.nl  Will  hr  II.  »• 

i« 

impar  t  of 

MX  sec.u  it,  measm  nr. 

uiiutar  * , 

f  i -,hi>.  men,  mi 

other  Mich 

lyan  nutCtno*  wt.Hiusia-,1 

DOCUMENT  510 


DOCUMENT  510 


bet  ow  nhsu  I  ete . 

COLONEL  HcStlMNf  :  Mr.  Urtonx 
MR.  JACK  SON:  Ves,  sir  . 

COLONEL  Mr SHANE :  four  t  i*r  it  up. 

MR.  lAOSONs  Think  rou. 

COLONEL  Mr  SMANf  •  Piute  Submit  yoni  lis<  it 
Qiiftl  inn*  if  vo, i  datira. 

MR.  1AOSIN4:  I  -.hall  rtn  that, 
cm  ONEI  Mr  ‘illilllf  ;  line  e  iqain,  1  enemhoi  I  lit- 
q'ound'olit,  fn|k«.  Colonel  Welsh’ 

COlONFl  UAI.  5M :  It.  i  aspnmJnm  In  «omp  r. »  me 

ISSoe*  that  you  riitffl,  1  m»iIiI  Ilka-  t«»  empl .  a*  1  7  m  that  41. 
llltl  hll  llttK  *1**1  1*  S.S'am  l»  not  pa<  t  Ot  the  Wrnp’ised 
Action,  lur  th*r  *ni  »,  It  1  mil  .  ki|u  1  <  art  to  pn«uif>  the 
*’*«  V  I  .  4b  I  I  I  ty  Of  this  paitlrular  System,  *0.  therefore,  th«t 
••til  not  ba  to.irid  I*.  the  f  i  >>4 1  EIS.  With  ,e«[i»rt  to  rour 
lengthy  Knit  of  quatt  t  On*  Dir  ttlnlnq  to  the  , 1 qh t «  of 
indivldullt,  f  think  ~e  r*n  r»tHir  that  by  One  « I a  I  erne. ,  t  .  to 
*4y  that  th  I  m  particular  srklan  will  not  inti-jdp  on  ,n,nny', 
right*.  The  right*  they  hiv*  miH  they  Kill  ratlin,  Ivy,,  iftn 
the  dfDluyMht  of  thi*  *,tta«.  So,  that  answer  *  quite  « 
•tria*  of  thoaa  OnUtion*  that  were  pnsed.  Ihy  pnvironnanUI 
contaquanca*  of  the  art  ion  have  been  identified  in  the  Praft 
EIS  nhara  appropriate,  lha  immediate  action*,  or  i»aedute 
conaequertcet  ara  on  tho*a  dap  lu/nant  location*,  up've  al*o 

.•*<* 


identified  tha  potantial  for  art  1  dents  «lonq  tha  track  a*  aach 
train  aide  transit,  to,  that  has  haan  idantifh ed  in  tha  EIS  in 
tha  Chaptar  3.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  Mr  Shane  :  Keith  Hammis’ 

MR.  KEITH  HAMM  I S 1  I  *  Kaith  with  R.C. 

Hendrick  and  Son  General  Contractor*.  wa  have  an  O*roda 
office.  We've  baan  at  Uurtsmith  Air  Farce  Base  and  tha 
surrounding  araa  for  tha  past  00  yaar * .  Me  presently  n  a 

rto  1  nq  numerous  project*  at  Uijr  (.smith,  and  we  are,  at  the 
pretant  time,  and  have  been  for  the  past  *  1  »  or  seven  ,ears, 
puttinq  in  approiiaatalv  twent ,  thousand  do  liars  per  week  into 
the  local  economy.  We  hue  local  help,  wa  hava  90  oar  cant  of 
the  peop l a  that  work  for  •■*  be i nq  in  the  local  area.  We 
understand  that  there  could  he  a  potential  houSInq  shortage, 
Colonel,  for  both  the  construction  workers  and  the  future  MX 
personnel,  if  they're  based  here.  We  are  presently  workinq 
now  on  additional  housinq  for  this  area.  Wa  will  be  a  biq 
part  of  housing,  and  future  housing  her#  at  Wurtsmith,  if  the 
MX  is  based  hare.  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE :  Jan  Shi  reman’ 

MS.  JAN  SH I RE HAN:  My  name  IS  Jan  Shir*man,  and 
1  Just  cam*  In  from  Bear  Lake,  Michigan,  which  i*  about  a  four 
hour  drive  fro*  hare,  so,  ]'a  Just  putting  my  thought* 
toqathar  now.  first  of  all  I’d  Ilka  to  maka  a  commant  on  tha 
way  this  haartng  is  baing  conductad.  If  tha  Air  Forca’s 

.«r3 
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'.•«*>  rn. K-i„g,.  *  *.  I  l.im  i.q  thf»  <tr  npn.q  |IK,,  ,  ,,M 
bothered  m*  bee  Jun  It  ir.dlr  at  yd  tr.al  neither  side  nl  t|„. 
Propoi*l  seemed  to  «ddrp«M  the  environmental  ,**,..»>*.  , 

said  the  report,  both  sides  seemed  primarily  :i.te<r>-ted  i.. 
j  explaining  why  or  why  not  the  M*  missile  should  *-i*r  „t  ,11. 

I  think  the  media  missed  the  point.  1  don’t  helm  r  it..,i 
those  speaking  ,,,  f*wo.  of  the  ...  upasal  were  simply 

hallyhooing  local  husir.es*.  pec .  wl.r.  some  .min  |».„  .  * 

c.ossing  their  count*.-  ,  |  H.r.  .  .... ,  i  r.k  e«J  that  the,  ,1 


DOCUMENT  510 


stop,  because  this  is  a  demur  ■  <*r  y .  He  are  lining  in  a  ! 

democracy,  and  the  people  need  to  be  able  tn  speak  .  I  would 
like  to  speak  to  you  as  individuals,  not  as  a  rorpa. ate 
entity.  Not  as  the  Air  Force,  or  as  anything  else,  because  we  j 
ere  all  individuals,  and  we  are  all  very  responsible  fen 
maintaining  this  planet  in  a  good  State  of  order  for  our 
children,  and  I  would  hope  that  you  would  reconsider  planting 
thi«  MX  missile  in  our  State.  (hank  you. 

COLONEL  Mr SmANE :  Thank  you. 


I.Ot.DNEi  Mr ->HANF  :  Keith  litus,  please" 


MR.  KEITH  II  MIS;  M> 


speak  for  my  wife  lett. 


nd  for  Tony,  and  Sam,  and  Neal, 


and  for  Shannon,  and  Dana,  Chi  lslina.  for  Justin  am 
Christian.  At  the  last  near  i  r  .g  I  spok  e  i n  nppns i t  i r 


>ail  qi.'isoo  proposal  being  stationed  at  Uur (smith  Air 


Base.  After  much  thought 


>  have  derided  to  rha.*ge 


my  position.  Toniqht  |  speak  ii.  favor  of  this  pearekeeoer 
proposal  at  Uur  t smith.  It  is  m,  sincere  hope  that  Ihis 
proposal  will  die  a  quiet  death  in  the  hallways  and  meeting 
•  Ohms  Of  a  budget  roriscienre  l  .ingress,  but  if  b,  some 
nightmarish  c  l  r  c  urns  t  «i  >r  e  11ns  IrWarre  prouosal  becomes  >  ea  I  l 


nightmarish  circumstance  11ns  IrWarre  prouosal  becomes  f  ea  I  l  t 
f  would  not  visit  this  mistake  or.  someone  else.  No  family 
deserves  this.  No  area  nf  the  country  deserves  this  t  n,d  of 
peat  ekeep  i  ng.  'io ,  if  if  «ii*(  he,  let  1 1  be  me  and  m  ■  ne  r  a  the 
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efferls  our  environment,  because  pi  oqr  ams  to  heal,  tr> 
alleviate  these  pronlems,  «■  e  being  cut  as  the  military 
seeks  new  and  increasingly  more  dangerous  toys.  General  of 
the  Army,  Dwight  Eisenhower,  warned  us  of  the  c  mcfi  nut  growth 
of  the  military  industrial  romplex.  "He  must  undei  st and " , 
said  Eisenhower.  "That  for  every  missile  that  is  built,  a 
child  will  go  hungry,*'  That  ihild  is  our  environment,  thn  ,v 
who  have  ears  to  hear,  let  them  hear.  ! 

COi  ONEl.  MrSHANF:  lhank  you.  j 


COt- ONE  L  Mr  A  MANE  :  Frank  Amrheii 


Amrhein7  A-M  R - H - E -  I  N,  maybe 


i  mispronouncing  it. 


COLONEL  Me SHANE  t  Barbara  Jackson’ 

MS.  BARBARA  TALK SON l  I ' m  Barbara  Tar k son.  and 
I'm  from  Birch  Run,  Michigan,  and  par t  of  my  statement  is 
visual.  I  wish,  at  this  time,  tu  have  my  friends  ditolsv 
their  siqni,  and  their  signs  to  be  part  Of  this  hearing. 
<pause>  A*  part  of  the  oeace  movement,  and  as  a  person  who 


has  dedicated  my  life  to 


ii  I  ence,  t  feel  that  the  Mx  rail 


qarrlson  system  would  create  an  environment  that  would  be  very 
destructive  to  our  nation.  With  the  presence  of  nuclear 
warheads  on  tracks,  I  feel  It  would  be  a  constant  reminder  of 
our  destructive  ability,  and  would  hamper  our  striving  to 
settle  dispute*  In  a  non-violent,  peaceful  way.  Rail  garrison 
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t*  Inconsistent  with  the  IJS  Ares  Control  Policy.  At  the 
Geneve  Start  Nego  t  nt  ions ,  the  Soviet  Unton  he*  accepted  the 
Aeerjeen  Proposal  to  cut  in  half  our  stockpiles  of  lonq  ,  anqe 
nuclear  weep o ns .  To  *e  it  makes  no  sense  to  spend  more  money 
on  the  MX  when  negotiating  focus  is  on  eliminating  such 
wespons .  1  also  question  the  validity  of  tracks  c*i r.i.m 

nuclear  weapons,  traveling  through  cities  and  communal that 
have  declared  th**»elves  nuclear  free  tones.  It.  is.  I  feel, 
would  create  a  most  unhealthy  environment  foi  the  millions  who 
have  worked  to  become  nuclear  free  tones.  Two  days  agn  thr 
Saqmaw  News  ballot  bat  question  wast  Should  the  Qnve.  nment 
deploy  nuclear  missiles  on  rail  ears  at  Hurtsmitr.  An  f  ,  ,  ; 
Base7  The  response  was,  30  percent  ves,  and  80  percent  >.n. 


Ibis  tells  me  that  there  are  i 


oppose  this  sytem. 


millions  of  people  , 


ONEL  Ml SHANE:  Thani 


COLONEL  Mr  SHANE :  Please  be  seated.  •VJ 


MS.  SUSAN  SMI  lilt  My  name  is  Susan  Smith. 


a  physician  from  Saginaw,  Mir  hi  gen.  J  think 
immediately  obvious  that  I  come  here  not  to  -.i 


the  MX  rail  garrison  pioiwsai.  hut 


j  physician  who  h«s  dedicated  ears  of  trsinm 
j  the  preservation  of  human  life,  I  could  not  , 


consciousness  to  speak  m  favor  nf  this  proposal.  I  sincerely 
doubt  that  you  will  find  any  physician,  anywhere,  who  will 
testify  as  to  the  v«|ut  of  such  a  system  in  the  preservation 
of  human  life.  I  come  **ere  as  a  physician,  as  a  mother  of  a 
nine  year  old  child  who's  here  tonight,  and  who's  wot  Id,  who's 
future  world  I  bear  great  concern  in  regards  to.  Finally,  I 
come  here  as  a  concerned  citizen.  In  addition,  in  my  role  as 


■ician,  I  come  here  representing  Physicians  for  Social 


Responsibility.  This  is  a  group  of  some  greater  that,  one 
hundred  thousand  members  nationwide,  over  fifty  thousand  uf 
whom  are  physicians,  the  other  fifty  thousand  be i nq  other 
allied  health  personnel.  There  are  mure  than-  excuse  me. 


>  one  hin idit-d  thousand  members  lit  the  State 


of  Michigan  alone,  si*  rfuplyr*.  in  the  State  nf  Michigan.  As 
a  physician,  again,  dedicated  in  the  pi  eser  /at  ion  nf  him..,, 
life,  we  always  look  to  the  .-er  iou*  issues  as  public  health 


issues.  When  there  is  > 


krmwr,  treatment  for  the  rtisnas* 


propagated  by  whatever  the  <imy,  the  insidious  liuf,  the 
insidious  bacteria,  the  instdimis  cancet  tt  .t  r  t«t«,  and  I 
thi,.k  it's  important  that  we  'it*  tins  system  e-art  t.  that. 

The  bubonic  plague,  l  think  ,  ,er  /ed  as  that  k  i  nit  of 
illustration,  as  did  * -phi  I  is,  and  as  does  aids  today.  In 


because  there  is  no  effect 


rwatment  fo.  the  kind  of 


|  destruc  tion  that  the  MX  missile,  and  all  nuclear  aims  hi  i nq  to 
|  bear  upon  our  population  I  think  that  it  is  imperative  that  we 
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work  towards  prevention  nf  disease. 

It  seems  to  me  nonic  that  this  heat  mg  is  |tl 
almost  exactly  S3  years  after  the  United  States  nrpec iment  at 
Hiroshima  clearly  demonstrated  the  hideous  destc  u<- 1  i  ■  «  power 
of  nuclear  weapons.  That  e>plosive  power  was  app>  n • imai  >■  | ,  is 
kilo  tons .  Today  we're  talking  about  300  kilotons  nf  e„,,|  ■•si-.e 


-ad,  ten  of  those  beii 


MX,  and  the  proposal  offered  here  tonight  is  that  feur  i>,  .t 
'  a1  those  be  stationed  her»  un  ihe  railway  ca.s  so  tint  they 
I  then  would  be  transported  around  I  he  count,  v.  I  thu.k  *hat 
nothing  more  hideous  can  e> 1st . 

Finally,  I  would  like  to  merit  ion  - -«•  r  uye  me 
lust  a  moment  - - 1  think  that  the  point  that  has  aiiead,  heeu- 


that  have  already  been  emphasired 
is  a  rerouting  of  economic  resouici 


i  that  tins  is  tint  this 
which  otherwise  route!  he 


directed  towards  the  very  real  human  needs  that  e»ist  today, 
and  housing,  and  education,  and  health  race,  and  especially 
when  we’re  facina  the  kinds  of  serious  health  threats  th*t 
exist,  certainly  with  the  aids  .cisis  in  this  country  t..da». 

I  think  it’s  important  that  w#  look  at  this  proposal  as  being 


as  hideous  as  the  aids  < 


is,  and  as  the  rerouting  of  the 


resources  that  would  be  more  effectively  direr  ted  tow*,  ,is 


COLONEL  HcSTfANEt  Thank  you.  Ralph  f y r by.  ’ 


MH.  RAI  All  fFRRFBs  Colonel,  my  name  ts  Ralph 
Ferber,  Pr  es  i  den  t  'Ch  1  ef  F  >  eru  t  i  ve  Of  1  I  C*r  ,  first  of  Amerira 
Bank,  Oscoda.  On  behalf  of  the  three  banking  institutions. 
First  of  America;  Farmers  &  Merchants,  Male;  and  Huron 
Community  Bank,  Tawas,  we  have  placed  the  housinq  sho, 
concern  as  identified  in  the  Env i rorawntt 1  Impact  Statement 
hiqh  in  our  planning  proress.  It  is  our  desire  to  oro.ide  the 
funds  necessary  to  build  the  housing  required  to  rorcr  t  this 
particular  concern. 

The  peacekeeper  rail  ga<  risen  prog,  am  ts  *n 
important  part  of  the  o-e.all  mission,  and  we,  the  financial 
institutions  of  Iosco  County,  want  to  CiO  Out  part  10  See  that 
the  peacekeeper  is  deployed  here  at  Uurtsmith  An  Force  Base. 


COLONEL  McSHANEt  Thank  ,o 


CtXQKL  McSHANFi  Remember  the  gfoundr  u  I  es . 


MR.  JAMES  ANOFRSONi  Good  evening.  I'm  Doctor 
James  R.  Anderson,  Professor  of  ttumentties  at  Michigan  State 
University.  I've  published  extensively  on  the  impact  of  the 


mi i i tary  budget 


U.S.  cities  and  states. 


the  Draft  CIS  t.  light  gf  two 


central  provisions  of  NEPA  regarding  EIS  contents.  They  arei 


11 >  a  I  ter nat i ves ,  and  (2>  the  i 


t  n tenant e  and  enhancement  of 
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lonq-t#ra  productivity. 

I.  ALTFHNAI  IVES.  1h#  only 

«*r loutly  OilcutfM  it  thy  daployavnt  Of  1O0  MX  »tt«l (yt  on  3 
tr*in*.  Th#  DOD  rtquUtiont  require  thy t  thy  EIS  pmceiv 
•pcclfictlly  Uk«  into  Account  tho  •it«rn«tlv»  of  i  O  Ait  ion. 
Th#  c on*l dor *t ion  of  th#  no  Action  <lt«rn«tlv*  l«  feeble.  i . . 
tho  ontiro  document  only  61  lino*  of  tout,  tho  eqmvilynl  ut 
ono  ptg>,  Moot  ton  this  A 1 1  ei  ><a  t  l  v#,  And  only  fl  I  not  A.  *• 


2.  LONG  IF.RM  PRODUCT  IVlTf.  A*  a  ■  a  i  I  ■  oarl 
*  v*  too  ■  «h  A  t  doo*  tho  MR  >  ail  gyrr  i»on  produce,  And  wha<  . 
Anyth  i  nq,  doo*  it  Contr ibute  to  t  hr  maintenance  and 
enhancement  of  J onq  tor*  productivity7  Tho  >  41  t  at>  risioi 
co*t*  ooch  IJ.S.  Conqr  ess  iaim  I  0i*trirt  about  dl*>  itillim. 
dollar*.,  And  tho  fu|  I  MR  %/stem  ■  a*t«  each  fona1  rmoinl 


District  About  *60  mill 


inoquAlity  it  croAtos.  Mnro  thyn  360  Conqr  ess  i  final  0i*.»i  ir  (•, 
Mill  oxporionco  not  losses  of  hoth  CApitAl  iMOmrt*  »,«l  ir.hr.. 
I  Every  job  involvod  IM  hilling  ml  tho  MX  ■  4 1  1 1  OACl  Mill  hi;  i.flsyt 


DPr  vor  se  tr  Antpor  t«t  ion  wtmrtei  %  of  the  Fn.  a  *|M 

billion  investment  wo  qot  prt  tram*  aye-aqinq  SnOO  sillmr 


oquol  to  tho  Annual  tot a  I  FodorAl  invoataont  m  patsenqer 
roil.  Wo' 11  hAvo  mix  freight  cart,  And  two  onglno*  par  train, 
a  grAnd  totAl  of  ISO  freight  cart  And  otqht  engine*  watched 
over  by  «  technological  priesthood  of  4300  employees,  An 


Aver Age  of  17S  per  train 


These  fAbulou*  train*  only 


a  few  ti*e*  a  year  with  no  predictAble  schedule.  The  MX  rail 
garrison  contributes  nothing  toward  the  enhancement  of  long 
tore  productivity  in  either  passenger  or  fi eight 
transportation,  and  it  produce*  and  carries  nothinq  for 
export,  except,  perhaps,  a  radioactive  fireball. 

Michigan  badly  needs  productive  rail 
l nvautawnt ,  and  SO  does  the  U.S.,  but  the  MX  rail  garrison 
isn't  it.  While  Oil  impor  t*  have  soared  to  Million  ban  alt 
per  day,  some  40  percent  of  II. p.  consumption,  Michigan  has 


15  abandoned  a  1  Most  2300  Miles  of  rail 


utes  in  the  last  ? 5 


years.  Michigan  and  other  states  want  to  build  high  speed 


rail  system*  through  xaior  transportat 


i  corridors  such  as 


Detroit  to  Chicago.  For  about  S2.R  billion  a  2MA  Mile  per 
hour  rail  system  could  connect  Detroit  and  Chicago,  and  Make 


possible  a  one  hour  fifteen 


ute  trip  between  the  two 


r  i ties.  The  oil  saving  and  economic  spinoff  would  he 
tremendous.  Th*  MR  rail  funds  would  build  fixe  super  speed 
rail  systems  around  the  U.S.  Nations  serious  about  p'Oduc in 
and  energy  efficiency  are  building  systems  l lie  these  now. 

The  MX  i  at  (toad  would  be  a  drag  on  ll.S. 


DOCUMENT  510 


DOCUMENT  510 


productivity  and  «f  f  ir  irnr  .  set  must*  i  nmpr  nm  «ed 

the  existing  level  of  unfir  odur  1 1  ve  mititai,  :  nnsumpt  im>, 

A*  a  Federal  tr  anspor  tat  ion  Ir.vaitnwnt,  I  nominate  it  for  the 
most  unproductive  and  inefficient  rail  investment  in  the 


history  of  our  galaxy.  National  security  is  not  enhan.-ed  by 
4  such  qrotesque  and  destrurtive  inaffic itncr. 


CCH.0NEI  Mf-RHANEi  Thank  you.  Ter 


C0I  0NFI.  WAISH:  Excu 
COLONEL  MrSHANi:  I' 


C0I  DNEL  WAI  <*M|  I  need  tn  point  -»ui  some 
correction*  to  th*  last  gentleman's  statement.  The  firs 


13  II  awartinn  was  that  insuffii  iyn 


uld  like  to  point  out 


that  the  section  entitled  Fxisting  and  Future  Rase  Line 
condition*  for  each  resource,  far  each  base,  actually 
encoMpasses  more  volume  than  that  given  to  the  I'ropo'rl  rxito.i 
and  the  Alternative,  and  that  the  Existing  and  Future  Base 
line  is  th#  No  Action  Alternative. 

I'd  also  like  »<>  address  th*  second  sub  let  t 
that  th#  gentleman  brought  up  with  respect  to  th# 
al ternat I v#s .  NEPA  require*  that  the  Air  Force  consider  those 
alternative*  to  the  Proposed  Action  that  meet  the  unde,  tying 
need  that  had  been  identified,  that  is,  a  more  aurvivahle  ] CBM 
system.  It  doe*  not  require  us  to  look  at  other  alternative 


use*  of  the  money.  That  is  the  purview  of  the  Conqres*.  and 
it  is  not  the  intent  for  us  To  sell  this  program  based  upon 
the  economic  advantages  that  it  may  bring  to  a  community. 

They  are  incidental  to  the  deployment.  Congress  will  make  a 
decision  on  th#  deployment  of  th#  system  based  upon  the  need 
for  a  more  survivable  I CBM  system,  not  on  the  need  to  br  i ng 
economic  vitality  to  any  community.  Thank  you  very  much,  sir. 


R.  ANDERSON:  Copn 


of  this  st  at omen t  a>  i 


available  at  the  sign-in  table  in  the  rear  for  anyone  who  want 
the  whole  statement.  j 

COL ONE!  Mi  SHANE i  Did  you  provide  one  to 


provided  two  here,  and  there's 


quite  a  bunch  in  the  back.  Probably 


enough  for  everyone 


COLONEL  MeSHANft  Thank  you.  Ten 


MR.  TERRv  MfC.lfR:  My  name  Is  Ferry  Miller,  and 
I'm  a  resident  of  Bay  City.  Michigan.  For  the  past  ten. years 
I ' v#  had  a  strong  and  active  concern  in  environmental  matters, 
particularly  in  th#  Saqinaw  Valley.  I'm  presently  Chairman  of 
th#  Lone  Tree  Council,  and  env i r ormanta 1  group  founded  in  1R7B 
to  actively  oppose  th*  Consumers  Power  Company's  construction  j 
of  a  nuclear  power  facility  in  Midland,  Michigan.  Lon*  Tree 
has  concerned  Itself  with  a  number  of  environmental  Issue*  tn 
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th*  state  «r>d  locally.  fh*t  it  why  l’»  htrr  ti.ii  t^pni  ng . 

Scientists  tell  us  there  are  at  least  fou. 
ecological  situations  that  demand  immediate  remedial  action 
a  global  scale.  I  want  to  disuse  two  of  those. 

The  first  is  the  rapid  destruction  of  o  yqen 
•  Upphinq  life  forms.  ns  hp  pollute  our  oceans,  we  ire 
diminishing  one  of  Our  greatest  sources  of  Oxygen  for  ail 
life.  How  many  of  us  have  nut  ti-tm  the  tigrro  stor  i  es  be  onai 


crack  vials,  needle*.  % 
shellfish  too  to*ir  to 


inqes,  dead  arid  decaying  rntg, 


The  other  oreat  oxygen  factor /  is  nu 
,  are  being  .apirtl,  .lestinred  hy  rhai.. 


,  yet  these,  too. 


spew  forth  oxides  of  auMm  , 
flying  particles  from  urban  • 


mile*  to  get  dumpea  as  arid  ■  ai 


According  to  a  number 


studies.  CtichiQar,  f Oi  i  s  t  s  , 


'  experiencing  the  industrial  destiucln 
A  second  xroliigu  al  situation 


Oolala  Ac  qu  t  f  er  under  thw  li.  eat 
almost  exhausted.  In  par  is  of 


water  tattle  has  d<  oppwu  1 


we  dip  not  using  up  i 
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utami net  inn  of  the  shallow  aquifer 


supplying  water  to  the  Wm  himih  Base,  and  the  townships  -,f 
Oscoda  and  AuSable  is  a  real  possibility.  An  we  need  the 
further  con t am i na t i on  of  ground  water  in  nor t heas t er  . ■ 
Michigan’  And  for  what’ 

A  defense  system  that  increases  the  lltelthood 


of  a  nuclear  accident  and  i 


i.  tear  exrhar.qe.  A  system 


that  has  been  quest  inned  •  wpeatwrl  |  v  a« 
and  a  wasteful  expenditure  of  *w-  mome 


In  September,  1909,  19  Nobel  Pr 


issued  a  joint  statement 
through  either  a  nuclear 


lug  that  humanity  fared  ex  I  I  nr t h 


pnvir.Miiflpntil  ratastiophe 


unless  we  chanqed  our  wavs.  tins  statement  went  nr.  m 
"What  nuclear  war  could  do  it.  30  to  130  minutes,  an  i»  ■  p  t  nd  i  i -q 
population  assaulting  the  earth’s  life  tuppor ’  Systems  -vuld 
do  in  30  to  l 30  years." 

The  MX  rail  garrison  project  i  eoi  esents  a 
threat  to  life  from  both  perspectives,  nuclear  and 
environmental .  Its  exlster.ee  will  represent  one  more  threat 
to  tf  nearly  i nstantaneous  extinction  of  life  no  this  planet. 
Its  existence  will  cost  hundreds  of  millions  nf  dollars  that 
could  help  attack  the  real  problems  of  the  global  community: 


the  destruction  of  < 


oceans,  the  devastation  of  our  forests. 


the  pollution  of  our  waters,  the  loss  of  topsoil,  and  qrowtng 
erosion  of  the  earth's  ozone  layer.  Finally,  its  existence 
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mdistrial  wastes  have  already  poisoned  ground  water  that  many 


‘  people  have  depended  on  for  their  supply.  Love  Canals  are 
3  being  d i sc over ed  a  I  1  over . 

*  Michigan  has  not  been  untouched  by  these  water 

5  problems.  Despite  efforts  to  clean  Michigan  waters,  and 

6  remarkable  improvements  in  some  areas,  notably  phosphate*  and 
1  DDT,  800  toxic  chemical*  have  been  identified  in  the  Great 

8  Lakes.  Most  recently,  quantities  of  mercury  hare  been  found 


Michigan  sport  fish. 


i  ng  'o  the  Michigan  Department 


of  Natural  Resources,  1300  dump*  and  landfill*  dot  the 


Michigan  landscape,  30OO  far 


it les  pump  waste  water  into  the 


ground,  20,000  abandoned  oil  and  gas  wells  tin  eaten  water 


along  w i th  thousands  • 


leaking  under gr nund  storage 


Michigan  has  3o  Superfund  site*  hi th  13 
proposed.  In  addition  Michigan  has  1,332  toxin  waste  sites, 
which  brings  ut,  to  my  reason  fo.  being  here. 

Do  we  need  more  devastation  of  our  forests’  Do 
we  need  the  leveling  of  acres  of  take  pine  as  a  result  nf 

the  deployment  of  trie  MX  rail  garrison  project’  Dr  we  need 
the  disruption  of  43’  acres  nf  undeveloped  land,  including 


suit  of  this  project’ 


”  In  1987  the  Michigan  Depar tment  of  Natural 

34  Resources  ranked  Wurtsmith  as  the  fifth  worst  toxic  site  in 
j  the  state.  Because  of  the  expanded  water  usaae  demanded  t>v 
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will  represent  a  direct  threat  to  the  environmental  quality  of 
northeastern  Michigan. 

For  those  reasons,  the  Lone  Tree  Council  wishes 
to  go  on  record  supporting  life.  We  support  the  No  Action 
Alternative  to  the  basing  of  the  MX  rail  garrison  system  at 
Wurtsmith  Air  Force  Base.  Thank  you. 

C01  0NEL  Me SHANE i  Thank  you.  Icon*  Re ib ling’ 


COLONEL  McSHAnE:  I've  just  been  asked  h.  the 
Court  Reporter,  would  it  he  possible  for  those  who  have  been 
reading  real  fast  to  provide  a  ropy  of  the  documents  to  the 
Court  Reporter.  Thank  you.  Tin  ahead. 

MS.  LEONA  REIBi  ING:  My  name  IS  Leona  Re  lb  ling. 
I  am  from  Northville,  Michigan,  a  three  hour  trip,  to  speak 
here  tonight.  I  represent  myself  as  a  private  citizen,  but 
also  the  Michigan  Conference  United  Church  of  Christ.  I  would 
like  to  speak  tonight  about  the  ultimate  environaantal  impact 
which  t  feel  is  not  addressed,  the  impact  of  the  use  of  this 
weapon .  I'd  like  to  remind  people  that  this  weapon- -each  MX 
has  10  warheads,  300  kilo  tons,  ?<•  times  more  powerful  than  the 
Hiroshima  bomb.  To  help  us  picture  this  impact,  if  just  one 
MX,  which  its  ten  warheads,  were  to  be  directed  at  Great 
Britain,  and  I  know,  of  course,  that  it  is  not  directed  at 
Great  Britain,  but  if  it  were,  with  its  warheads  aimed  at  nine 
or  ten  cities  such  as  London,  Liverpool,  Manchester,  Dublin, 
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1  B»l  U%t ,  61  ittqoH ,  Abe< deen,  tilinbuigh,  and  Cardiff,  lii  pal 

2  Britain  Mould  disappear  front  the  face  of  the  m  th  To rt*/«-r. 

3  Even  If  no  other  weapon*  were  used,  the  radiation  would  di  ift 
world  wide  causing  panic,  illness,  and  devastation.  Dus 

*  ultimate  environmental  impact  on  the  population  on  whom  the 

4  weapon  is  directed  is  not  addressed,  and  l  believe  it  should 

7  be.  Not  only  on  that  population,  but  what  would  happen  m  thw 

*  United  States  when  radiation  di  ifl*  over  u*  too. 

I'd  also  live  to  address  the  sor loecunom  u. 

10  impact.  At  the  scopinq  hearing  much  was  made  nf  the  financial 

11  benefits  to  the  community  of  Oxoda.  Often  I  heard  the 

12  figures  S| 00  million  would  be  spent  here.  There  >< ’ c  much 

13  wxitemenl  in  the  communitv  Ilia  I  this  money  wrmld  in*  vpHnl  ,  hut 

*  after  IRVs  when  all  the  rnnitnirtion  workers  qn  home  wiiai  will 
s  the  community  have7  They'll  have  a  huge  ba>  >>  with  two 


businesses  that  create  new  tohs. 


I  would  a  si  that  these  impacts 


be  addressed  when  the  final  Fn 


COl  0N€l  Mr  SHANF  :  B.  u 


COl  ONEL  WAlSH:  1  would  l  s i e  Ha  i«»t  v*«, 


to  respond  to  the  last  issue  that  was  raised  bv 
concerning  the  inclusion  of  nur  lear  war  ir,  the  I 
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COl  ONE  I  McSHANF:  Brute  Myles,  please' 
MR.  BRUCf  Milfli  I'm  B,  uce  M.-le*.,  L'tiaii 


the  Iosco  County  Economic  Development  Commissu 


Oscoda  along  with  i 


kids  ant]  s i  it  grandchildre 


believe  in  a  Strong  national  defense  here  in  Oscoda,  anti  we’re 
proud  to  be  part,  and  the  home  of  Uurtsmith  Air  Fnrre  Rwse . 

We  welcome  the  type  of  people  it  brings  to  our  community,  and 
at  this  time,  Mr.  Chat* man.  I'd  like  to  address  the  summary  of 
the  impact  relative  to  the  wetlands  wut  ded  as  follows,  -rod 
this  is  in  the  Impact  Statement:  Disturbances  to  the  wetland 

areas  are  a  concern  because  appr  o  «  i  me  te  1  y  three  acre-  would  be 
filled.  Local  drainage  patterns  would  be  altered,  and  the 


i Id  life  populations  inhabiting 


ii  Id  be  af  f  er  ted  , 


therefore,  long  durath 


imparts  would  be  moderate,  but 


significant,  because  of  1  he  ernloqical  importance  of  the 
habitant*  which  would  be  affected,  and  the  rum er n  those 


impac  ts  would  i I  1 i 


agencies.  Now,  the  action  proposed  hy  the  rail  qarrtson  is 
not  likely  to  jeopar d i re  the  continued  existence  of  any  listed 
species,  or  result  in  the  destruction  or  adverse  modi  first  inn 
of  critical  habitat.  Discret lonar y  measure*  to  minimire  or 
avoid  adverse  affects  of  this  proposed  action,  on  any  listed 
species  or  a  critical  habitat,  should  be  easily  effected  given 
the  large  area  of  aoproa tmatel v  TSOO  acres  available  on 
Mjrtsmtth  Air  Force  Base,  and  a  minimal,  less  than  3  acre*  of 
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MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Well,  the  intention  of  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  is  to  provide  information  tn 
the  decision  makers  that  would  be  meaningful  in  their 


cons i derat  Ion  of  whether  to  dep I o v 


garrison  system  or  not.  There  have  been  several  rerent 
Circuit  Court  of  Appeals  decisions  that  have  indicated  to  us 
that  it  may  be  assumed  that  if  nuclear  weapons  are  ever  used, 
the  •nvironiwntil  consequences  of  the  use  of  those  weapons 
would  likely  be  catastroph i e ,  and  the  tfore.  to  simp],  make 
th.it  statement  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement  would 
provide  no  meaningful  infrin-al  iun  that  would  assist  the 
decision  maker  in  making  I,  i  «.  dec  tsion,  he  or  she.  fhev  k  non 


that,  and  they  p> esumab I 


going  to  take  that  into 


consideration.  Additionally,  and  I 


underscore  a  point, 


(hat  is  that  the  system  is  Lei 


■  educe  the  I  i  k e  1  i linod  of 


'I'hate  or  to  make  (hat 


that  it  is  probably  not  reasonably  foreseeable  that  that  would  | 
occur  as  a  result  of  this  system. 

MS.  RE  1 81  I  NR:  |  '  ve  never  heai  cl  of  a  weapons 


system  being  developed  that 


not  used.  Tins  will 


first  time  in  human  In  Story  if  it  does  happen.  I  would  ask 
that  the  questions  that  I  ask  tonight  about  tire  impact  of  the 
weapon  on  all  populations  in  the  world,  including  Michigan,  he 
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the  wetlands  involved.”  In  another  area  of  the  FIS  the 
following  quote  is  lifted,  "Ihe  lack  pine  forest  in  the 
proposed  garrison  area  is  low  quality  habitat,  but  provides 
good  habitat  for  non-game  specie*.  These  impacts  would  be 
significant  because  of  the  ecological  importance  of  the 
habitats  which  would  be  affected,  and  the  concern  these 
impacts  would  Illicit  from  the  National  Resource  Agencies."  j 
Yes,  we  will  ecologically  effert  some  habitants,  a*  will  alt 
rail  garrison  activities  at  all  candidate  sites.  We  re  not 
talking  about  the  destrucMon  of  any  species  here,  but, 
instead,  the  removal  of  a  habitat  for  only  a  rurrent 
generation,  and  that  alternati.e  ran  be  implemented  consistent 
with  the  scope  of  the  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 
requirements  to  create  similar  habitat  within  the  confines  of 
the  installation  with  the  net  result  being  no  lonqer  termed 
detriment  to  any  specie*. 

I  want  to  thank  you  people  for  holdtnq  the 
hearing.  Were  going  to  send  additional  information  to  your 
office,  Colonel  Walsh,  and  we  appreciate  the  opportunity  to 
speak  to  the  EIS.  Thank  you  very  much. 

COLONEL  WALSHt  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  He SHANE i  Peg  Ridgway7 

H9.  PEG  RIDGUAYi  My  name  is  Peg  Rldgwav,  and 
I'm  a  cittien  of  Oscoda,  and  also  a  teacher  in  the  school 
district.  I  have  several  questions  seemingly  very  basic  to 
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1 

*v»ryon»  «1m  has  Mntiontd  here  tonight,  that  1  would 

26 1  ' 

water  underground?  Thank  you. 

7 

like  answered,  so  that  If  any  questions  aria*  i  n  my  classroom 

7 

COLONEL  He SHANE  t  Did  you  want  those  addressed 

1  can  an»w»r  my  student*  honestly.  First  of  all,  trt  tha 

3 

tonight,  or  In .  <Pause> 

21 

••pact  Stataaant,  ware  local  environment  agencies,  such  as  tha 

4 

MS.  RID0MAY:  Tonight  definitely,  if  possible. 

DNfl  consulted,  or  was  it  only  Air  Force  people’  Number  ?, 

5 

COLONEL  Me SHANE  I  Colonel  Walsh’ 

22 

what  pereits  do  you  plan  to  gat  for  construction,  and  I’m 

6 

COLONEL  WALSH i  I  will  ask  Major  Van  Ness  to 

•ttualnq  wetlands  will  be  a  required  perait.  Number  3,  in 

7 

discuss  the  construction  permits,  to  look  at  tha  solid  and 

a 

your  lepact  Stataaant  it  mentions  that  there  are  eleven 

8 

toxic  waste  disposal,  the  generation  of  hazardous  waste,  and 

23 

9 

threatened  or  endangered  species  that  may  be  affected,  and  I'm 

9 

the  effect  on  the  wetlends. 

10 

assuming  habitat  destruction,  one  of  them  bemq  the  Mrtland  s 

10 

MAJOR  VAN  NESS:  Well,  first,  concerning  the 

" 

Warbler,  the  other  one  beinq  the  lake  stu> qeon.  1  would  tile 

1 1 

permitting  question,  and  I  think  your  question  had  to  do  with 

24 

17 

to  know  aWist  the  other  endangered  species  are.  Number  ,  how 

1? 

wetlands  permitting,  we  wi 1 1  go  through  the  404  permitting 

13 

do  you  plan  the  disposal  of  solid  or  tome  waste.  Number  3. 

13 

procedure.  Michigan  is  a  unique  state.  Typically  we  go  to 

25 

if  the  acres  of  forest  land,  jack  pine  forest  is 

'* 

the  Carp  of  Engineers  for  *04  permitting.  In  Michigan  that 

IS 

destroyed,  how  do  you  plan  to  destroy  it,  and  also,  how  is 

15 

responsibility  has  been  delegated  to  the  state,  and  we  have 

18 

1A 

already  contacted  state  officials  to  initiate  that  process. 

17 

a  quote  from  the  Impact  Statement,  "there  are  major  water 

17 

and,  so,  we  are  prpmwntl y  engaged  in  ongoing  dialogue  to  flush 

>1 

resource  concerns  assor  lated  with  this  long  rail  ronrei.  Un  . 

18 

out  our  responsibilities  under  ',04  which  is  at,  element  of  the 

19 

Several  dozen  lessor  streams  and  ditches  would  also  be  r>  .i.ivrt 

19 

Clean  Water  Act  dealing  with  dredge  and  fill  in  weitui-u  areas. 

70 

along  the  connecting  route  aildinq  to  short-term  leqior.al  water 

70 

And  so,  we  will  be  go i nq  through  that  typical  permittinq 

71 

quality  degradation.  The  local  hydrology  of  some  of  these 

?' 

process  in  conjunction  with  your  own  state  authorities.  I 

77 

streams  may  also  be  permanent!,  altered."  Also,  when  you  plan 

77 

might  add,  you  asked  the  question  near  the  end  of  your  period 

73 

to  fill,  if  you  do,  the  3.4  acres  of  wetlands  i  nnnarted  with 

73 

dealing  with  the  fillinq  of  the  wetland  adjacent  to  the 

26 

74 

the  AuSable  River,  which  is  a  wild  and  scenir  route  now. 

74 

AuSable  River.  The  amount  of  fill  that  were  talking  about  is 

7S 

designated  stream,  what  wilt  he  the  altered  routes  of  the 

75 

quite  some  distance  from  the  river  itself. 

.67 
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and  would  not  be  expected  to,  in  an,  wa«.  altei  the  normal 

. 

stricttv  in  accordance  with  the  Resource  Conservation  Retovery 

7 

flow  of  the  river,  it's  just  that  It  exists  in  the  wetlands 

7 

Act  Procedures. 

3 

plain,  the  floodplain  and  wetlands  of  the  AuSahle.  As  part  of 

3 

COLONEL  WAl  5H:  1  would  now  like  to  ask  Mr. 

* 

our  404  permitting  process  we  will  be  talking  with  tire  state 

* 

Hickman  to  discuss  about  the  agencies  that  were  contacted  in 

5 

authorities  a  means  to  mitigate  that,  either  thi  nuqh  r>e-  haps 

5 

preparing  this  statement. 

A 

the  restoration  of  past  wetlands,  creation  of  new  wetlands. 

A 

MR.  HICKMANi  We  have,  in  the  prepaiation  of 

7 

and  we  will  attempt  to  do  that  as  carefully  as  we  ran  i<.  an 

7 

this  document,  contacted  most  of  the  direct  state  agencies 

a 

onsite  method  so  that  we • I 1  try  to  provide,  in  kind,  thy  kind 

8 

involved,  including  Natural  Resources,  State  Historic 

» 

of  wetlands  that  we're  taking  fujm  you. 

9 

Preservation  Office,  Manaqement  and  Budget,  f< anspor tat  ion. 

10 

With  reqar<)  to  hazardous  waste,  we  v>oulit  not 

10 

and  other  state  agencies  that  we  used  to  provide  data.  In 

" 

expec  t  much  hazardous  waste  tn  he  produced  from  this  prnqram. 

M 

addition,  we  have  contacted  all  the  county  information  f < am 

There  is  some,  principally  used  crank  case  oils,  in  -solvents 

17 

not  only  Iosco  County,  but  all  the  neiqhborinq  counties. 

i) 

that  may  be  used  in  servirmq  the  >..otor  vehicle  engines,  there 

>3 

cities,  townships,  and  the  school  districts  involved  within 

may  be  batteries  that  we  take  from  vehicles,  those  kinds  of 

U 

the  area.  We  have  a  bibliography  within  the  document  that 

u 

things.  We  will  dispose  of  them  in  accordance  with  th*. 

IS 

provides  direct  references,  but  we  can  provide  a  list  of  all 

16 

Resource  Conservation  Recovery  Act  as  hazardous  waste  is 

16 

of  the  contacts  that  were  made. 

17 

presently  being  disposed  of  at  Ugrttailh  Air  For  re  Base.  And 

COLONEL  WALSHi  The  last  issue  that  you  raised 

18 

presently  what  happens  is  it's  stored  for  someth tna  less  than 

18 

was  Involving- -it  involved  endangered  species  or  sensitive 

19 

90  days,  and  then  it  is  then  transported  to  a  r epr aper mi t ted 

19 

species.  I'd  like  to  ask  Doctor  Kramer  to  respond  to  th«t 

70 

treatment  disposal  facility  by  the  defense  < eut i 1 t zat i on  and 

70 

i ssue . 

marketing  or gan l re t io.- .  We  will  continue  that  process,  and  in 

?' 

MR.  KRAMER i  I'd  like  you  to  repeat  your  issue. 

77 

addition,  1  think  Wurtsmtth  Air  Force  Base  is  presently 

77 

or  your  concern  involving  endangered  species’ 

77 

constructing  a  permanent  repratreatment  storage  facility  where 

73 

MS.  R IDOWAY:  Okay,  in  the  document  it  said 

74 

those  hezardous  wastes  could  be  consolidated  or  remain  for 

74 

eleven  threatened  or  endangered  specie*  may  be  affected,  and 

75 

longer  than  90  days,  but  ail  of  those  processes  will  be  done 

75 

the  Kir t land  Warbler  was  one  of  these,  the  leke  sturgeon  was 

-6B 

.  6, 
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th»  other,  and  n  i  ne —  the  otti*.  nun  m «r>  •  riot  mentioned.  I'm 
tttuainq  the  held  eaqle  Mould  he  are’ 

Nfl.  KRAMER  i  The  rnk  of  ell  of  thott,  Mlifthvr 
they’re  federal  or  state.  end  they’re  category  of  luting  i« 
found  on  Pege  h . 2-30 ,  4.18-30.  I’d  like  to  know  where  ,our 
statement  comes  from,  because  we  sey  ourselves  that  thei  *•  trt- 
no  impact*  on  threatened  end  endangered  species  e -per ted  to 
result  from  the  program. 

MS.  RIDGWAVs  |  got  It  directly  from  Ihi'  Impart 
Statement  I  reviewed  at  the  I ihr ary. 

MR.  KRAMER:  Well,  my  only  answer  i»  that  as 
far  as  we  know  tr.er  tt  are  none  *hat  will  he  dlrertlv  affected 
by  this  program,  and.  we,  also,  in  our  contact  with  the  local 
agencies,  including  the  Htrhtgari  ONR ,  do  hare  that  came 
conclusion  from  them.  Both  the  sturgeon  as  well  a*  the 
k  i  r  1 1  and  warbler,  they  ate  •«>!  n.  the  particular  a.  e  is  hei..a 


MS.  R I DGWAY :  thank 


COLONEL  Me  SHANES  «.  G.  Pack. 
Pack  I  apparently  not  here. 


name  is  Doug  Mowery.  I  'm  with  the  Elertriral  Wmke««. 

r(H  ONE  I  Mr  SHANE :  Sir,  rnuld  you  lift  th 


microphone  up  towards  yon' 
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COlONfi  MrSH.V(,t  U.l.  Ihi.  1...  ,.,i  I . I 

|  here.  Eva  lintvon. 

MS.  EVA  JANSSON:  Hi,  I'm  Eva  Tansson,  Pen 
Lake,  Michigan.  Hi'  English  is  my  second  I aiKitiage ,  -nil  1 
want  you  to  use  your  imagination  and  concentr  at  i  on  It:  ti  .  an) 
understand  me  anyhnw. 

Well,  we  must  Inna  hnw  to  defer.rl  nur*e|.e-, . 


people  unaware,  because  it's  more  easy  to  get  winters  tn  build 
:1  r.n,  and  handle  with  MX  missiles  if  they  don't  have  any 

relation  to  their  world  rutside  the  U.S.A.  Then  they  don’t 
}t  know  what  culture  they  try  to  frighten,  destroy,  nr  whose 
n  mother,  father,  brother,  sister,  or  frtend  they're  gcunu  to 


MOWERY i  This  one7 


COLONEL  Hr SHANE:  The  middle  one  there. 


MR.  MOWERY:  This  one7 


COLONEL  Mr  SHANE :  Thank  you. 


MR.  MOWERY i  Okay.  I'm  with  the  Electrical 
Workers  that  represent  electricians  in  northeastern  Michigan. 
I'd  like  to  address  the  FIS  potential  housing  shortaqe  during 
construction  phase.  In  the  local  area  we  rep.esent  about  TOO 
electricians,  and  our  members  have  always  been  involved  in 
types  of  construction  at  Uurtsmith  Air  Font  Base.  We  l<e>-e 
many  that  live  in  the  direct  local  area,  and  almost  all 
commute  within  working  distance  within  a  radius  of  about  10O 
miles.  We  don't  foresee  a  great  need  for  temporary  housing 
during  the  construction  phase  fui  construction  workers.  We 
have  enough  man  power  a.ai table  within  driving  distance  of 
Uurtsmith  Air  Force  Base.  Dur  i ng  peak  construction  some 
workers  may  seek  campsites,  travel  trailers,  arc omoda t i on* , 
that's  a  pretty  popular  source  of  housing  during  that  type  of 
□  nqoing.  I’d  also  like  to  ado  that  if  t'.e  need  for  new  base 
personnel  housing  should  arise,  we  can  provide  enouqh  local 
manpower  to  assist  in  that  const r uc t i on .  Basically,  we  feel 
we  have  the  abitity  the  provide  whatever  manpower  is  needed, 
with  little  or  no  effect  on  the  available  housing  jn  the  area. 


COLONEL  Mr  SHAME  :  rhanl 
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1  kill  by  working  with  the  MX  missiles,  so,  that's  the 
J  situation.  It's  up  to  the  people  here.  If  you  want  to 
3  continue  on  this  decline  of  the  human  mind,  or  if  you  will  qo 
*  together  and  turn  it  tp  an  incline  by  back  up  eachother  for 

5  other  works  than  in  the  death  trains.  The  money  to  pav  *our 

6  salary  exists,  so,  do  other  kinds  of  work.  U.S.A.  trul,  needs 


to  have  a  lot  nf  work  done.  We  t 


nt l nue  on  the  quest ■ 


8  what  and  who  do  you  defend,  maybe  your  answer  is  freedom. 

9  T  .at  could  be  freedom  to  speak,  freedom  to  health  care. 

10  freedom  to  high  education,  and  other  freedom  that  rich  people 
n  have  in  the  U.S.A.  ,  so,  it's  obvious  wliere  you  can  create  more 

than  those  new  jobs  that  is  offered  to  this  area.  Freedom  for 
13  even  poor  people,  for  women,  minor  (ties,  children,  illiterate 
'4  persons,  I  can  make  the  lis’  longer,  and  if  you  create  work 
for  these  needs,  I'm  sure  you'll  create  more  oea-e  then  with 
'*  your  MX  missiles.  You  rail  them  peacekeepers,  hut  the  best 
peacekeepers  «n  world  are  we,  the  humanbeinqs,  by  working  and 
18  sharing  life  together.  |  know  it's  very  hard  to  break  the 
w  economical  wheel  that  you  represent,  but  some  do  it,  and  I 
}c  want  you  lu  know  that  we  welcome  you  with  open  arms,  real 
31  human  arms,  not  your  arms,  which  include  MX  missiles.  you 
33  must  know  that  you  don't  have  to  do  this.  Kids  all  over  the 

33  world  already  have  nightmares.  I  certainly  hope  that  your 

34  f ear  that  makes  you  place  bases  and  weapons  here  in  Michigan,  | 
3'  and  in  Europe  will  fly  away  from  you,  because  we  don't  want 
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1 

ffH  lINFl  NcSHAHF:  Malta  McGarvey. 

7 

MS.  MflTIA  McGAfh'E  V  s  My  name  is  Matt*  MrGar  my . 

7 

I'm  from  Harbor  Sorinqs.  Mirhiqan,  and  I'm  qoinq  tn  make  a 

4 

more  general  statement  this  time  than  1  did  last  time,  ainre 

J 

many  of  the  soc loeconomt r  issues  1  raised  last  time  were  not 

» 

seen  to  fall  within  the  definition  of  the  Fnv i r onapn t a  1  Impact 

7 

Statement. 

1 

1  don't  know  how  he  can  raise  in  three  minutes. 

t 

issues  I've  studied  fo>  seven  year*.  Onrinq  m,  last  ,ea. 

10 

college,  studying  in  Oxford.  Fngleiid,  •"  when  ctuive  and 

11 

pershlnq  missiles  were  lust  uninq  to  he  hu i 1 t  and  deployed  in 

•  7 

Europe.  1  was  absolutely  humiliated  bv  my  iqnofanre  about  U.S 

11 

pnltry,  and  U.S.  military  plans.  The  aver  age  person  in  Uhales 

11 

tunning  a  bed  and  bieak fast,  a  woman  who  had  barely  completed 

IS 

hiQhsthnol  knew  much  more  than  |  did.  1  was  so  humiliated  by 

1* 

that,  as  an  almost  college  gr aduate  fiua  the  University  of 

,7 

Chicago,  1  resolved  to  educate  myself  after  aiaduation  when  1 

It 

qot  home.  There  was  a  seminar  that  fall  at  the  University  of 

1* 

Chicago  on  nut  lear  weapons.  1  heard  the  late  Herbert  Grrrville 

* 

sneak.  He  was  a  high  rankinq  former  CIA  official  now 

71 

deceased.  He  wrote  a  book  which  I  have  here,  and  would 

7? 

encourage  you  all  to  read.  It's  called  MX,  Prescription  for 

" 

DiMitzr.  The  title  should  tell  you  something.  That  seminar 

?« 

opened  my  eyes  perminently,  and  I've  been  very  active  since 

7S 

then.  I  learned  rtret  about  how  the  MX  is  a  first  strike 

.7b 

people  that  true  <Sic>  mth  the  development  o'  Uur  ttaitn  fiir 
Fore*  Base  are  taking.  (  a*  now  traveled  around  the  hoi  Id, 
and  l  met  wonderful  people  everywhere.  And  through  «y 
traveling  I  know  no  persons--!  have  peraonal  friend*  in  more 
than  80  countries  all  around  the  world,  and  I  coutdaee  how 
the  awareneaa  of  people  la  riaing  everywhere.  People  are 
beginning  to  understand  what  kind  of  diaaater  wr  have  been 
organizing  for  many  years.  Fur  example,  people  in  New  Zealand 
aaid  no  to  nuclear  miasiles,  and  the  government  followed  (Sir  i 
the  idea  and  made  the  whole  island  to  nuke  freeland.  lire 
major  ity  of  people  lit  Australia  now  want  to  r  lose  down  all  39 
of  the  U.S.  baaea  all  Ove»  the  large  ialand.  People  in 
Greece,  Spain,  and  Lebanon  have,  for  many  years,  tr  led  to  take 
away  military  baaea,  but  ao  far  haa  the  U.S.  government 
threatened  them  with  radar  qua  and  other  tricks,  but  soon  I 
know  the  people  will  be  heard,  and  U.S. A.  will  underatand 
that  ita  baaea  are  unwanted  in  Europe.  U.S.  An  For  tea  «n 
using  an  increase  of  job  situation  tu  convince  the  local 
population  here  how  positive  the  development  of  the  Wurlsmith 
Raae  would  he.  That's  true,  the  .lir  Forte  has  a  lot  of  money, 
and  iribs  will  be  created,  but  what  U.S. A.  need  is  more  tabs 
created,  and  more  money  spent  in  fields  like  education  arid 
health  rare,  not  another  expense  of  development  of  terror. 
Thanks. 

(Applause' 
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l  .  *r  '  r.  wr.ipoi  ...  i  .h»  vulnerability  of  out  land 

based  triad.  I  learned  about  ailo-busting  capability, 
circular  error  or  probability  <Ph>,  many  important  technical 
points  which  make  the  MX  a  fatally  flawed  system,  but  I  also 
learned  that  the  world  Is  not  black  and  white  and  the  world 
is  not  good  and  evil.  I've  resolved  to  study  and  learn  mure. 

I  applied  to  do  my  PMD  at  MIT  in  political  science  In  a 
program  of  arms  control  and  defense  policy.  I  opted  to  run  a 
campaiqn  for  U.S.  Congress.  I've  organized  educational 
programs,  talked,  learned,  read.  I've  also  traveled,  and  I 
spoke  of  that  last  time  in  April.  t  wept  at  the  Berlin  Wall, 
seeing  people  imprisoned  in  East  Germany.  I  went  to 
Honduras,  and  wept  at  the  poverty,  ma 1 nutr i t ion,  starvation 
resulting  from  the  practices  of  U.S.  businesses,  and  the 
repression  from  our  country's  military  occupation  of  Honduras, 
and  military  occupation  is  how  Hondurans  perceive  the  U.S. 
military  presence,  a  atr  iking  parallel  to  irfiat  people  In 
Czechoslovak ia  said  about  the  Soviet  military  presence  when  I 
was  in  Czechoslovakia. 

It's  committment  to  education,  talking, 
par t ic ipat tng,  that's  democracy.  It's  a  heavy  burden  of 
responsibility  to  educate  one's  self,  and  the  previous  hearing 
m  April  was  absolutely  shocking.  The  only  people  who  showed 
specific  knowledge  beside*  Air  Force  people,  spoke  against  the 
MX.  You  can't  learn  much  about  the  MX  In  a  30  minute  Air 
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in  m*  if  dm  many  Ctud.  qr  I  ' 


tn  i  nh  «•  o  cjet 1  We  must  educate 


ourselves  for  democracy  to  nor  1 .  when  we  do  educate 
]  owMlvts,  we  see  many  problems.  Weapons  systems  presented  e< 
,  for  our  defense  and  the  sor ailed  protection  of  demor  i  ai  ■-  fiu 
some  of  these  weapons  proiert  nothing  but  the  profits  nf  the 
|  defense  contractors,  and  the  growth  of  the  aimed  foice*-.  We 


i  many  ’  till*  lug 


'm!  like  they  have  a  demori  at  . 


first  ten  mi'Hite-.  were  spent  telling  . 


icxilrt  and  could  no  t  e»pres*  ' 
ion  Id  not  stand,  that  some  pi 


si  lent  I,  ortd  •  er-pec  t  f  u  I  1  i  mpi 
rnu  Itl  and  couldn't  be  ■  a  i  ‘-ed  , 


>  fa  i  r  orvsent  a  I  Impart  Statement.  fliat  ' 


tf.e  form  of  demo  •  r  at  v 
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mass  rif  hur  rauCiaiv  and  i  nei  tia  of  Congi  i 


between  good  and  bad. 


roi  ONEl  Me  *5HONf  i  Please  tit  down. 


1  Utifi  pipim  M^.  Mi  (la i  - r 


being  CM  or  ted  to  her  seat,  hi  i  ( 


(~0I  ONEl  Me  SHAKE  :  Please  sit 


COt  ONEl  Mr  SlWNF  :  I  he  hea<  i  no  . 


o  l  lu>  k  .  We've  got  several  ■"'»  people  who  h.i.e  e  <pr  essed 
desire  to  speak,  so,  let's  please  not  »nfi  mg«  upmi  then 
■  i  qh  t  s  to  speak  .  B  i  e  har  d  ^k  nr  hrtopo  I  e  .  I  *  soi  «  y  ,  I'm 
pi  nt'ati  I  ,  mi  spt  onourw  i  nq  that  . 

MR.  P | CHPRI)  r.  SkUTHDOPOLf :  fnu  did  a  a-, 


COLONEL  Mr.  SkWVlF  I  Thank  ,nu . 

MR.  RICMARO  f ■  SKOCMDOPOt F l  I  want  to  thank 
you  for  the  opportunity  to  speak  tonight.  I'd  like  to  make 
two  statements,  and  ask  two  questions.  first  of  all  I'd  like 


feet i ngs  that  th 


tear  war,  and  cast  for  nuclear  deterrence  to  prevent 
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it,  how  to  say  it,  because  then  we  don't  have  to  be  re»por»' 
s  i  b  le  .  We  don't  have  to  put 'm  the  huge  come  1 1  tment  of  1 1  me 
and  energy  education  requires.  Then  we  can  say,  there's 
nothinn  we  can  do.  I  can't  do  anything,  I'm  only  one  person, 
l  didn't  have  any  choice.  Pnd  then  the  next  Hitler  comes  to 
power,  only  this  time  he  has  nuclear  weapons.  But  we  had  no 


choice.  And  there  is  nothing  ■ 
destruction  of  the  planet  ear  tl 


tan  do  to  stop  the 


COLONEL  Me SHANE i  Haem. 

MS.  McGARVFVI  I  will  be  just  30  seconds  more. 


Please  grant  me  equality. 


COLONEL  MrSHANT:  You've  had  an  extra  minute 


MS.  Me GARVEY ;  I  will  bw  done  in  30  seconds . 
How  much  of  our  tar  money  was  spent  to  fly  Colonel  Walsh  and 
Staff  here,  spent  on  people  who  researched  **nd  wrote  this 
statement  7  Mow  many  Air  four  personnel  ai  e  paid  to  come  and 


research  and  raise  question,  to  qet  time  off  work  to  dr l *e 
here.  I'm  very  sorry.  1  will  be  30  seconds  moie. 

COL  ONCI  MrSMAf*!  Ma'am,  please  sit  down, 
let's  be  fair  about  this. 

MS.  McGARVEV:  I  know  it's  futile  to  be  here. 
1  know  what  I  say  won't  matter.  The  issues  I  hmuqht  up  •  « 
the  last  hear l ng  were  ignored.  Think  about  it.  Why  am  I 
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'  a  nurlear  war.  I  don't  think  this  is  within  our  stated 

3  government  policy  of  nuclear  Ueterr»nc*.  If  this  policy  has 

J  been  changed,  I  think  the  public  should  be  made  aware  of  that. 

4  My  second  statement  is  that  I  feel  it's  not 

5  sensible  to  choose  a  crowded  area,  for  instance,  the  Midland 

6  Bay  Ctty-Sagmaw  area,  with  WO.OOO  people  as  *  potential 

7  deployment  Site  for  launching  nurlear  eisS'les. 

•  The  third  one.  I'd  Ilka  to  ask  «  question. 

9  Will  the  EPA  hold  a  hearing  on  the  ElS7  What  will  happen  to 

10  It7  who  will  act  on  it.  and  who  will  decide  the  alternatives7 

"  And  fourth,  the  building  of  bridges,  «Wiich  I 

17  understand  will  be  done  across  some  streams  is  known  to 
>J  severely  degrade  the  stream  quality.  Has  this  been  considered 
14  and  provided  for  so  that  long  term  sedementat I  on  does  not 
**  occur  at  these  bridges  that  will  be  built7 

16  COLONEL  MtSMANEl  Colonel  Walsh7 

17  |  COLONEL  WAlSMt  With  respect  to  your  question 

’•  on  the  CPA.  the  EPA  will,  and  has  already  been  provided  copies 
10  of  the  statement,  which  they  will  review  and  render  their 

70  findings  to  the  Air  Force.  And  that  will  also  be  an  input 

71  I  into  the  process,  and  we  will  incorporate  their  findings,  or 
73  their  r  ecommer.de  t  ions  m  the  final  Env  t  r  onment  a  1  Impact 

73  Statement.  It  is  the  intent  of  the  Air  Force,  first  of  all,  j 
34  to  conduct  hearings  at  the  other  locations.  We've  already  had  1 
3*  two  hearings,  at  Barksdale,  and  at  Ovess  Air  Force  Bases,  snd 
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men  brought  up  her#  toniqht,  hut  purely  to  represent  the 
envir  nnment a  I  consequences,  and  that  ilon#,  Thank  you. 

HR.  S* OCHDOPOL E :  Thank  you.  I  had  one  wore 
question  about  the  bridqes,  and  sedementat ion  around  the 
br i dqes . 

COLONEL  WAi  Sh;  Where  we  do  have  a  potential 
for  sedement  to  be  destructive  on  the  rivers,  etcetera.  we 
will  start  developing  appropriate  mtt  relative  act  inns,  very 
similar  to  what  we  did  a*  F.f.  War - en  An  force  Base  where  we 
had  the  similar  potential.  Some  of  the  tilings  that  we  ran  tlo 
there  would  be  build  larqer  span  bridqes  so  'hat  we  aren't 
actually  digging  adjarent  to.  m  in  the  stream  itself,  .u 
building-  well,  there  are  licis  methods  with  which  we  r  in 

take  that  particular  issue  ir..  ti.rt  we  will  be  taking  that  into 
account  in  presenting  it  .is  a  mitigation  in  the  (  IS,  and  if 
that  a  particular  base  is  selected  which  has  that  potential, 
then  we ■  1  1  incorporate  those  nil  IQlt  u«  measures  into  the 
appropriate  contracts  fo.  r  ons  1 r  >ic  t  ion  •  Thant  .ou. 

MR.  SKI1CIIUI "«!«  F  s  ilka,.  Ilia. Ik  ,OU  very  sur  h  . 

COLONEL  Me  SlUiNf. :  Willard  Hunter,  please’ 

MR.  WP  LARf>  HUMTfR:  In  Goldsboro-  .  North 

Carolina,  January  P^th,  I  d<.|  .  a  8-32  fell  apar  t  m  midair,  and 
released  two  2C  megaton  .mu  lear  bombs.  One  bomb  was  .e> 
found.  Ttie  second  bomb  was  rer  nvered  and  studied,  f  i  -e  of 
its  <i>  safety  devices  trad  Im  led. 
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1  sponsor  s  proposed  action  is  en  nnnmentally  safe.  That 
}  dor nmer. t  should  provide,  beyond  the  shadow  of  a  doubt, 

5  evidenre  that  all  reasonable  and  many  unr easonab 1  * 

*  c ont i qenc les  have  been  considered  and  planned  for. 

*  Gentlemen,  (n  that  content,  what  you  have 

6  submitted  as  an  E 1 5  is  nnt  acceptable.  It  fails  tn  support 
’  your  proposed  artion. 

8  An  E1S  must  r.  Orldin  three  elements: 

*  F  i  i  s  t ,  a  ma  tor  el  emeu  t  detailing  evidence  and  information 
:®  col  lei  ted  for  evaluation. 

Second,  a  seqment  ihowina  how  you  used  the  information  to 
,J  pi  edict  What  Will  happen  based  on  the  action  «ou  want  to  take. 

1  ’  ]  Third,  a  segment  that  compares  your  action  against  the  Flu 

4  Action  baseline. 


[  f  done  we  11,  an  nhsei  ,*r  can  look  at  ttie 
evidence  collected,  and  have  confidence  that  it  was  analwed 
i  r.te  V  1  i  gent  I  y  ,  and  aqree  with  your  i  one  lus  i  ons  . 

In  this  single  . o  1  ume ,  the  Air  Force  has  gone 
to  some  length  reqardmo  the  second  and  third  segments.  There 
is,  however  ,  little  or  no  data  to  Support  yOur  conclusions. 

You  ha,e  chosen,  foi  some  unknown  reason,  to  totally  e«clude 
the  barkground  information  upon  which  vOu  base  your  decisions. 
It  is  impossible  to  have  confidence  in  the  safety  of  your 
program  without  this  input.  How  can  we  agree  Ot  disagree  with 
you.  coor lusions  without  seeing  the  evidence  collected  to 

.83 
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support  your  COM7 

We  Mould  p  ,|l*»i  t,  for  «>4«plv,  d(ifii»»nHI  inn  f.i. 
Men  base  at  least  aft  touch  a*  the  Sinql*  document  (Ou 
supplied  for  the  »nolf  prr>i)ru«. 

The  •ntlro  FIS  it  full  of  qenvroli.'otiuiii  ll.at 
no* d  support.  Examples  include: 

F  i  r  % t  ,  for  an  expanded  «  at  I  tysten  you  are  rnnside.  mg 
ContUiirtion  of  a  mom  s|ni<  .  ««y  ,  Hie  oust  wo»tfi  it  II.,  ee 

•  l  l*i>  would  tie  loriteil  nrd'  thy  urbon  a,  «*  til  Midl»i-i), 
Htclil’jon,  Specific,  ltf'd  iih-  im  <hu  4i  «  is  unlM'wi,,  i.i.l 
thei  y  •  (•uiU  b.-  t*  coiiflnt  mi  It,  iiii.ab  i  tori  h.<  i  lo  i  ..q*  u..  tin 
nitnrn  edc»  of  II14I  to tn>.  |  ast  aim,  gent  It-nyn  ,  -iloit  i  ■  ,,rt 

Of  4>M|«SI%  JO  ttlftZ  ' 


10 


I? 


COt  ONFl  Hi  SMflHf  :  fit  .  MiimIpi  ,  time.  H.-...1  .<•><. 
t  not  ire  you  did  submit  a  ■  .|<.  ynm  letter  •  <>  llu-  F.-p,..  if,  , 

TZiar.t  you.  Icmh  Hcfn.  . 

rni  ONft  wn  Mi:  i  ..us*  in... 

TOl  fINFI  Mr  Ckb-NF  :  Sir  . 

I'lll  ONE.I  MM  sll!  I'd  lily  to  i  pspoud  lii  ..,.m»  •* 

th#  issues  h*r«,  olwasy.  t.i  ,-u.  statement  ,  <».  ide  m  .1 

4Sr*r'  mnt  which  I'd  like  in  • espond  to.  tt.e  f:.s>  * 

H'*!  the  actual  r  os  t  of  tt.is  system  is  not  «*s  «...  'tad 

identified,  hut  nrhoi  h*t  lei",  I*.'  and  IS  billion  do  I  I  -»r  * .  Ii.e 
second  item  you  suqqe*.tt»ct  that  ttie  system  tail  i.nl  h»|.n  1 1 *  t  i»d . 
t  shoo'd  point,  nut  to  «nii  tfi.«i  II. ere  hue  '>p*i  I  m  :  .  •  • . » , 1 1 


'5 

'6 

IS 


u 
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launches  of  th*  peacekeeper  missile.  Fact,  in*  of  (host  has 
been  e«trem*ly  successful,  and  toe  missile  oas  pe< fo> «ed  much 
be«ond  our  expec t a t i on* .  In  preparing  the  CIS,  it  is,  in  the 
EPA  rules,  tne  requirement  that  ae  make  the  document  as 
concise  as  possible  so  it  is  a  more  usaole  document  rather 
than  loading  it  pomo  «iih  jjta.  ue  t<a.e  attempted,  n  p  .'  tmg 
this  together,  to  make  it  as  >eadaole  as  possible,  wni le 
putting  enough  information  there  SO  yOu  m«  ,  g.  aa  ydui 

cone  li'tior.l.  Naturally,  if  .on  feel  in  certain  areas  >»* 
na  p.  t  p>o-ided  sufficient  bacig>ound  .lata  ><e  mould  bw  most 
interested  i>>  that  so  we  ci"  ro<  .  act  that  deficiency.  Sul  im 
main  qo.il  here  was  to  male  i'  •  -eadable.  a  useful  document. 
The  last  issue  that  you  .aised  ><as  with  respect  to  the  .ail 
spu-  .  Tnis  E1S  was  not  to  I  oil  at  the  rail  spur  o*‘  the 
alte.  nate  egress  route  alternative.  Me  were  lust  identii.ua 
that  as  a  possible  future  option  should  a  need  for  a  second 
egress  ■  iuto  ever  materialize.  At  this  p*.(  rula.  time  -e  ao 
not  have  a  need,  in  fact,  we  do  not  feel  that  we  ev«.  mil 
nave  a  need,  but  w#  needed  to  identify  tnat  as  «  potential 
fut". c  option,  ana  at  that  rime  we  would  oc  the  detailed 
siting  studies  to  Identify  the  irioill  .Outes  that  are 
available  to  us,  and  then  we  would  conduct  an  en  nonntntal 
imp.ict  analysis  process  where  ..p  would  invite  the  public, 
aqa  in,  to  qi.*  us  then  comments  On  the  .anp.it  route* 
a  ailabie  to  us.  we  up*  e  lust  identify mq  that  a»  a  fnt.,,e 

.87 
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hiifibn.  and  gi  -p.  y.lial  lut  impact*  itoec  .  iird  m  i  r'e* 

fut  i.  e  ipt  io.i  .man'  be  i  .<  tint  LIS.  Thank  >oi  e.  >  much .  .  . 

CCKOHEl  he SHANE;  Joan  MtCc  y  . 

MS.  JOAN  McTOvj  Before  ,ou  tt),  t  >hp  | ,-.  i  l  n 
likp  to  sa,  ,  ou  don  t  ha  e  to  mt»»-  m>  p.iett  ic*  tc.iiqrt. 

1  I)  hi  1 1  ♦« ?r  tr,e  draft.  I  ii-i  *  liku  yeeina  the  r>  *c  ir  ,* 
time  takpn  up .  And  I  also  t  a  e  a  Quest  ic>.  I  »h|««i  **■  >  i.p 

audience  may  r.jv?. 


33 


10 


>5 


COl  ONt\.  I  Ir  SHhl  iF  :  l  i  me  i  a  »'  -irin  i  -iq  ,  n  t  g... 

M5.  JOAN  llr.CC.  S  Well,  it  we  dpn  *  q*'  r,. 
statements  in,  anj  we  spud  ii  i  to  .ou.  do  .ou  s-oc  at  t«.. 
th.ee  minutes  r  ead  l  no  them 
' hop  1 aute i 

COl.ONEl.  lit  SHAI  iE  :  P.'oceed  ma  am,  .  o,,.  t  i  np  .  * 

r  un.imq  . 

MS.  JOAII  MrCOr:  I  would  li>e  tr>  She  Ik  I  Ion  t 
like  *i:  put  mv  Dad  to  m.  fr  lenus  and  coileaqjps  tie*  p  .  s-  .  Id 
like  tt.  speak  to  the  whole  audience,  the  ma  ia>  it.  it  -.ell. 

COlONEl  HcSMA'ik:  we  need  it  to  qet  Oow.  1  >•  ti.e 
m i c .  opt'd ne  so  that  it  can  be  leco'ded. 

MS.  JOAM  McCO,:  well,  we  r_a,.  me  -e  tnii  ira.be  a 

little  bit. 

CdLUNEl  Me  SHANE:  Please.  Don't  mo  -e  it.  ma  »•" . 
MS.  JOAN  NcCO-  :  ne  1  i  ,  n»y  *otf>e>  taught  me  if  s 
not  polite  to  turn  my  back  or.  people.  j  do  t-a.e  a  lev. 
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questions  that  tne  d> at t  didn  t  answee  .  what  is  the  width  of 
a  bo>  car,  the  weight  of  the  tram  and  missile’  What  is  the 
wear  and  tear  on  the  tracks,  the  center  of  qre.itv7  How  about 
sabateqe  by  terrorists’  And  how  about  travel mq  throuqh 
nucleai  free  zones  alonq  the  route’  And  I  '  cj  also  like  to 
share  some  facts  that  I  found  in  the  Detroit  News,  it  was  a 
series  that  was  done  m  Ap.  t)  The  title  was.  Amp.  ic an 
Railroads  Tracking  Toward  Trouble.  And  the,  ti  the  poisonous 
e-ploti  e  and  flammable  chemicals,  in  increasing  amounts,  |.» 

hauled  across  the  railroads  of  America  m  giant  tank  cars 

s 

abna1  d  trams  that  fr*gue"t  I  ,  run  with  b'CHr  equipment  over 
substandard  track  in  the  ont.ol  of  tired,  and  sometimes 
or.,qqed  engineers.  90o.00<"'  car  loads  last  year. 

Last  yea<  2.325  railroad  accidents  oten  ■  ed  ir. 
the  united  States.  36  of  them  caused  release  of  hazardous 


As  an  e'  ample,  Dow  Chemical  'uns  a  weekly 


'* 


e>plosi.e  po i so n i ous  cirqn  from  Fieeport,  Texas  to  Midland, 
Michigan.  ft  qoes  throuqh  mv  backyard.  It  is  called  ttie 
Death  Train  or  the  Bomb  T'lin  b.  the  Michigan  Department  of 
Trantpor tat  ion . 

Most  fire  departments  are  poorly  trained  to 
respond  to  a  railroad  chemical  spill,  and  often  they  have  no 
idea  what  dangers  regularly  .  .11  through  their  towns.  A 
report  prepared  by  the  OfPW'a  of  Technology  Assessment  in 
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2 

Witninqtor  say  volunltir  f  K»1  jqhttr*  h*-.e  little  t  nr  i" 

1 

war  'ling  systems  . 

3 

handling  chxnica]  *ccid«ntf .  It  states  that  the,  o-nbabl. 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE:  Ms.  McCoy 

have  not  h»ird  that  the  tinplitt  fOuipncnt  for  dtil inq  with  * 

MS.  McCOr:  1  demand  my  cons 1 1  tut i ana  1  right 

hazardous  *4ttr  tal  accident  includes  tennis  thott  and 

* 

to  speak . 

binoculars.  Tennis  shoes  to  run  away,  binoculars  tc  •  t».l  tne 

i 

COLONEL  McSHANEj  Ma'am’ 

, 

hazardous  material  placard  frn*  a  distance  before  cell  mo  f  o- 

MS.  McCOr:  IS/,  pf  tha  17.000  inspected  freiqt-t 

expert  help.  Michigan  has  no  Ijks  regulating  hazardous 

cars  had  defects  such  as  fault,  broken  Drakes. 

material  training  for  f iref iqnter*. 

COLONEL  Mr  SHAME:  Ma'am,  o lease  sit  down. 

in 

Fatigue,  boredoui,  stress  are  commor.  Cai*Dliin<5 

MS.  McCO'r  :  Of  tr-e  7,850  tank  cars  whiet-  La... 

t  ! 

of  locomotive  engineers.  tha*  are  assigned  trams  slot  t 

hazardous  material,  ev.  were  found  with  mechanical  defects. 

notice  in.  an  cn-celi  SiStem,  a-iJ  the,  ■  in  them  alone.  a<nt 

12 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE:  Ma  am,  would  ,ou  please . 

sometimes  in  da-  k  f o>  as  long  as  IS  hou- s,  .<itn  a--  a  fou- 

MS.  Me  CO-  :  Looking  at  B,UU-i  tank  cars  fo- 

m i n i Hi- - m  DwtMeen  shifts.  '  vr.'i  have  to  understand  sain  r  -e 

3 

problems  in  cargo  tanks  md  .  al  es,  1  l  n  5  were  found  with  a 

eng i nee- ,  'there  s  no  relief  fo-  us."  A  ■ bdo' t  b.  the 

defec t . 

go  ernment  S  General  Accounting  Office  shQMeo  that  o-<c  l  fi  e 

’5 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE:  Ma  am.  please. 

,, 

crews  m-olwd  in  train  accider-ts  dur  i--a  |907  'ested  oc  i 1  •  i  • 

’6 

MS.  McCOr:  Its  been  called  the  possibilit  of 

■8 

fo  d>  ig  and  alconoi  use. 

our  graatest  tragedy . 

when  thu-qs  i-eii  they  sometimes  •.  use  f-  *■■■ 

8 

COLONEL  Mr SHAME:  > l n ter poS l ng 1  Ms.  McCO . . 

accidents.  A  Federal  Railroad  Ad«miyhati«i  report  notes: 

Please,  sit  down. 

6« of  8- 10  Cor.rail  locomotives  inspected  had  at  least  >..? 

2' 

safer.  defect.  Some  signal*  --e-e  defect) -e.  Cf  the 

!  a  matte-'  cf  time  before  we  ha  e  a  railroad  accident  that 

locomotives  msoected . 

J  It  th  C  t 

J3 

24 

COLONEL  MoSHANC  1  <  I  >  - 1 «r pos • "Q  F.  pit)  -e .  ns 

COLONEL  Me  SHANE:  Ma  am.  will  you  sit  dO- . 

Me CP • . 

25 

HC.  M-COr:  . 85V.  had  defect!  e  ah  »iq..*l 

tragedy  like  Bhopal,  India . 

i; 
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2 

C0L0MEI  MrSHANEs  Ma'am,  please  Sit  down. 

. 

"What  would  vo-i  do  if  vo-i  we-  e  faced  with  pushing  the  butts--’ 

Office' ’ 

Would  you  be  Willing  to  do  it*”  And  that  was  oart  of  h»s  10b 

MS.  Me . . that  killed  5.000  people  *nd 

34  1  * 

interview.  Thev  qo  to  church,  and  they  hear  these  words.  "I 

injured  500,000 . 

set  before  you  this  day,  life  and  death.  Choose  life  that  you 

COLONEL  McSHANE:  Escort  Ms.  Mcfn. . 

MS.  McCOr:  . others  in  1 96<*  . 

4 

One  other  thing  1  would  like  to  point  o-it. 

These  are  a  feu  of  the  problems  v-itr.  om 

Michigan  has  been  chosen  as  the  place  to  store  hazardous 

rail- cads,  and  I  aj>  nu  to  M*.  keep  them  eff  on  railroads. 

waste.  They're  looking  at  Hillsdale  and  Branch  County.  The 

<  App 1  just ’ 

people  down  there  do  not  liie  it.  They  a'w  afraid  it  is  not 

COL  Offer.  Mr  SHANE:  Lois  Hartzler.  Ma'am.  1 

safe.  The  nuclear  waste  from  seven  states’  Illinois  lumped 

would  -emmd,  all  speakers.  ♦»--  ft  minutes. 

out  of  the  compact  becausa  it  looked  like  they  were  going  to 

MS.  LOIS  HART2I  E«i  1  'm  LOIS  Ha.  t  tier.  f.  am 

be  chosen.  Michigan  is  at--how  much  fresh  water  of  the  whole 

„ 

Lake  (Phi.  Michiqan,  and  1  tra  eled  three  hours  to  get  her*. 

world  is  here7  Somebody  i nows  that  percentaga.  It  would  cost 

t  work  with  alcohol  and  drug  programs  in  an  eight  count,  area. 

a  lot  to  build  that  f ac i 1 i t y  to  store  that  waste,  we  will  be 

and  1  want  to  talk  about  the  an. i ronmenta 1  Impact  on  our  ,o»ng 

soliciting  nuclear  waste  from  other  states  to  come  to  Michigan 

t  r 

people,  and  what  are  we  offering  them,  and  the  hypocris..  We 

16 

and  live  with  us  here.  It  is  insane.  And  if  you  want  to  go 

tell  - oung  people,  just  sa  no  to  drugs,  and  I  listened  on  1  he 

to  the  Hillsdale  County  Pair  on  a  Thursday  night,  along  with 

news  yesterday,  and  vOu're  asking  me  to  t- ust  you.  and  the  An 

all  of  the  displays  of  the  cabbages,  and  the  4-H  kids,  there's 

Force  has  admitted  that  theii  pilots  ->se  De>edrme  to  sta 

" 

going  to  be  a  panel  discussion.  And  we've  had  our 

awake,  and  if  thev  cannot  sleep  the,  use  Seconal,  tnn  that  nas 

Legialators,  somebody  from  the  Governor's  office,  somebody 

on  national  public  radio  wlthn.  the  last  two  or  tt<ree  da  s. 

from  the  Health  Department,  if  they  will  come,  to  discuss  the 

young  people  are  going  to  college.  They  want  to  work  on  iobs 

fact  that  this  nuclear  waste  is  not  safe,  and  there's  a 

that  have  something  to  do  with  life.  1  know  engineers  who 

23 

scientist  coming  from  Minnesota  who  has  written  books  on  it. 

have  giadueted,  and  they  qo  looking  for  Jobe.  One  young  man 

And  this  is  what  we're  showing  our  young  people’  I  see  young 

went  three  places,  and  In  each  job  interview  they  asked  him. 

people  who  cannot  get  into  drug  treatment  programs  because 

.9? 

.93 
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I  Oorts*  Andei  ten,  •cenonic 
j  that  the  Only  COM*  t  "J*r  a  t  1‘ 


E*  i  ■  onmenta 1  I  mpac  t  S'atemcnt.  did  econe^Ut  tlK  pi 
end  place  in  the  er«<#nt*tiei>  up  sew  (Oniaht.  M.  *«g< 
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tha  WKlsnqerva  tu  ■  tljndi  u*tblw>,  <nj  de»  ti  »i-  e  i  oe  cf 
i mp ortjiit  mv 1 1  And  areas.  <nd  of  the  wildlife  Dopolati 


inhabiting  theie  irtii 


I  feel  that  the  citizen*  of  Michigan, 


a*  citizen*  of  the  entir*  United  Stated  need  to  ha.e  mj. 


question*  anawe>  ed  before  ni<  rt»i  mon»  i 


implementing  the 


First,  ha*  it  teen  *ho*n  that  the  125, MOO  er  mere 
of  commercial  railroad*  mil  be  able  to  safe  I  >  handle 


70  plus  feet  lout),  a.  e  a  l»>i.d  longer  1h*r.  the  .-«ua!  55  feet 
for  a  norma)  car  . 

M*it,  how  ha*  it  been  shorn  that  a  deployment  time  cf  ti« 


when  Soviet  ICBM’%  attack  30  minute*  after  launch. 


j  appea-  s  that  the  Michigan  Depa  tment  of  Natural  Rfiou'  cei  h** 
not.  In  any  nay,  been  contacted  or  notified  ibo'i*  the  Pail 
Garrison  Project  proposal,  at  least  on  *  local  o<  district 


I e-- el  ,  iv*n  though  its  consti 


and  implement  at  ion  will 


damage  and  destroy  some  impor tent  forests.  wetland*,  and 


habitat  of  endangered  *pe 


'  Michigan.  Wh ,  not’ 


Now  some  question*  about  the  future  second  rail 
connector  discussed,  on  Pages  «•.!?  ‘*3  to  *«6.  why  would  a 
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is  that  we  hold  tnv l r onment a  I  hearings  in  every 
rail  * .stem  trains  will  practice  and  travel,  in 


the  env ironmente I  hear i ngs  wh i ch  i 


v«  had  tonight  at 


Wurt smith.  My  question  goes  along  with  the  i 


question.  If  the  rail  garr 


system  has  negligible  danqe< 


of  explosion  while  > 


the  tracks,  why  is  there  a  la.ge  safety 


area  on  the  base  where  they  will  be  housed7  Pnd  I  would  like 
that  question  answered  in  the  Final  Impact  Statement.  Thank 


COLONEL  Mc5MAIIEi  Ule.ina  Snider7 

MS.  GLENNA  StllDER:  Good  evening.  My  name 


Glenna  L.  Snidtr ,  and  I 


ide  in  Midland,  Michigan.  I  ha  e 


come  here  today  because  I  hj  e  seme  urgent  concern*  about  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  proposed  by  President  Reaga<< 
in  1963,  and  now  beir>q  studied  b,  the  United  States  Air  Force 


My  concer  n*  and  Jbser  at  ion*  are  not  those  f 


person  with  background  and  training 


lence,  but  as  I  ha.e 


read  portion*  of  the  fn ,  i  ronmenta  I  Impact  Statement,  and  al< 


>  program  review  issued  I 


the  House  Armed  Se<  ices  Commi 


in  March,  60,  plus  several  other  articles,  m>  concerns  grow. 
Thev  range  from  the  big  picture,  of  huge  and  i  dead  I . 
ICBM’s  roaming  around  the  count  ••  y*  i  dt ,  and  through  o.u  c  i  ties 
on  a  requiar  basis  for  maintenance,  to  th*  ve<  «•  small  pi' lure 
of  the  destruction  of  Michigan  lack  Pine  forests,  nab i t a t  of 
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second  i  ai I  line  be  needed,  since  it  appear*  to  run  near  1 , 
pai al lei  to  the  present  line'  Ihe  construction  of  this  new 
line  would  be  very  costly,  and  very  env i ronmenta 1  I y  damaging, 
according  to  the  EI5.  It  details  the  construction  of  13  large 
bridges  over  pristine  recreational  river*,  through  fishing 
easement  areas,  near  two  dams,  roadside  oerts,  etcetera. 


And  my  last  quest n 


is  being  asked  by  man. 


people  in  Midland,  and  has  already  been  asked  tonight.  There 
is  a  reference  on  page  which  states  as  follow*!  the 

most  western  three  miles  acres)  of  right-of-way  would  he 

located  near  the  urban  area  of  Midland,  Michigan.  Specific 
land  use  in  this  area  ts  unknown,  but  there  could  be  conflict 
with  inhabited  buildings  on  the  eastern  edge  of  that  clt%. 


Why  is  nothing  known  about  th i 


carefully  detailed  and  complete  study  was  made7  Thank  you. 

COLONEL  WAISH!  I  would  like  Colonel  Branch  to 
respond  to  the  first  question  with  respect  to  the  milleage. 

COLONEL  BRANCH i  fee,  ma'am,  you  asked  the 


Question  about  ts  it 


fact  safe  for  these  tie  I  ns  to  operate 


120,000  plus  mites  pf  track  that  we  have  char ac ter i zed  as 


suitable  for  the  rail  garr i* 


and  the  answer  to  that  is  -es, 


indeed.  Spec  if  teal ly ,  we  asked  the  < 


tlroed  industry  to  tell 


us,  through  a  survey,  whether 


not  they  had  the  fc inds  of 


track  that  was  suitable  for  the  weight  and  size  of  thte 
particular  car.  As  you  pointed  out,  the  missile  itself  ts  71 
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long,  and  weigh*  195,000  pound*,  so,  the  car  tndf  up 
B»inq  jppro- in<t«ly  89  f**t  long,  «Dout  17  feet  high,  sbout 
10.2  feet  Mid*.  That  turn*  out  to  b*  A  c*r  of  tn*  size  th*t  % 
used  by  th*  thouSAnds  on  th*  railroad  tOdAy .  w*  didn't  i now 
that  «»h*n  w*  st*rt*d  Out,  but  m*  w«nt  to  th*  «-*il  ludustr.. 
And,  in  f*ct,  there  a re  many  thousand*  of  those  I  iniii  of  car* 
th*t  a r*  c A 1 1 *d  *ith*r  a  th.  ttm  ti«r  Auto  rad  .  or  a  hiqh  O 
1  Oh  i  boxcar,  or  an  auto  parts  iiauIc  of  that  si  2*  a><d 
configuration,  th*  railroads  lO'itinsl,  us* ,  so.  i nd**a ,  this 


particular  configurate 


ill  fit  cn,  safely  ope.ate  o.  .  as 


th*  many  thousands  of  miles,  at  least  Icc.Oo 


mil**  available  iPh). 


th*  Strategic  warning  asp*. t 


i  fc  e  to  address  the  question  ai 
or  operating  a  train.  Where 


talked  about,  you  inox,  th*  ha.u  s  to  deploy. 


So- iet  missil**  could  attack¬ 


in' in  30  minutes.  1 r  o> de 


th*  So  .lets  to  attaci  ,  tr.*»  would  need  to  do  tilings  calUtd 
preparing  for  attack,  which  ><«  feel  w*  na.e  -ei,  *■• ,  high 
confidence  of  knowing  about.  >>e  see  this  as  a  ntuatip.. 


similar  to  the  Cuban  Missile 


isis,  uh#o  world  tens  ip.’s 


escalate.  The  Sonets  did  not  hare  a  great  deal  of  thei< 
forces  in  strategic  readiness.  u*  ha-e  .er  »  Mgi-  confidence 
that  we  would  detect  that,  in  fact,  that  probaol,  r»ke*  cis.t 
and  davs  for  their  forces  to  oe  b- ought  tc  •eadiness,  at  tan  cl 
time  we  would  have  plant,  of  orderly  qppo.ti.nit,  to  deplo.  41. 
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all  depended  'upon  the  routing  that  that  I  in*  toot  n**.  Midland 
1  tsel  f  .  Th*ru-  you . 

COLONEL  Me  SHAME  1  Harold  Lenhart7 

MR.  HfiPOl.D  LENHART:  My  name  is  Harold  Pie  ,dc>- 
1 Sp >  Lenhart.  I’m  a  medical  student  from  Saqinaw,  and  also  3 
member  of  Physicians  for  Social  Responsibility  I'm  h*-  e 
because  I’m  concerned  that  qreat  ca*e  has  been  taten  to 
increase  th*  sur v 1 vab 1 1 t t ,  of  th*  missile  System,  and  that  too 
little  car#  ha*  been  taken  to  increase  th#  *ur  1  ab 1 1  1  t  ,  if 
th#  resident*  and  the  eco-svsten-  iPh)  of  th#  great  la'es.  I., 
this  summer  of  heat,  and  drought,  and  medical  waste  «ashi.iq  ..p 


to  th*  burden  of  pollution  t*  a  t  )ur  world  must  bear.  A.,|.,als 
do  not  soil  the  1 r  n*»t»,  and  ,*t  he.  s  ue,  cnce  again,  olare 
our  #co-*yst#m  (Phi  at  qreat  >  1 sk .  Physicians  for  Social 
Responsibility  has  shown  that  th*  destiucti.e  power  cf  wiclear 
weapons  is  released  long  before  war  might  beqm,  a  conceot 
referred  to  as  th#  destruction  before  detii-ation.  this  t*.  ,1. 
comprises  th#  br oader  social,  economic,  political  and  health 


1  of  the  nuc  1  #»■'  a.  ms  bull  dup  . 

On  a  national  I*. el ,  more  weapons  means  . 


ste  to  dispose  of. 


Radioactive  waste  continue*  tc  accumulate  m  MicMqan,  and  t».e 
j  center  of  the  qreat  lakes  should  not  become  th#  midwest  cent*. 

I  for  nuclear  waste  disposal. 


DOCUMENT  510 


trains  on  the  rails.  Add  1 1 1 ona 1 1 y ,  the  trains  have  the 
capability  of  being  launched  from  th*  garrison  location  if- 


it  houIo  b*  very  unlikely 
attack.  They  can . 


1  have  a  bolt  out  of  the  blue 


MS.  SNIDER:  ( I nterposing I  Front  launch  <ph». 
COLONEL  BRANCH:  Fro*  th* . 


MS.  SNIDER:  1  1 1  .terpos 1 ng 1  Front  launch  <ph). 
COLONEL  BRA1JCH :  . fr0nt--»*s,  it  could  he 


promptly  launched,  just  a*--th*y’r*  on  full  alert  just  as 
then 'silo  counterparts  are.  Colonel  Walsh. 

COLONEL  WAl  SHt  I  would  like  to  go  to  th* 

1  A* t  question  concerning  the  adequac r  of  th*  environments! 
consequences  of  the  second  egress  rout*.  As  indicated  b*fo<e, 
w*  do  not.  At  this  time,  feel  its  necessary,  but  w*  wish  to 
advise  you  that  as  the  threat  perhaps  changes  w*  ma«  be 


many  routes  available  to  us  within  that  corridor  that  we 
identified  in  the  document,  and  oni,  when  w*  actually  qnt  ,ou 
the  precise  routes  within  that  corridor  could  we  then  tell  .on 
what  th*  impacts,  precise  impacts  might  be.  I  feel,  as  a 
consequence  of  some  of  th*  concern*  that  were  raised  h*. *, 
perhaps  th*  word  unknown  was  1 nappr opr  1 # te .  It  was  lust  that 
we  could  not  be  precis*  as  to  what  impact  we  might  hit.  It 
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Too  little  has  beer,  said  about  the  secu.it 
needed  for  rail  garrison  m,rlea>  missile*.  They  would  be  mo> e 
vulnerable  to  accidents,  sabotage,  terrorism,  then  silo-based 
missiles.  The  railroad  line*,  themselves,  are  often  ooor I y 
maintained  subjecting  missile  latent  <Phi  car*  to  derailments. 
If  radioactive  isotoo**  were  released  locally  due  to  an 
accident,  studies  show  that  the  medical  system  is  woefully 
unprepared  to  respond  adequately. 

Locally,  what  is  th*  psychological  effect  on 
children  who  discover  that  nuc I  ear  missiles  ar*  >  n  their 
neighborhood.  Perpah*  some  will  see  the  program  is  partiall. 
good  bringing  in  needs  |Ob*  and  monies  in  their  area,  but 


genei  at**  far  fewer  jobs  and  wealth  than  eaual  funds  spent  < 
health  care  or  education.  Michigan  has  often  lost  more  on 


taxes  than  it  has  gained 


1  1 1  ter y  spending  m  the  state. 


Th*  m*  should  not  be  garrisoned  at  Wurtsmith, 
nor ,  indeed,  anywhere.  Ih»  risks  and  the  costs  are  too  great. 
And  *v  question  isi  What  do  studies  show  about  th*  lonq-t*r« 
effect  of  property  values  when  nuclear  missile*  are  moved  into 


COLONEL  McSHANEi  Colonel  Walsh,  is  that  a 
question  that  you  can  answer  at  this  time7 

COLONEL  WALSH:  res,  sir.  In  our  analyst*  of 
thi*  type  of  activity,  w*  have  found  th*  additional  demand  for 
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fouilnq  h4t  •  i  th«r  encouraged  th«— the  addition*! 

Can* true t ion  of  the  housing  or  h**  r liifd  th*  prie««  of  the 

7 

)  it. 

houses,  or  it  h*s  boon  *  bir.ffnui  impact  bv  talma  Otherwise 

3 

unoccupied  or  available  bom** ,  So,  «*  h*v«  not  seen,  *<■  uu< 

4 

I  certify  that  this  transcript,  consisting  of 

par  tod  of  time  in  monitoring  tha  offset*  of  men  icti  itici. 

5 

10?  pages,  is  a  complete,  true,  and  correct  transcript  of  the 

any  adv«r*»  impact  upon  tho  >alu*  of  bo«n  m  any  #qio,>,  and 

6 

proceedings  taken  on  July  28.  '*286. 

m*  h*.»  don*  significant  monitoring  on  this,  fer  in*ta>'c*,  as 

7 

in  Ch*.  •nn*,  Nvominq,  wh»r*  we’<e  j«»*t  >*c*>tl,  deplo.ed  I  h* 

8 

DATED i  Auqust  9,  1908 

Peacekeeper  in  tho  Minute  M*n  Siio*  Program.  Than!  .on. 

COLONEL  HcSHAiiC;  Ladies  and  Gonttem*.-,  wo  |  i 

9 

IS 

C % e  Cu 

ANT4A  R ,  GRAY,  CSR/CEH  f 

eoncltid*  th*  proceeding*  a*  this  time.  Picas*  r#m«mb«r  that 

" 

Certified  Court  Recorder  : 2583 » 

.ou  ha*  until  31  August,  to  soDmit  ur 1 1  ton  mats-  i*is  to  ho 

U 

Taxes  City,  Ml  <.8763 

included  m  th*  transcript  cf  tho  hoaimg.  One*  again,  era) 

13 

MOight.  Officials  Of  tho  A 1  *  lore*  appreciate  your  offc.  t?  to 

15 

corns  out  toniqht  and  contribute  ,ou  r  levi?  to  this  OuDlu 

<6 

th*  Air  Fore*  decision  «*ie>s  mil  carefully  ;oniide<  n: 

•8 

viewpoint  raised  n#r*  tonight  •■hen  deciding  the  ultimate 

19 

course  of  action  on  this  Proposal. 

This  he*i  in  i«  adjoui  ned  at  c,m. 

20 
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4  DOCUMENTS  POSTMARKED  AND  RECEIVED  AFTER  31  AUGUST  1988 

This  section  includes  documents  postmarked  and  received  after  the  31  August  1988  public 
comment  deadline.  They  are  shown  in  the  order  they  were  received,  four  sheets  to  a 
page.  Responses  to  the  comments  identified  in  these  documents  are  provided  following 
the  documents.  Relevant  information  contained  in  these  documents  has  been 
incorporated,  where  appropriate,  into  the  Final  EIS  test. 


tt-UI  t*  V>V*aNf,lnS 

DtPARTMENi  Of  ECxACJC't 

Irt  v.«l  P\  It •Mii-tn'i  •  . 

August  30,  1968 
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Lt.  Col.  Pstsr  Walsh 

AFRCE-BKS/DKV 

Morton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 

Dsar  Colons 1  Walsh: 

Thank  you  for  ths  opportunity  to  coaaent  on  ths  draft  envi¬ 
ronmental  impact  statement  for  ths  Psacakaapar  Rail  Garrison 
Program.  Consistant  with  tha  Department  of  Ecology  rasponsi- 
bilitlas,  wa  circulatad  tha  EIS  to  othar  state  agencies  for 
review.  Wa  received  responses  froa  tha  Department  of  wild¬ 
life,  Office  of  Archaeology  and  Historic  Preservation, 
Interagency  Coaaittee  for  Outdoor  Recreation,  and  Ecology 
staff.  A  suaaary  of  their  concerns  is  given  below,  and  cop¬ 
ies  of  their  letters  are  attached  for  your  inforaation. 

The  Department  of  wildlife  is  concerned  about  the  impacts  to 
wildlife  habitat  and  the  loss  of  wetlands  at  the  Fairchild 
Air  rorce  Base.  They  are  also  concerned  about  the  iapact  to 
burrowing  owls  which  may  be  on  the  site. 

The  Office  of  Archaeology  and  Historic  Preservation  reserves 
the  opportunity  to  cosment  until  they  receive  a  copy  of  the 
cultural  resource  survey  report. 

The  Department  of  Ecology  is  concerned  with  wetlands  issues, 
including  loss  of  wetlands  and  possible  aitigation. 

The  interagency  Coaaittee  for  Outdoor  Recreation  has  no  coa- 
aenta  to  offer  et  this  tiae. 

If  you  have  any  questions,  please  call  the  appropriate 
agency. 
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Christine  Gregoire 

DtPAKTMEM  Of  EC.CXOO 


Coaaents  on  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
by  ths  Dspartaent  of  Ecology 

August  29,  1988 


Ths  draft  EIS  indicatss  26.6  acres  of  wetlands  would  bs  im¬ 
pacted  at  the  Fairchild  Air  rorce  Base,  Spokane,  Waehington. 
Additional  analysis  is  needed  to  evaluate  the  wetlands.  This 
should  include  a  delineation  of  the  wetlands,  svaluation  of 
thsir  flora  and  fauna,  and  asssssasnt  of  their  valuss  and 
functions.  Possibls  aitigation  for  loss  of  wst lands  should 
also  bs  considsrsd. 

If  it  is  established  through  the  404(b)(1)  Guidelines  that 
there  ere  no  practicable  alternatives  to  lose  of  the 
wetlands,  we  will  went  to  evaluate  wetland  compensation 
through  a  dstailed  aitigation  plan.  Ws  will  be  reviewing  the 
404  public  notice  under  the  state's  authority  under  Section 
401  of  the  Clean  Water  Act. 

We  recoaaend  setting  up  on  interagency  coordination  meeting 
on  this  pro j set.  Plsase  call  Ms.  Michelle  Stevens  of 
Ecology's  Wetland  Section  at  (206)  459-6765. 


Sincerely, 

'nr  7.  Palko,  Section  Hsad 
Environmental  Review  Section 


cc:  Michelle  Stevens,  Ecology 
Fred  Hey bee,  wildlife 
Robert  whit lam.  Archaeology 
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stan  Of  wa»*ctoj 

DCPARTMENT  Of  WUXJFE 

1  Wjy  Oil  •  fmnpML  WrfVw^on  <mSO+Om>  •  (W  75  J57CO 


Lt.  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 
AF9Cf-9M9/KV 

Merton  Air  Force  Mae.  CA  92408 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 
Past  a 

7/29/99 


Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  revise  your 
our  coeaente  helpful. 
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i  that  you  find 


Fred  h.  Maybe# 
Regulatory  Services 
Habitat  uana< 


*•  r 

it  01  vie  fan 


ORAFT  CIS:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrieon  Prograa 
Dear  Lt.  Colonel  Sal aft: 


Your  document  eae  reviewed  by  out  etaff  ae 


foi low. 


2 


Pc  are  concerned  about  tho  lack  of  adequate  eltlgatlon  for  wildlife  habitat 
lepaete  and  loaaea,  especially  the  loaa  of  29. t  acres  of  wot  lands  at  the 
Fairchild  Air  Force  Base.  During  field  invest  I  gat  ion  we  reciwandad  that  by 
relocating  the  grenade  range  to  tho  weatern  portion  of  tho  elte  (near  the 
apchlno  gun  training  area)  rather  than  to  tho  eaat.  wetland  loeede  could  be 
reduced  by  nearly  ton  acres.  Ms  hops  thte  can  be  aeceapl lahed. 


3 


On  pigs  4.9-27  It  ip  indicated  In  eovorai  instances  that  wildlife  would  bs 
"displaced*.  This  is  elelsadlng  and  Incorrect,  men  aniaaid  ars  forced  froa 
thsir  habitat,  avsn  if  other  areas  ere  available  which  can  sect  a  apse  lea 
Individual  and  varied  habitat  raoulraaanta,  such  treat  arc  generally  already  at 
their  eailam  carrying  capacity.  The  resulting  competition  between  Individuate 
and  apse  Id#  la  reflected  by  a  net  lots  in  both  nuebera  and  kinds  of  wildlife. 
Therefore,  aniaais  are  not  aleply  displaced.  They  ars  sllalnatsd. 


in  the  section  on  data  aourcee  (p.  2-27)  it  is  noted  that  National  wetland 
4  inventory  sees  were  used.  Those  eepe  Classify  wetland#  by  eoeciflc  type.  This 
inforaetlon  should  be  included  in  your  document . 


Under  the  eltlgatlon  eeasuree  taction  (p.  4.9-29).  for  wetland  creation  it  is 

5  sent  i  one#  that  eitlsatlon  plane  would  be  coordinated  with  the  U.8.  Arey  Corps 
of  Cnginoora.  and  tho  U.S.  Invlreisssntai  Protection  Agency.  Our  agency  should 
bo  eonou I  tod  so  wo 1 1 . 


The  alto  oay  also  support  burrowing  owie  (  Athens  cunicularia  ).  This  Is  a 
species  of  special  concern  in  Sashing ton.  as  such,  ws  request  that  before  tny 
surface  disturbance  cur  Spokane  Office  (609-469-4092)  be  contacted  so  that  any 
Pur  roars  war  be  Identified  through  joint  el  to- 1  nope  ct  loos. 
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ST  ATI  Of  W IAS5MCKM 

DEPARTMENT  Of  COMMUNTTY  DEVELOPMENT 

Offia  Of  AACHAfOiOCY  AfC  HSTOWC  PRHBtVATKM 

TmmH  fnt  Awrw  «-M  •  Of,n M  SBS04SVI)  .  f JOM  ’S l~tOII  •  _>  14-4(41  I 


INTERAGENCY  COMMITTEE  FOR  OUTDOOR  RECREATION 

4900  Cjpuol  thD  » 7-11  •  -'i*"W4fr,  1«>tM-56M  •  I.T*/  '5*- *1*1  •  fV  *N1  .'14- * I4u 


August  16,  1984 


Hi.  Aarbar*  iitckla 
VI  Coordinator 
Depertaaat  of  Eoolegy 
nail  Xoe  rv-ti 
01— la,  m  9 6504- #711 

Lo«  laforaaoo:  1042-/-U3A7-O4 
•a:  Naoakoapar  tail  Qarrlaoo 
Precraa 

Ooar  Ma.  Iltebie: 


July  11,  1988 


Lt.  Colonel  Peter  Walsh 
AFRCE  -  8MS/DEV 

Norton  AF8,  California  92409-6448 
Dear  Colonel  Walsh: 

Re:  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
Draft  Environmental  lapact  Statement 


7 


A  ataff  review  baa  baas  oo^leted  of  your  draft  envlroaeaatal  lapaot 
■♦■♦—at.  He  would  Ilka  to  reserve  a  a— ot  uatll  wo  bare  received  aad 
reviewed  the  oultural  raaowroaa  survey  report.  We  would  Ilka  to 
ragaaat  tbe  oultural  raaouroa  aurvey  report. 


atooerely. 


Bobert  Q.  Wfaltlea,  Pb.D. 
State  Arobeeologlst 
(206)  753-4405 


Our  staff  has  reviewed  the  above-referenced  document  and  have  no  co— nts 
to  offer  at  this  tine.  Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  content. 


Sincerely, 


Recreation  Resource  Planner 


JEF :  ah 

cc:  Barbara  Ritchie,  Department  of  Ecology 


•  (oottwMy  Wur  •  law|n>  Mnpnm  •  lip 
:  jnri  Houwa  •  Ou»t>"imwi  Vrvavs  •  Put*  w.rtv 
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•tat#  af  flaatiaa 
•filer  a(  Ik*  •eueraar 
tirUws.  Veutaaa  MIU 

<10-444-]  1 1 1 


Lt.  Col  Peter  Walsh 
August  31,  1988 
Paga  Two 


August  31,  1988 


Lt.  Col.  Peter  Welsh 

AFRCE -BMS/ DEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA  92409-6448 

Dear  col.  Walsh: 

The  State  of  Kontana  appreciates  this  opportunity  to  review 
and  co— ent  on  the  Draft  KnvironaMntal  inpact  Statament  (DEIS), 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Qarrlaon  Program,  prepared  by  the  united  States 
Air  Force. 

Earlier,  the  State  of  Montana  submitted  detailed  comments 
regarding  the  proposed  Snell  ICBM  project  in  Montana.  State 
ageaciee  have  reviewed  the  Peacekeeper  OBIS,  and  with  the 
exception  of  the  Montana  Departmnt  of  Family  Services,  consider 
their  previous  co— ents  regarding  the  Small  ICBM  project  to  also 
be  appropriate  for  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  project.  The 
eddltional  consents  prepared  by  the  Montana  Department  of  ramily 
Services  concerning  the  Peacekeeper  DEIS  are  attached. 

*1  As  the  state  of  Montana's  previous  cce— nt  letter  concerning 

the  propoaed  Small  ICBM  project  in  Montana  streseed,  the  siting 
of  a  major  new  addition  to  the  nation’s  nuclear  defense  system  in 
Montana  is  a  matter  of  major  significance  to  all  Montanans.  In 
August  1987,  state  agencies  and  Montana  citlsens  submitted 
substantial  comm nts  in  response  to  your  agency's  Small  ICBM  In 
DKXS.  The  final  EIS  for  the  project,  although  it  was  completed 
in  late  1987,  remains  unavailable  nearly  one  year  later.  Because 
of  this,  the  Stete  of  Montana,  and  lta  citlsens  are  unable  to 
measure  the  responsiveness  of  the  United  States  Air  Fores  to 
their  previously  expressed  concerns.  I  urge  you  to  restore 


Montanans’  confidence  that  their  hard  work  and  efforts  at 
providing  input  to  the  Small  ICBM  DEIS,  and  the  Peacekeeper  DEIS, 
will  not,  and  have  not  been  without  recognition. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  cement. 


Governor 


TS/DRIEAR/rb 
ec :  Hayden 
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STATE  or  MONTANA 
COMOfTS 

UNITED  STATES  AIR  fORCE 
DRAFT  ENVIRONMENTAL  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

FtAcnmn  rail  oarjusom 


The  State  of  Montana  appreciates  this  opportunity  to  autmit 
ooawnU  regarding  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
(DEIS),  Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarriaon,  prepared  by  the  United  states 
Air  Pore*. 

State  agencies  have  reviewed  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
DEIS,  and  consider  the  19t?  State  of  Montana  coasMnts  submitted 
to  the  United  statee  Air  Force  regarding  the  proposed  Snail  I CBM 
project  to  be  appropriate  for  the  proposed  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  project  as  well.  The  Montana  Departnsnt  of  Family 
Services  has,  however,  provided  additional  cowmen ts  specific  to 
the  Peacekeeper  DEIS.  Those  comments  follow. 

MaatiMt  at  rally  Mryl ai 

The  Montana  Department  of  Family  Services  has  recently  been 
compiling  data  which  is  baginning  to  provide  basic  trend 
Information  part inant  to  those  services  provided  by  the 
department  end  related  to  military  projects  ongoing  or  proposed 
for  Malmstram  Air  Force  Base.  It  is  ths  department's  opinion 
that  insufficient  fsets  were  available  at  the  time  of  compilation 
of  the  Peacekeeper  MIS  for  the  Air  porce  to  be  able  to  project 
accurate  impacts  of  a  new  project  on  the  local  human  services 
programs.  initial  findings  of  the  department's  research 
indicates  that  there  has  been  a  significant  impact  to  local 
aervlcea  by  military  families,  aa  well  as  itinerant  families 
brought  in  by  the  prospect  of  new  construction. 

The  department  is  beginning  to  profile  expenditures  made  by 
county  end  state  governments  that  are  a  direct  result  of  the 
close  proximity  to  s  military  installation.  The  preliminary 
findings  proflls  the  far  reaching  effects  on  the  local  economy. 

Military  families  are  of  particular  interest  because  of  the 
direct  impact  on  the  coamunity  resources  in  eimes  of  crisis. 
These  families  often  avail  themselves  of  local  resources  because 
of  the  philosophical  differences  surrounding  the  issue  of 
confidentiality  between  two  entities. 

Dysfunctional  families  require  many  costly  supportive 
services t  psychological  evaluations,  staff  investigations  and 
intervention,  foster  carej  long  and  short-term  and  in  the  case  of 
an  emotionally  disturbed  child,  residential  treatment.  Families 
brought  into  the  area  by  the  prospect  of  employment  on  military 
installations  may  also  increase  the  need  for  additional  services. 
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These  services  are  both  time  consuming  and  expensive,  sad 
are  very  often  the  sole  burden  of  community  service  providers  a a 
well  as  state  and  local  government. 

It  is  the  department's  intention  in  the  coming  months  to 
create  a  clearer  picture  of  the  actual  Impact  or.  department 
services  by  any  increased  military  activity  at  Malmetrom  Air 
Porce  Base.  The  department  intends  to  continue  to  share  this 
information  on  an  ongoing  basis  with  Kalmstrom  Air  Porce  Base 
officials,  as  well  aa  the  Governor' a  Intergovernmental  Small  I CBM 
working  Group  In  the  spirit  of  consistent  cosmunicstion  and 
coordination  with  military  and  local  officials. 
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n*  has  a  mmber  of  other  serious  concerns  relating  to  the  analysis 
of  the  prt*josad  project.  Seme  of  these  are  graerie ,  while  others  relate 
to  specific  sites,  These  are  discussed  In  our  enclosed  detailed 
lx— ms.  In  keeping  with  EJ*'s  procedures,  we  have  rated  this  ns  H>-2 
for  the  Barksdale  AFB  alternative  site  and  EE-2  for  all  other  sites. 

These  ratings  are  explained  on  the  enclosed  sumary  sheet.  I  have  asked 
Dr.  W.  Alexander  Hi  Him  (202-382-5909)  to  follow  up  with  you  concerning 
EX*‘s  canmnts. 


Lt.  col.  Peter  raish 

ATBCE-BB/neV 

Norton  Are.  O  92409-4448 

Dear  colonel  MUah: 

Xn  accordrace  with  the  raquir—its  of  the  National  Prviiu— )Lai 
Policy  Act  (NB*>  and  Section  309  of  the  Clara  Air  Act,  the  U.S. 
Birirci— Nil  Protection  Agracy  has  reviewed  the  U.S.  Air  Force's  Draft 
Parti  is—  All  Upact  9tat— nt  for  the  feacefcMper  Rail  Garriecn 
Program.  The  Proponed  Action  ia  to  d*>loy  50  Peacekeeper  missiles  on  25 
trains.  Up  to  four  trains  could  be  deployed  at  F.E.  warren  Air  Force 
Base  (AfB) ;  the  other  trains  would  be  deployed  rnong  six  of  t«i 
candidate  diployemnt  installations.  F.E.  vmrrwi  AFB  wxiid  be  the 
primary  location  for  aseatoly,  integration,  major  maintwwnce,  and 
operations  mggort  of  the  systra.  All  existing  facilities  established 
to  export  the  iraraltraper  in  Mlmtamra  Silos  xystra  at  F.E.  Warren  ATB 
«xud  be  used  for  asamtrty  and  mintramce  of  the  Rail  Garrison  9yst«n. 


'  Richard  E.  Sander sen 
Director 

Office  of  Federal  Activities 


Diclosures 


A  garriecn  would  consist  of  four  earth-covered  shelters  in  which 
the  trains  would  bo  housed.  Additionally,  a  missile  maintenance 
building  where  the  reentry  vehicles  would  be  installed  on  the  missiles, 
■i  entry  control  facility,  inter-cemecting  roads  and  track,  and 
security  fencing  would  be  constructed.  The  total  average  area  of  a 
garriecn  would  be  approximately  150  acres.  A  rail  line  would  be 
constructed  or  upgraded  to  connect  the  garrison  to  the  closest  rain  line 
rail  apur.  The  facilities  would  be  located  in  existing,  modified,  or 
nawiy  constructed  structures  <x»  or  in  the  vicinity  of  the  candidate 
installations. 


W»  major  concern  with  the  proposal  is  related  to  the  potratial 
iapmeta  i*»n  wetlands  at  seme  sites,  tepacts  to  wnund  system? /habitat 
are  not  wall  defined  (and  in  some  cases  not  swan  identified)  and 
mitigatiw  aansurse  fOr  wetland  value  losses  have  not  been  sufficiratly 
developed.  The  impacts  to  wetland  values  are  clearly  significant  at 
Berksfele  AIB  in  Lou.  si  am  iher*  1M  acres  of  wetlands  would  be  lppsv»«l, 
and  to  a  leaser  motrat  at  Nurtmdth  AFB,  Fairchild  ATB,  and  whit  awn  wd. 
The  proposed  activities  at  these  sites  will  require  permits  under  section 
404  of  the  Clara  rater  Act,  as  well  as  mitigation  masuree.  HR's 
prfmeta  is  that  the  Upacta  be  avoided  by  the  selection  of  other  sites 
for  iaplmraitaticn  of  the  program.  EX*  strongly  reccerande  presentation 
of  mltigetira  plras  for  thsee  upsets  in  the  final  ns.  since  the  need 
for  and  cost  of  these  plans  could  affect  the  Air  Force  decision  on 
selection  of  sites. 


SUMMIT  or  RATING  OCT  I  MtTIOMS 
AW  FOILOW-U*  ACTJOM* 
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Cmrlr*— |<H«1  iMKt  of  tte  *CtlOg 

'0—litu  of 

i*m  CM  ravlmi  kn  «ot  ttontifl**  **y  **s*«xiil  imlrnuNfir >1  Irku 
r***(riM  wMtiMln  Ou*gtt  to  eh*  pro*ou1.  Th*  r** (•«  My  M**  oucloitd 
0W*t*>ll1w  for  a**Me«tlon  of  ■ttljitlm  Miurn  tlut  could  b* 

•ccoMllth**  with  a*  Mr*  th**  Mm r  ch«»f*,  to  th*  »rocot«). 

tC— 4fl»TfMM*ta!  Co*c*ms 

Th*  IIA  r*«l*w  h«i  ImettHM  M*1r*M*«t«1  lanct*  t**t  shawl*  b*  i«o<d*d  to 
«r**r  CO  fully  yrotoct  t h*  wntfont.  Correal**  measures  My  r*qut re 
chon***  to  th*  *r*f*«7**  »  Here*  tire  or  *Ml1c»t1on  Of  eltlptlo*  Miturtt 
that  coa  nduca  th*  **vtro«mt*t«1  1*e«ct.  EIA  would  lit*  to  *©r*  with  th* 
load  aRMcy  to  raduc*  th*M  iMXtt. 

(0— €<i«t  r*MMMa  I  Qtj*ct1ont 

Th*  El*  review  ha*  ld*«ttf lad  i<*nl f leant  «*<rir*Mm«t*l  <RKtl  that  »i*t  he 
avoldad  la  ord*r  to  pro* la*  ad**uat*  protoctloa  for  th*  *a«1roM*at.  Correalv* 
mum  My  r**ulr*  tuMtaatlat  chwife,  to  th*  preferred  altoro*  tlv*  or 
cowltOerit toe  of  40M  oth*r  project  altemetlve  (lecludle*  th*  a*  action 
•  ltenutlve  or  a  m  altaraatl **J .  CIA  intern*,  to  uork  with  th*  1«ad 
a*Mcy  to  r*duc*  th***  lM*Cts. 

CU--t*v1ro*Mnti1ly  U**atlif*ctory 

Th*  CM  rev  1m  h««  Identified  Adverse  **vl rcementel  lM*ct»  th«t  ar*  of 
*«fflcl*ht  Mfattud*  that  th*,  ar*  un**tl*fact*ry  fro-  th*  itand»olnt  of 
public  h*alth  *r  Mlfara  or  anvlronMwtal  «ualtty.  CIA  intend*  to  »t'l  with 
th*  l**d  *  fancy  to  roouc*  th*,*  Impeas.  If  th*  ootoattal  wmatltfactory 
lapact*  ar*  not  corr*ct*d  at  th*  final  E1S  stag*.  thl*  propot  a  1  will  b* 
raco— ad*d  for  r*f*rral  to  th*  CEQ. 

Adequacy  of  th*  lM*ct  ltat«t«t 
Category  l— Adequate 

CIA  b#ti***t  th*  draft  CIS  adequately  **ti  forth  th*  nvlrowiital  inpact (,) 
of  th*  pr*f*rr*d  alternative  and  those  of  th*  alternative*  reasonably  avail 
abl*  to  th*  project  or  action.  Ho  furthor  analytl*  or  data  collation  1* 
wcHlirj .  but  th*  r**l*«*r  way  suggest  tr>  addition  of  clarifying  language  or 
InforMtlon. 

Category  f—  Insufficient  Information 

The  draft  CIS  doe*  not  contain  Sufficient  Information  for  CPA  to  fully  a*, at, 
tnvironmantal  impact*,  that  should  be  avoided  In  order  to  fully  protect  tie 
environment,  or  the  CIA  reviewer  ha*  identified  new  reasonably  available 
alternative,  that  ar*  within  th*  spectrum  of  ilt*m*t1v*s  analyte*  i*  in* 
draft  CIS.  which  could  reduce  th*  environmental  lapact*  of  th*  action.  Tut 
identified  additional  Information,  data,  aMlyie*.  or  dl*c«t»lon  should  b* 
included  In  the  final  CIS. 

Cettgory  1-- Inadequate 

CIA  doe*  not  be  Have  that  the  draft  CIS  adequately  isiesie*  potentially 
significant  environmental  1a*ects  of  the  action,  or  the  CIA  reviewer  has 
identified  »«w.  reasonably  available  alternative*  that  are  outside  of  the 
spectrun  ol  alternative*  analyte*  In  the  draft  CIS.  which  should  be  analyied 
in  order  to  reduce  the  potentially  slgnlflcent  tovl  forwent  a  I  iMects.  CIA 
believe*  that  the  Identified  additional  Information,  data,  analyte*,  or 
ditcuttton*  are  of  such  a  Mgnttudt  that  they  should  have  full  public  revltw 
at  a  draft  stage.  CIA  doe,  not  oelleve  that  th*  draft  CIS  Is  ad*quatt  for  the 
purposa,  of  the  hCIA  and/or  Section  10*  review,  and  thus  should  be  formally 
revised  a/d  aade  available  for  public  coammnt  In  a  supplemental  or  revised 
draft  CIS.  On  the  basis  of  the  potential  significant  Impact*  Involved,  thl* 
proposal  could  be  a  candidate  for  referral  to  the  CCO. 


U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agcrcy 
Cements  on  the  Draft 
PiurinammiLal  lapact  Btattmau.  for  the 
U.S.  Mr  FOrce  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 


aeeapey  EiaatattMaa 

o  Thraj^put  this  documart,  the  Departamt  of  Defence  (ECO) 
needs  to  acknowledge  its  responsibilities  uniter  Executive 
(teeter  No.  12580 .  regarrling  its  role  in  response  coordination 
during  a  release  frees  any  facility  or  vessel  inter  DGD 
jurisdiction,  custody  ad  control. 


o  Section  2.4,  page  2-14,  and  5.0,  page  5-2,  should  include  the 
statement  that  . .the  Deparuwnt  of  Defense  (DCD)  and  the 
U.S.  EnviiumuiLal  Protection  Agency  (EX*)  would  respond  by 
deploying  teaee  specially  trained  and  equipped  to  deal  with 
any  contingency. .  .DOD  teaee  would  assist  the  responding  local, 
state  and  federal  agencies  with  these  efforts.”  These  two 
sections  appear  to  indicate  that  the  DCD  will  rely  cn  the 
local ,  state  and  other  federal  agencies  to  conduct  — rgmey 
response  activities.  In  Section  5.S.1,  rv  hwrnm 

page  5-38,  DCS  is  referred  to  as  ". .  .the  removal  response 
authority  with  respect  to  incldt**  s  ur  "Jiving  DCD  military 
weapons  and  msiitions  whenyer  they  occur."  This  document  is 
inccnsist*it  in  describing  DD’s  role  in  the  event  of  an 
incident.  Clarification  is  necessary,  keeping  in  mind  that 
under  the  National  Contingency  Plan  (NO*) ,  DCD  required  to 
assign  its  own  Ck>- Scene  Coordinator. 

o  Section  5.5.1,  page  5-40,  third  paragraph,  describes  sane  of 
the  notification  procedures  of  the  DCD  Cn- Scene  comnander. 

The  method  of  notifying  the  local,  state  and  other  federal 
agencies  is  unclear.  There  is  no  description  of  the  CCD's 
method  of  reporting  an  incident  to  the  National  Response 
Center  as  required  by  the  Reportable  Quantity  regulations,  40 
CFR  Part  302,  under  the  NCP.  The  descriptions  of  the  role  of 
B*  in  the  event  of  an  incident  (Section  2.4  and  5.0)  will  be 
to  deploy  "...teams  specially  trained  and  equipped  to  deal 

with  any  contingency - "  Section  5.5.1  does  not  sufficiently 

detail  the  notification  proceAtres  that  would  allow  Ef%  to 
deploy  these  tew. 


Mr  Pollution,  naflailas 
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o  The  methodology  arployed  is  simplistic,  based  essentially  cn  a 
proportional  modeling  technique.  This  procedure  assumes  that 
monitored  pollutant  concentrations  are  linearly  related  to 
nearby  missions.  Thus  potential  increases  in  missions  leads 
to  proportionately  higher  aibient  air  conceit rat ions.  One 
major  problem  is  that  the  air  quality  monitors  in  this  report 
are  not  located  close  enough  to  the  Mr  Force  Bases  to  measure 


•from  EPS  manual  1640  lollcy  an*  Procedures  for  the  »«vt*w  of  Federal  Action, 
Insetting  tn«  Environment. 
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foort-term  hitfi  concmrationa  from  fugitive  Amt  sources  that  emit 
very  cloee  to  ground  level.  Since  msch  construction  grading, 
relocation  of  facilities,  and  other  activities  will  occur  very  close 
to  the  fencelinss  of  almost  all  the  Mr  Force  Bases  studied,  the 
reel  iigmct  an  R^0  ccncwrt rations  has  not  beat  adequately  assessed. 
Th*  proportional  modeling  procedures  end  assumptions  sploymd  do  not 
lead  to  realistic  air  quality  impacts.  The  saw  level  of  technical 
•ate ling  performed  in  Oeptar  5. a  for  accident  analyses  should  be 
performed  for  the  air  quality  analyses  in  Ompeer  4.0. 

o  9ce»  portions  of  Qupter  5.0  also  deserve  caeeiu.  First,  the 
meteorological  aaasqjtfcn  in  Table  5.3. 1-3  are  confusing. 
Atmospheric  stability  t  Mould  be  characterized  as  slightly 
stable,  not  moderately  unstable  (known  as  B  stability),  E 
stability  implies  the  irmeice  of  a  surface  baaed  temperature 
Inversion  with  no  vertical  nixing  due  to  surface  heat  exchange. 

Thus  the  aammpfclan  of  a  aixing  layer  ctepth  is  not  correct. 

HSa  E  or  B  stability  used  in  the  dispersion  mxteling?  Second, 

(M  page  5-32,  line  10,  the  «*ry  (2.2  km)  should  be  (22  Ian). 

Third,  the  use  of  Ehglish  and  metric  units  inside  or  outside 
pemthasee  la  not  consistvit. 


arm  srmne  awtMB 
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ifcraiiii  m 

Orotructlcn  of  p»tigiaei  facilities  would  result  In  the  disturbance  of 
362.4  acres  of  land,  169.6  permenmtly  and  191.8  acres  taporarily 
(Sect lav  4.3,  table  4.3-2). 

Ftkir  facilities  (the  garrlaai  area,  a  relocated  grwiaite  range,  the 
Training  Train  aieitar  and  the  rail  spur)  are  proposed  for  undeveloped 
portions  of  the  base,  construction  of  the  rail  spur,  new  roods, 
garrison  and  related  facilities  would  fin  188.9  acres  of  forested 
wgtlMid  habitat.  According  to  the  OS,  the  area  wetlartte  are  hl^ily 
productive  and  provide  excellent  habitat  for  (tear ,  turloey.  anil  game, 
Write,  rvtiiae,  and  Mffiibians.  Wildlife  populations  would  experioce 
increased  mortality  becae^e  of  this  habitat  loss.  Forest  habitat 
disturbed  during  construction  would  not  be  allowed  to  recover  to 
predistmuence  cmditlone  harm  me  of  security  constraints,  and  would 
therefore  be  pareanantly  lost. 

Long  Amratian  iapects  would  be  hl^i  because  the  program  would  affect 
large  areas  of  wetland  habitat  (188.9  acrae),  cause  associated 
disturbances  in  surrounding  wetland  habitats,  affect  the  American 
alligator,  and  result  in  the  degradation  of  biological  coamnitiae. 
Lang-Aeratian  Impacts  would  be  significant  herauee  of  the  ecological 
l^wrtMice  of  the  habitat  that  would  be  affected  (Page  4.3-30  CCS) . 
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The  404(b)(1)  guidelines,  published  at  40  CFR  Part  230  (1987),  are 
regulations  containing  the  requir— iLs  for  issuing  a  permit  for 
discharge  of  dredged  or  fill  materials.  40  CFR  230.10(a)  covers 
"non-water  dependant  activities"  (i.e. ,  activities  that  could  be 
perfonwd  an  non-sort  land  sites,  and  provides  essentially  that  the  CDrp6 
of  Engineers  aust  determine  whether  m  alternative  site  is  available  that 
would  cause  less  harm  to  the  wetlands) .  Specifically,  it  provides  that 
"no  discharge  of  dredjed  or  fill  material  shall  be  permitted  if  there  is 
a  practicable  alternative"  to  the  proposal  that  would  have  a  "less 
adverse  impact"  on  the  "aquatic  ecosysta*."  it  also  provides  that  a 
practicable  alternative  my  include  "an  area  not  presently  owned  by  the 
applicant  which  coild  reasonably  be  obtained,  utilised,  expanded,  or 
mnaged  in  order  to  fulfill  the  basic  purpose  of  the  proposed  activity 
(40  CTR  230.10(a)(2)]."  It  further  provides  that,  unless  clearly 
dMcnstrated  otherwise,  practicable  alternatives  are  (1)  presumed  to  be 
available  and  (2)  presuned  to  have  lees  adverse  impact  an  the  aquatic 
ecosystem  [40  CTR  230.10(a)(3)].  Thus,  an  ^pl leant  oust  rebut  both  of 
these  Fresuqfcicns  in  order  to  obtain  a  permit.  9ecti<n  230.10(c)  and 
(d)  reqiire  that  the  dorps  not  permit  any  discharge  that  would  contribute 
to  si^iiflcant  degradation  of  the  Nation’s  wetlands  and  that  any  advene 
i^rncts  wet  be  mitigated  throu*u  practicable  naasuree. 

According  to  page  4.3-29  of  the  Draft  CIS,  "the  Mr  Force  believes  the 
proposed  action  is  in  compliance  with  section  404  since  alternative 
sites  were  considered  for  location  of  progm  facilities.  In  order  to 
collocate  facilities  of  the  prepoeed  progrmi  with  existing  facilities 
and  meet  engineering  m3  operational  constraints,  it  warn  determined  that 
there  is  no  practicable  alternative  to  the  propoood  construction  of  seme 
facilities  in  wtlands.  Furthermore,  site-specific  program  design  ail 
construction  techniques  would  include  all  practicable  ■masures  to 
minimise  harm  to  wetlands." 

It  is  not  apparent  to  B*  at  this  time  that  possible  avoidance  of  this 
site  or  elimination  of  the  Barksdale  Mr  Force  Base  as  a  earth  date  site 
for  the  Iteacefceeper  Rail  Garrison  Progrsu  is  not  practicable.  Nine 
other  candidate  Mr  Ftarce  Basse  have  been  idmrtified  that  would  have 
lees  slTiificant  iapects  to  wetlands  envircrments. 

Furthermore,  if  the  Mr  force  were  to  determine  that  the  Barksdale  site 
is  essential  to  the  success  of  the  Peacekeeper  Hiseicn,  the  Mr  Force 
should  dewlop  a  full  and  caqareheneive  mitigation  plan  to  create  and/or 
antme  uwtland  functional  values  lost  ty  the  pmopoeed  action.  The 
completed  mitigation  plan  and  consideration  of  these  cereems  should  be 
evaluated  and  discussed  in  the  Final  9tat m—nt ,  Furthermore,  if 
congressional  esoeeptlon  is  being  *****  under  Section  404(r) ,  it  should 
be  clearly  stated  in  the  EES  document. 

mrtmtm  mb 

In  general,  BA's  concerns  relate  to  the  project's  potential  impmrts 
upon  wetl«Kte  and  to  the  camnity  Aw  to  noise  Imparts  M  Induced 
develop***,  air  ccammts  are  presented  below. 
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4a  Draft  ns  la  —cl— r  about  the  met— t  of  wetl— a  loss.  Tab'® 

4.12.6-2  inttcmt—  that  3.2  acres  of  forested  wetland  in  _ne  Kt^oie 
River  floodplain  would  be  last  (fee  to  ccnmtructi—  of  a  rail  spur. 
However,  page  4.12-45  cwtllnss  swliowm  concerns  associated  with  a 
possible  future  second  rail  ccmactor.  That  di«ri— ion  indicates  only 
that  large  areas  of  Mtl— d  would  be  drained  end  tilled  In  the  Ausabie 
River  flood  plain  and  along  the  ri— infer  of  the  rail  corridor  resulting 
In  paraen— t  loss  of  critical  habitat.  If  this  second  rail  ccmactor  is 
being  considered,  than  the  EXS  should  provide  an  in-d*xh  analysis  of 
wetlands  impacts,  as  Mil  as  other  types  of  impacts,  so  that  the  full 
— t— t  of  pot— tlal  impacts  can  be  mn-aart  in  an  appropriate  Merer. 
Without  this  nee— t.  the  later  develofaunt  could  be  viewed  as 
piece— sling  of  projects,  the  ns  should  discuss  acreage  and  types  of 
wetlaufe  to  be  affected  and  should  pre— i t  a  map  showing  locations  of 
thsee  wetlands.  Vie  E2S  —ould  also  diatues  v4iy  the  area  is  considered 
critical  habitat.  A  plan  for  wetland  mjtlgatlan/ccmpanBSt ion  should  also 
be  pr^ered. 

Page  4.12-29  states ,  The  location  of  the  rail  spur  has  been  desired  to 
minimi—  wetland  disturb— ce  and  Its  relocation  la  not  feasible. ■  The 
tact  also  indicates  that  a  detailed  alternative  analysis  would  be  made  to 
satisfy  certain  state  permit  reqil r—ta ,  but  fails  to  mention  that  such 
—  analysis  Is  also  required  under  Section  404(b)  (1)  guidelines  of  the 
Clean  —ter  Act.  Hie  — tlanal  Ehvircrm— tal  Iblicy  ret  (t*59i)  also 
requires  that  all  feasible  alternatives  be  considered. 

Therefore,  a  discussion  of  the  full  r— ge  of  alternatives,  and  an 
analysis  of  all  feasible  alternatives,  should  be  included  in  the  Final 
CIS. 


Mitigation  measures  are  discussed  on  page  4.12-31.  Measures  incline 
minimizing  the  area  extant  of  construction  disturbance  in  wetlands  and 
other  sensitive  habitats;  creating  new  wetlands  or  enhancing  existing 
wetlands;  building  sediment  trap*;  building  railroad  mxi  road  artwikment 
at  lees  than  the  normal  angle  of  repose  to  minimize  long-term  erosion  and 
—dim— tatl—;  and  restoring  offsite  habitat  (other  than  wetlsn*>i  or 
Increasing  protection  of  sensitive  species  or  important  habitats  offsite. 
He  concur  with  all  these  Measures  for  wetlands  mitigation  with  the 
exception  of  the  last  one.  —lie  we  encourage  restoration  of  other  types 
of  habitats,  we  would  not  consider  restoration  of  habitat  types  other 
thm  wetl— ds  as  mitigation  for  wetlands  losses.  Restoration  of  habitat 
types  other  then  wet’—  would  not  replace  the  functional  values  lost  as 
a  result  of  tilling  the  wmt^mds.  MpUc— ant  or  anhanca— n  aust  occur 
at  a  minintm  1:1  ratio.  For  those  wetlands  —icix  are  more  difficult  to 
replace,  such  as  forested  wetlands,  ccmp— t iun  should  occur  at  a  hitter 
ratio. 
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Mitigation  plans  ut  include  strategies  to  ensure  that  rtpln:— t/ 
— o— nt  will  ba  successful.  Therefore,  a  long  term  Monitoring  plan 
should  be  — de  part  of  the  project,  ctnsideratlon  should  be  given  to 
— emirns  for  mhw l — H  /mitigation  to  minimize  losses  of  finer. ions. 


Noise 

The  Draft  CIS  discusses  temporary  impacts  due  to  construction  noise,  but 
It  fails  to  — alyse  the  effects  that  relocation  of  the  gisiade  r— ge 
would  have  cn  surrounding  residences.  The  land  use  mop  preened  on  page 
4.12-23  shows  a  amber  of  tha  residarms  located  to  the  soutlwest  of  the 
site  of  the  proposed  grenade  range.  A  noise  analysis  Should  ba 
— dertah—  to  determine  the  effects  of  this  relocation.  Mitigation 
measures  should  be  incorporated  into  the  design  of  the  project  for  those 
areas  substantially  affected  by  increased  noise  levels.  If  the  relocated 
explosive  ordnance  disposal  range  involves  noise  iapacts,  than  these 
iapacts  — ould  also  be  examined,  and  a  ccmmdta— t  should  be  made  to 
provide  mitigation  to  adversely  affected  residences. 

GroaxVater  Contamination 

Page  4.12-35  of  the  Draft  CIS  discusses  groundwater  ccntaadnaticn. 
Moderate  to  hi^i  levels  of  trichloroethylene ,  dichloroethylans ,  and 
benzoie  indarlie  several  areas  of  the  base.  In  the  past,  several  water 
apply  wells  were  closed  die  to  cent— inated  groundwater.  A  series  of 
purge  Mils  has  been  installed  to  r— ove  acme  of  the  moat  hi— ly 
contaminated  groundwater  and  prev—t  further  migration. 

As  stated  in  the  Draft  CIS,  ". .  .the  apply  Mils  are  vulnerable  to 
contamination  from  adjacent  locations  within  the  aquifer  and  expensive 
gromdwater  protection  measures  oust  currently  be  maintained  to  assure 
adequate  quality.  The  danands  of  the  proposed  prograa  would  further 
aggravate  this  situation. ■  The  Draft  CIS  also  states  that  alternate 
sources  of  water  should  be  considered.  He  numimi  that  the 
feasibility  of  ax  alternative  adequate  water  apply  be  determined  prior 
to  i-i-saxittlng  resources  to  the  Ftoacekeeper  project  at  Hurtaaith  Air 
Fbrce  Base. 

—  also  note  that  the  DGD  is  preparing  a  permit,  a**  '.(cation  under  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery  ret  (ROTO  for  Hurt— ith  Air  Force 
Base.  Once  this  ^plication  is  submitted  to  □*,  we  will  undertake  a 
RCRA  facility  aseesmt.  Depending  upon  the  assessment  findings, 
further  studies  and/or  clean-up  actions  may  be  required. 

Indjced  Development 

The  Draft  CIS  states  that  by  1993,  a  total  of  585  additional  Jobs  would 
be  created  and  would  continue  at  this  level  throughout  the  life  of  the 
prograa.  The  project  would  cause  the  population  in  the  Oscoda  area  to 
increase  ever  baseline  forecasts  by  7.2  percmit.  The  EXS  should  analyze 
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the  pot— ial  for  impact  firm  — y  new  infrastructure,  such  as  roads, 
—wars  — d  utilities  to  m.u— ufem  the  additional  residents  oqmctad  to 

IThe  Final  exs  should  also  discuss  the  pot— t  ial  for  adverse  iapacts  an 
wetl— de  dm  to  induced  development  as  a  result  to  the  project.  A  plan 
—ould  be  ASMlCpad  to  minimize  euch  lap eels  and  to  praride  mitigation 
for  xraroid— Xe  wetlands  losses. 
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o  A  mitigation  pi—  for  the  Met  lands  Inpact  needs  to  be 
developed  and  included  in  thm  Final  EXS. 


o  The  purpose  for  discussing  two  optional  sites,  or  "aa>- 

altammtives,"  is  not  clear.  The  two  optional  sites  (south 
aid  east)  are  wiitly  opt  lens  under  both  the  proposed  and 
alternate  act lms.  The  a—mry  of  Program  Upsets,  P.4.9-10 
do—  not  ld—tlfy  any  differ— ce  in  potential  1— acts  between 
the  tM>  sit—  infer  either  alternative.  The  discussion  of 
other  Air  Pores  iwbqr—  states  that  the  majority  of  technical 
faciliti—  for  tha  —ell  IOM  pcogr—  would  be  an  the  southeast 
aids  of  ths  Mr  Force  Be—  rummy.  There  Is  no  indication  of 
what  effect  this  construction  ml— t  have  in  determining  the 
selection  of  the  south  or  sast  options.  Ths  section  cn 
QaeilatlM  Upsets  (begiming  with  Section  4.9. 1.5,  p.  4.9-21) 
erne—  tha  south  site  cptlcn  is  chosen.  No  rationale  is  given 
for  this  aasimpticn. 

If  the  Mr  force  is  going  to  include  discussions  of  these  two 
offcions,  th—  they  should  include  the  differ— can  between  the 
two  options  for  §11  alternatives. 
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Again,  mitigation  of  lost  wetland  values  needs  to  be  discussed 
in  greeter  detail  in  Section  4.9.6. 3. 
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ermerd  would  be  more  th—  double  the  amount  for  all  of  Great  Falls. 
Is  th4s  correct? 
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o  m  the  aswnsn— t  of  emulative  iapacts  throughout  the  section  on 
Halmstrom.  the  iapacts  are  assessed  assuidng  concurrent  development 
of  the  various  program.  Does  the  seqo— ce  of  the—  decisions  have 
—  effect  on  projected  iapacts?  Ebr  —ample,  if  the  Rail  Garrison 
were  constructed  at  the  east  site,  would  later  constriction  for  the 
SHmll  IC»  progi—  have  additional  impacts? 


o  Ox  p.4.9-67.  Section  4.9.14,  the  misting  Burlington  Northern  (Hi) 
track  which  wuld  be  used  for  a  second  rail  connector  appears  to 
nxx  throu—  —  urban  area  in  Great  Fails.  Ths  discussion  in  this 
section  does  not  address  the  iapacts  of  increased  rail  traffic 
throu£x  this  arm.  It  appears  from  the  aep  (figure  4.914-1)  that  — 
alternate  route  could  be  achieved  by  connecting  with  the  BN  track 
die  north  of  the  Mr  fbrce  Base.  This  appears  to  redice  ispacts  and 
safety  hazards  affecting  the  «ore  populated  proposed  route. 
Additional  information  should  be  provided  regarding  this 
alternative. 


o  Page  4.11-18,  last  paragraph:  The  CCS  gave  a  total  c— aeity  for 
the  Knob  Master,  Missouri,  lagoon  and  over l— d  flow  system  of  0.48 
Eft).  Actual  total  capacity  is  sli^xtly  lower  at  0.40  MX).  The 
lagoon  system  has  the  0.48  M3)  capacity;  however,  the  overl—d  flow 
plot  has  a  capacity  of  exxly  0.40  MX).  The  DCS  gave  —  anticipated 
1994  overage  daily  flow  of  0.43  MX).  The  lagoexi  syst—  will  provide 
ample  capacity  for  the  growth  needs  of  Knob  Neater,  but  the  city  may 
need  to  purchase  lore  land  at  the  site  to  increase  capacity  for 
(*— '1— d  flow. 


Page  4.11-20,  aecc.Yl  paragraph:  A  reference  la  made  to  the 
capacity  of  the  city's  treatment  — d  distribution  syst—  of  0.38 
MX).  This  spears  to  conflict  with  the  previous  statement  of  6.0 
MX). 


o 
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o 


P.4.9-54,  Section  4.9.  7.2,  M»W  Hear  Urnerm  future 
agriculture  u—  water  in  the  arms  of  the  Missouri  which 
euppll—  the  sr—  aroixi d  crest  Falls  is  —  important,  factor. 
There  is  almost  no  m— ticxx  of  projected  agricultural  urn  or 
its  possible  1— act  cxi  the  Increased  (not  specified)  needs  of 
the  area.  Dua  to  the  axxtlming  Aruftt  conditions  in 
Mx*— m,  Mich  are  particularly  acute  this  year,  the  state  may 
—act  n—  regulation  or  las  regarding  saint— ce  of  instre— 
flow.  Hater  u—  —ould  be  tab—  into  aoco—t  in  the 
predict i(xi  —out  future  ispacts. 

The  ruten  in  T— le  4. 9. 7-1  do  not  correspend  to  the  text 
(section  4.9.7. 3  later  —tar  um>.  Also,  according  to  the 
table,  dsmsstlc  water  u—  for  Mlmetrom  APB  in  1992  awl  1993 


24 


o  Page  4.11-35,  section  4.11.7.2,  paragraph  titled  surface  Hater 
Hydrology  — d  Quality:  The  document  adequately  portrays  the 
existing  network  — d  water  quality;  however,  there  is  no  discussion 
about  existing  nonpoint  source  runoff  from  the  base  —ich  apparently 
ham  resulted  in  ctilordsne  cent— lnation  of  fish  in  Lake  Buteo 
(Missouri  0— arts— t  of  Ifetural  naaourc—  305(b)  Report,  1986, 
p.  13) . 
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The  impact  of  additional  population  in  the  area  cn  surface 
water  quality  frcmi  westeweter  is  adequately  portrayed,  but  no 
a— tion  is  made  of  nexpoint  source  controls  cn  stormwater  from 
the  base  develops— t  except  for  refer— ce  to  construction 
erosion.  If  po— ible,  an  estimate  of  the  garrison  site  nnoff 
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quality  tfuc  oontrucum  (“rcxmi*  cpuraticxa)  unoulil  m  ocmgmrmfl 
to  mrtpnng  sits  runoff  quell ty. 


26 


o  tog*  4.11-35  aactlcn  4.11.7.2,  pingruft  titled  Grouitetar 

m^kology  and  Quality!  B»  DEIS  wtatm  ttm.  no  furthmr  degradation 
of  pmkatar  quality  Dm  ban  ckmarvmd  in  the  tree  eince  1962  aa  a 
ccnamqumicm  of  local  W8«  remitting  in  localiaad  aigraticn  of 
aallna  ynnlta.  Hmwi,  we  wwwt  that  «aa  effort  ba  ana  to 
■xkl  tba  dan  b afcott  aquifers  fi.a. ,  Bbian,  tkxJoidDwc  and 
Lavete)  to  dataradna  Mmt  affact,  if  «iy,  lncraaaad  pam  would 
tmm  on  tba  poaiticn  of  tba  tram  water /saline  water  Interface  In 
tba  area. 
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are  below  mi  ■ai^iif Icanca"  levels,  there  win  be  only  a  elntaal 
inact  an  regloral  air  quality.  However,  there  are  no  data  to  back 
i*>  this  claim.  It  aWi  only  particulate  wetter  was  ccmi dared  in 
the  air  quality  analyaaa.  Other  cremation  products  (nitrogen 
oatidea,  sulfur  cKidas,  carton  mantida.  and  other  criteria 
pollutants)  mat  ba  evaluated  for  their  iavert  an  the  emiait  air. 
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o  Again,  Era  iau-a—rti  pr^euration  of  a  plan  to  aitlgate  tba 
loaa  of  watlanda  and  praaantstion  of  the  plan  in  the  rinal 
EZS. 


o  Via  19M  ambanu  to  the  Safe  Er inking  water  Act  include 
proviaiane  for  a  wellhead  Protection  Program  (MV) .  Um  goal 
of  this  prograa  la  for  atataa  to  daelep,  adopt,  ad  sited t  to 
D9  tor  uprorml,  and  than  txgilammnt,  a  plan  to  protect  pjfeUc 
■f  atqply  walls  and  wallflalda  free  contadncticn.  Staten 
are  required  to  aitmlt  a  MV  prograa  by  Jin  19,  1969.  The 
state  of  Maaourl  has  already  tahmn  certain  initiatives  In  that 
direction  «d  has  .  mmi  ttad  to  atfmit  a  draft  MV  aenaj— il 
plan  to  DU  within  the  nmet  few  weeks.  Mdtmxmi  MB,  ahng 
with  ocher  coaanltias  in  the  area,  will  ewimally  need  to 
develop  an  ^fxc^aiata  MV  amimym it  plat  for  their  walls  or 
wallfialik.  Became  MV  could  haws  a  large  ixgmct  on  how 
Mlitaaan  MB  conducts  businaaa  anxnd  their  cumnt  and  future 
drinking  water  walls,  wellhsad  protection  needs  to  be  addressed 
in  the  ns. 


o  Page  4.11-42,  ascend  psragngh:  The  CPS  discusses  the 

addition  of  a  boiler  with  a  hast  irqut  capacity  of  7S  all  lion 
B9U  per  hour,  it  la  true  that  Miltaaen  MB  currently  has  en 
eir-related  permit  application  under  review  by  the  Missouri 
Oapartaant  of  Natural  tasourcee  (MDNR)  to  install  ana- 75 
mil  lien  hiu  par  hour  boiler.  It  is  not  clear,  however,  if  the 
boiler  project  is  related  to  the  MR  project.  It  is  £»'s 
under  sterling  that  it  Is  related  to  the  B-2  tammr  program. 
UTUsaa  the  Increased  stem  prockxrticn  froei  the  boiler  is 
eeraartted  specifically  for  the  M(  Rail  Garrison  Project,  any 
antiai  of  the  boiler  should  be  presented  for  Lnfomticn 
only. 

If  the  boiler  1»  being  Installed  for  the  m  prograa,  the  text 
needs  to  be  clarified.  Mrst,  the  CCS  states  that  the 
anisaicna  from  the  boiler  fall  below  ^plicable  EF* 
■significance"  levels  and  that  a  "<s»  minimi «■  ccnstructicn 
permit  will  be  required  from  MfK.  This  is  clearly  wrong. 

HW  has  determined  that  the  boiler  installation  represents  a 
"major  nodi  ficat ion"  to  a  "major  existing  stationary  source" 
and  will  therefore  h awe  to  undergo  review  inder  the  Prevention 
of  Si^iifirant  Deterioration  of  Mr  Quality  regulations. 

Second,  the  cos  concludes  that  since  emissions  from  the  boiler 
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WILLIAM  P.  CLEMENT*,  jm. 

aov,"M0"  SeptMher  2,  1988 


Patrick  P.  Caruena,  Col,  USAF 
U.S.  AIR  FORCE 

Deputy  Director  of  Strategic,  SOF 
Washington,  D.C.  20330-1000 


TO: 


THROUGH: 


Debra  Helock 

Legal  Division-General  Law 


Jerry  Null  lean.  Director 
Underground  Injection  Control  **'- 


FRON:  William  C.  Renfro,  Geologist 

Underground  Injection  Control 


RE:  TI-R-88 -07 -04-000 1-50-00  /  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  SYSTEN 


DATE:  July  27,  1988 


Oeer  Applicant: 

Tour  environmental  lapact  statement  for  the  project  referenced  above  he* 
been  reviewed.  The  cowan ts  received  are  summrlzed  below  and  are  attached. 

The  Texas  Water  Camrlssion  suggested  methods  to  protect  the  water 
quality  of  Elm  Creek  and  Lake  Fort  Phantom  Hill  during  construction. 

The  Railroad  Comrlsslon  (RRC)  notes  locations  of  wellbores  which  may 
potentially  be  disturbed  by  excavating.  The  RRC  also  Indicates  that  Dyess 
API  would  be  an  excellent  candidate  for  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  whan 
evaluated  by  the  criteria  of  on  extensive  rail  network  and  quality  of 
privately  owned  railroad  tracks.  The  Texas  Historical  Collision  recoamands 
an  archeological  survey  of  the  trees  to  be  disturbed. 

We  appreciate  the  opportunity  afforded  to  review  this  dociment.  Please 
let  me  know  If  we  can  be  of  further  assistance. 

Sincerely, 

£  T.C.  Adams,  State  Single  Point  of  Contact 
^  TCA/rb/pon 
Enclosures 
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SUBJECT:  Oreft  Environmental  Impact  Statr-fnt—Feacef.eeper 
Rail  Garrison  Program- -Uni ted  State  *1r  Force— 

June  1988--E1 iPTI-R -80- 07 -06 -000 1-50-00- - 

(Pertaining  To  Oyess  Air  Foret  tase,  Taylor  County, Texas) . 

The  Oil  and  Gas  Division  of  the  flatiroad  lormtsslon  of  Texas  submits  the 
following  comntnts  on  Th#  Draft  Environment*!  Impect  Statement  for  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  System: 

A  review  of  Coamission  maps  indicates  the  presence  of  six  or  more  wellbores 
within  the  confines  of  Dyess  Air  Force  Base,  one  of  which  Is  located  In  the  area 
designated  for  th#  proposed  Rail  Garrison  facility  layout.  The  H.  D.  Hopkins  Well 
No.  1  was  drilled  and  abandoned  as  a  dry  hole  by  Great  Lakes  Carbon  Corporation  in 
1946.  If  axcavatlon  Is  necessary  for  the  construction  of  Pall  Garrison 
facilities,  the  possibility  of  damaging  or  destroying  the  surface  plugs  in 
abandoned  wells  necessitates  the  Identification  of  such  wells  that  may  be  located 
under  excavating  activities. 

TH#  011  and  Gas  Division  of  the  teres  Rail  road  toemljslon  wltl  coore'ate  with 
the  United  States  Air  Force  In  locating  abandoned  wells  In  a*rns  nf  proposed 
excavation  when  the  plans  for  the  Peacekeeper  Pall  Garrison  Program  are  finalized 
for  Dyess  Air  Foret  Base,  Taylor  County,  Texts. 


I’Hl  lam  L  .  Pen  fro 


WCR/mb 

cc:  Jim  Morrow,  Director 
Oil  and  Gas  Division 
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C0t*tENTS  OF  THE  TRANSPORTATION  DIVISION 
RAILROAD  COWilSSION  OF  TEXAS 

Ln  raspona*  to 

U.S.  AIR  FORCE  PEACEKEEPER  RAIL  GARRISON  STSTEM 
EIS  t  TX-R-88 -07 -06-000 1-50 -00 
JUNE  1988 

Prepared:  August  10,  1988 
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Transportation  Div.-RCT  -  2  -  August  10,  1988 

As  ths  Exhibit  1  shows,  trains  originating  at  Dyes*  APB  csn 
operate  throughout  central  and  northwest  Texas  and  even  reach 
Into  Car  west  Texas  and  southeastern  New  Mexico.  The  capability 
to  dispatch  trains  to  widely  divergent  geographical  locations  and 
to  traverse  significant  distances  within  the  4-hour  isochrooe  of 
Dyess  AFB  can  be  attributed  to  the  area's  extensive  rail  network 
and  a  generally  good  track  condition. 

A.  Track  Conditions 

Maximum  authorized  track  speed  of  the  various  routes  differ 
with  the  carrier  and  with  status  of  the  individual  rail  line. 

Main  lines  of  the  Union  Pacific  (UP)  and  the  Atchison.  Topeka  6 
Santa  Fe  (ATSF)  railroads,  two  principal  carriers  proximate  to 
Dyess  AFB,  generally  allow  trains  to  be  operated  at  60  mph, 
indicative  of  a  well  aalntained  track  facility.  ATSF  track 
between  Brownwood  and  Cresson  and  between  Lubbock  and  Canyon 
allow  a  aaxlaua  authorized  speed  of  49  aph  while  ocher  branches 
allow  speeds  ranging  frou  10  aph  to  30  aph.  UP  track  west  of 
Abilene  is  operated  at  speeds  ranging  fron  60  aph  down  to  40  mph 
at  the  western  end  of  the  line.  The  "arllngton  Northern  (9N) 
railroad  branch  between  Abilene  and  Wichita  Falls  operatss  up  to 
a  aaxlaua  speed  of  30  aph. 

Track  maintenance  is  performed  et  a  level  consistent  with 
traffic  deneity  over  each  line.  The  traffic  density  map  (Exhibit 
2)  for  1986  gives  a  good  rapresentation  of  traffic  flows  In 
Taxas.  Exhibit  2  la  scaled  to  net  Cons  of  freight  hauled. 


I.  INTRODUCTION 

The  U.S .  Air  Force  is  proposing  to  base  50  to  100  MX 
missiles  on  railcars  to  ba  distributed  to  certain  air  forca  bases 
located  ln  various  parts  of  the  country.  One  of  these  bases  Is 
located  ln  Texas :  Dyess  AFB  In  Abilene.  These  consents  will 
address  Issues  concerning  the  safety  record  of  Texas  rallrosds 
and  the  general  condition  of  Texae  rail  lines  likely  to  be 
Included  ln  the  missile  trains'  dispersal  plans. 

II.  TEXAS  RAIL  ROUTES  AFFECTED 

No  discussion  was  included  in  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (EIS)  relating  to  the  condition  of  the  track,  nor  waa 
mention  made  of  local  rail  traffic  densities. 

In  order  to  address  these  issues,  che  Railroad  Commission  of 
Texas  (RCT)  first  attempted  to  Identify  probable  rail  routes  to 
be  used  by  missile  trains  operating  from  Dyess  AFB.  The  attached 
map  (Exhibit  1)  is  marked  to  illustrate  the  track  routes  over 
which  trains  could  operate  at  lengths  of  running  times  for  2 
hours  end  4  hours  from  their  respective  bases.  Current  timetable 
operating  speeds  were  used  ln  deriving  the  maximum  distance 
expected  to  be  achieved  ln  che  time  allowed.  No  allowance  was 
made  for  delays  encountered  from  meeting  or  passing  ocher  trains. 
The  RCT  assumed  that  the  missile  trains  would  operate  on  a  high 
priority  basis  whereby  ail  other  rail  traffic  would  be  placed  in 
the  clear  sufficiently  in  advance  to  avoid  delays  to  the  missile 
Crains. 
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Tha  UP  main  crack  east  and  west  from  Dyess  AFB  (Abilene)  Is 
experiencing  light  traffic  loading*  (1.6  million  net  cons)  and 
only  aupporta  up  to  two  trains  per  day.  West  of  Odessa,  this 
level  of  train  operationa  is  reduced  even  further.  The  BN  branch 
from  Abilene  to  Wichita  Falls  is  also  a  light  density  line. 
Peacekeeper  train  training  operationa  would  not  be  intrusive  to 
commercial  rail  operations  st  these  locations. 

B.  Rail  Safety 

The  EIS  at  S-45,  and  later  ln  Section  5.2,  dlscuaaes  the 
fine  mechanical  attributes  of  the  new  mlsa^le  trains  and  the  fact 
that  the  occurrence  of  mechanical  related  accidence  is  expected 
to  be  extremely  low.  Track  related  accidents  for  rail  operationa 
emanating  from  Dyess  AFB  can  also  reasonably  be  expected  to  be 
extremely  low.  From  1983  through  1987,  track  caused  eccldents  in 
Texes  declined  by  56X  (Exhibit  3),  an  Impreaalv*  improvement 
record. 

The  need  for  safe,  high  quality  trackage  is  especially 
Important  to  che  operation  of  Peacekeeper  trains  because  this  is 
one  variable  in  the  proposed  rail  operation  where  the  Department 
of  Defense  (DOD)  cannot  establish  an  absolute  quality  control 
effort.  The  crack  structure  Is  privately  owned  and  maintained 
where**  equipment  reliability  end  the  proficiency  of  operating 
personnel  can  be  strictly  monitored  and  controlled  by  DOD. 

III.  CONCLUSION 

An  extensive  rail  network  and  the  quality  of  privately  owned 
railroad  crack  should  be  major  considerations  in  selecting  ■ 
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P*ac«k**p«r  Coamnca 
Transportation  Dlv.-RCT 
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TEXAS  WATER  COMMISSION 


J.  D.  Hwd.  Gmnl  CS W^L  'Xgo 

MichM*  E.  FMrf.  CM  U^rA^v, 


Augxi*t  4,  19  a  a 


Mr.  T.  C.  Ad  am 
Stats  Single  Point  of  Contact 
Governor's  office  of  Budget 
and  Planning 

P.  O.  Box  12428,  Capitol  Station 
Auatin,  Taxaa  78711 

Re:  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  (DEIS) 
for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  System; 
SIS  #  TX-R-88-07 -06-0001 -50-00 

Dear  Mr.  Adams: 


The  staff  of  the  Texas  Water  Commission  has  reviewed  the  above 
referenced  DEIS  relative  to  the  water  quality  implications  of  the 
proposed  construction  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  at  Dyess 
Air  Pores  Base  near  Abilene,  Texas. 


Little  Elm  Creek  borders  the  site  proposed  for  the  construction 
of  the  rail  garrison  and  drains  to  Lake  Fort  Phantom  Hill 
(Abilene's  potable  water  supply) .  Our  primary  concern  is  the 
protection  of  the  water  quality  of  Elm  Creek  and  Lake  Fort 

2  Phantom  Hill.  Extensive  soil  disturbance  will  be  required  during 
the  construction  phase  of  the  project.  Site  sp4»cific  storm  water 
management  and  erosion  control  procedures  should  be  devsloped  and 
implemented  to  prevent  excessive  transport  of  disturbed  soil 
during  rainfall  runoff  events.  Chemicals  used  by  construction 
crews  and  fuels  and  lubricating  oils  required  by  heavy  equipment 
should  be  stored  and  handled  properly  to  prevent  accidental 
contamination  of  surfaca  and/or  ground  watar  in  the  area. 
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Following  completion  of  the  project,  maintenance  and  routine 
operating  activitias  should  be  conducted  in  a  manner  that  will 
prevent  accidental  spills  or  accumulations  of  contaminated 
materials  from  being  transported  to  Lake  Phantom  Hill  by  storm 
water  runoff. 


The  map  presented  in  Figure  4. 4. 7-1  (p.  4.4-27)  of  the  DEIS  is 
partially  incorrect  and  could  cause  some  unnecessary  concern. 


Mr.  T.  C.  Adas* 
August  4,  1988 
Pegs  2 
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Deadman  Cresk,  which  carriss  tha  trsatsd  sswage  from  ths  City  of 
Abilsns's  wastswatsr  traatmsnt  plant  (Including  contributions 
from  Dyess  Air  Fores  Bass) ,  doss  not  entsr  Lake  Fort  Phantom 
Hill,  as  depicted  on  the  map.  Instead,  Deadman  Creek  goes  around 
the  eaat  aide  of  the  Lake  and  enters  Elm  Creek  downstream  of  tha 


If  you  havm  any  questions  regarding  this  matter,  please  contact 
Mr.  Jack  Kramer  of  my  staff  at  (512)  463-7791. 

Sincerely  yours, 

OlS lkdteA<a^> 

Allan  Beinka 
Executive  Director 
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TEXAS  HISTORICAL  COMMISSION 

F.O.  BOXI21H  AVSTIN. TEXAS  Wl  i*l  It  40-41  w 

July  25.  1988 


T.C.  Adam*,  Scale  Single  Point  of  Contact 
Governor'*  Office  of  Budget  and  Planning 
PO  Box  12428 
Austin.  Texas  78711 

Re:  Peacekeeper  Rai)  Garrison  System 
Draft  EIS  8TX-R-88-07 -06-0001  -50-00 
(AIRFORCE.  A2.  A5.  B4) 

Dear  Sir 
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te.  5A.  Box  317 
Gardiner,  ME  04343 

9  Ssptsabar  1988 


The  Honorable  Willies  Cohos 
United  States  Senate 
Washington,  DC  20310 

Dear  Senator  Coheat 

The  opportunity  for  psbllc  consent  on  the  "Peacekeeper”  Kell 
Cerrleoa  Progrea  Environmental  Iapsct  Statement  ended  os  Aagsst 
31.  The  DEIS  eeeeeeee  the  effecte  of  conetractloe  of  roll  yards 
sad  garrison  facilities  for  23  trelne  seek  carrying  2  Ml 
alssilse  et  the  P.  K.  Warren  APB  near  Cheyenne,  Wyoming  end  tea 
othar  Air  Force  laatslletlose.  Environmental  iapsct  seateseats 
ere  elao  espposed  to  disease  alternative  approaches  te  the 
desired  action.  The  only  alternative  addressed  is  the  DEIS  in 
depleysent  of  100  HX'i  on  30  trains  at  tha  esse  Air  Force  bases. 


Thank  you  for  providing  the  infonnaoon  concerning  the  above  referenced  project  A  review  of 
available  data  concerning  cultural  resource*  indicate*  that  an  archeological  survey  of  areas  to  be 
disturbed  would  be  appropriate.  The  purpose  of  the  survey  will  be  to  identify  any  archeological 
hie*  or  historic  properties  with  the  project  boundaries  that  may  be  eligible  for  inclusion  within  ihe 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places. 

The  general  region  contains  many  known  archeological  sites,  identified  through  both  systemanc 
ind  casual  surveys.  Many  sites  are  potentially  eligible  for  the  Nanonal  Register  of  Hisionc  Places, 
ranging  in  date  from  as  long  ago  as  8000  years  to  the  present,  and  ranging  in  activity  trom  -.mall 
camps  io  Indian  villages  to  cemeteries.  An  archeological  survey  undertaken  by  a  qualified 
professional  should  be  conducted  for  the  proposed  areas  of  construction  Field  examination 
should  include  shovel  testing  »  identify  subsurface  cultural  deposits  Collection  of  materials 
present  in  these  tests  is  required.  A  report  of  investigation  should  be  produced  in  conformance 
with  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior's  Standards  and  Guidelines  for  Archeology  and  Hisionc 
Preservation 


2 


Dar leg  "times  of  national  seed”  tha  trelne  mil  be  dispersed 
over  the  U.S.  rail  network  "thereby  complicating  the  essay's 
targeting  tank"  nnd  mnklng  It  nncennnry  to  ene  ap  more  Soviet 
nuclear  weapons  to  dootroy  the  MX  missiles.  The  Air  Force  seeks 
to  protect  the  NX  missiles  by  hldleg  them  among  the  people. 

Tine  wee  whee  weapon*  were  expendable  la  defease  of  tho 
population.  Under  the  rail  baaing  mode  the  altaetton  will  be 
reversed.  It  Is  the  population  at  large  which  Is  expendable  to 
protect  the  MX. 
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Under  the  clrcnmeteocee  there  shonld  have  been  anmeroee  hearings 
on  the  DEIS  held  nationwide  enabling  the  public  at  large  to 
spook  te  the  leans  rather  than  limiting  hearings  to  commsaltloa 
io  proximity  to  Air  Force  installation*  due  to  oarvo  as  rail 
gerrlsoo  niton. 


Thank  you  for  allowing  us  to  participate  in  the  review  process.  We  will  continue  our  assessment 
under  36CFR800,  the  implementing  regulations  of  the  Nntional  Histone  Preservation  An.  upon 
receipt  of  the  survey  report  [f  you  have  any  questions  or  if  we  can  be  of  further  assistance,  pkave 
contact  Deborah  Smith  of  this  office  at  5 1 2463-6096. 


cc.  U  Col  Peter  Walsh.  Norton  AFB 
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Under  IIP*  (letloael  Beviroameetel  Policy  Act)  ell  major  federal 
projects  meet  be  neeeeeed  from  verlone  environmental  aspects 
lnclndlng  socioeconomic  offsets,  etllltlaa,  transportation,  lead 
aae,  cultural  effects,  biological  effecte,  geology,  soil,  wator, 
air  quality  and  aolaa.  lowaver,  it  Is  obvlona  that  however 
significant  the  eevlroamentel  effects  of  CM*  f]0-)3  billion 
"Peacekeeper"  tail  Garrison  construction  project,  they  would 
pale  In  comparison  to  tho  environmental  consequences  of  tho 
ultimate  use  of  tho  rail  basing  syetaa  of  ICBNa  on  e  noblte 
platform  for  nuclear  war  fighting. 
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Sgnlj  the  whole  coacept  la  lll-coaeeived  aa  aacloaal  sacarlty 
pllcf  aa4  aoaewhere  aoaehow  the  pabllc  aa  lea  poteatlel  viette 
ehoald  have  the  opportunity  to  qaestloa  lta  lap leaeatat Ion  la 
greeter  depth  thaa  afforded  by  tha  coaatralaea  of  HFi. 
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Movaaeat  of  eha  HZ  cralaa  oat  of  thalr  air  baaa  garrisons  coaid 
aot  ho  coacaalad  and  for  ehla  to  oecar  la  a  elaa  of  crlala  la 
ralatloaa  between  eha  O.S.  aid  eha  U.S.3.K.  woald  raaalt  la 
flagara  being  polaad  on  "tha  button"  oi  both  aldaa  la  aatlclpa- 
tloa  of  lalclatlag  praaaptlva  strikes.  Tha  baae  chaaca  eha 
Soviets  would  hava  Co  wlpa  oat  HZ  alaailaa  woald  ba  bafora  tha 
HZ  tralaa  wara  widely  dispersed.  Awareness  of  eha  praaaaro  oa 
eha  Soviets  to  aaka  a  preceptive  atrlka  would  craata  eha  lapere- 
tlva  for  tha  O.S.  to  baat  thaa  to  tha  draw. 


Tha  prograa  caoaot  fall  bat  to  rapidly  exacerbate  aay  crlala  la 
ralatloaa  batwaaa  eha  auparpowara  to  eha  daagar  polat.  Daploy- 
aaat  of  tha  HZ  oa  ralla  will  uaderaiac  aot  aahaaca  aacarlty  aad 
datarraaca. 


Tha  flaal  dacloloa  aa  to  whatbar  to  go  ahaad  with  tha 
"Peacekeeper"  Kail  Baalag  Prograa  will  ba  aada  by  tha  aazt 
Praaidaat  aazt  apriag. 

It  ahoald  ba  of  lataraat  that  George  Booh  haa  baaa  opaakiag  oat 
la  support  of  tha  HZ  rail  garrison  prograa. 

Slacaraly , 


Victor  Skorepa,  Jr.,  H.D. 


Tha  Roa.  Caorga  Hltchall 
Tha  Ron.  Josaph  Braaaaa 
Tha  Hoa.  Olyapla  Saowa 
Lt.  Col.  Patar  Valah 


United  States  Department  of  the  Interior 

OFFICE  OF  ENVIRONMENTAL  PROJECT  REVIEW 

WASHINGTON,  DC  20940 

Rafar  Tot 

BK-M/9P7  SO>  9  m 

Lt.  Colonel  Patar  Walsh 

APBCB-BMB/DEV 

Norton  APB,  CA  82408-644* 

Door  Lt.  Coloaal  Wal ahi 

The  Dapartmant  of  tha  Intarior  has  reviewed  tha  (Waft  environmental  impact  sutamant 
(BIB)  for  tha  proposed  paacakaapar  missile  rail  farrtson  program.  Wa  offer  tha  following 
oom  manta. 


Mineral  Rseotrc— 
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Tha  document  states  that  sand  and  gravel  resources  ware  not  included  in  tha  asseasmant 
of  Impacts.  The  decision  not  to  Include  consideration  of  potential  Impacts  related  to 
■and  and  gravel  development  may  ba  Inappropriate  where  those  resources  occur  near 
urban  areas.  Frequently,  sand  and  gravel  deposits  hava  increased  value  in  and  near  iwtoan 
areas  because  of  limited  availability  and  ecceeaabUity. 
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Tha  lack  of  existing  leases  for  mineral  raaouroe  development  or  of  any  mining  operations 
at  the  proposed  or  alternative  project  Mt—  doea  not  moan  that  minerals  do  not  exist,  as 
tha  doeumant  implies.  Borne  of  tha  potentially  commercial  mineral  deposits  located  at 
or  near  there  ktes  include:  gypsum  near  tha  Michigan  site;  limestone  and  sands tooe  in 
Miaamri;  day,  sandstone,  and  shale  in  Montenai  brick  clay  and  shale  in  North  Dakota; 
limestone  in  Texas;  and  granite  (used  for  builduig  stone)  in  Washington.  Given  that  tha 
production  of  mineral  raaourcaa  would  ba  precluded  (or  the  duration  of  tha  rail  garrison 
program,  tha  final  document  should  describe  tha  potential  need  for  development  of  these 
resources  and  tha  potential  affects  that  precluding  that  development  could  causa. 
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Tha  draft  BIB  should  specifically  address  tha  project-related  impacts  on  recreation  areas 
within  each  base*  region  of  Influence.  The  immigration  of  large  numbers  of  persomd 
(hiring  facility  construction  and  operation  could  hava  Mgnificant  Impacts  on  already 
s  trees  ad  recreation  areas,  both  on-bees  and  off-base.  Tha  final  EB  should  Include  an 
uiklyMs  of  recreation  ngjply,  demand,  and  need  with  and  without  tha  proposal.  If 
Adverse  impacts  on  recreation  are  identified  as  s  result  of  tha  proposal,  maasurss  should 
be  developed  and  presented  which  could  mitigate  those  impacts. 

Wetlanth 


Lt.  Col.  Walsh 
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The  <kaft  EB  indicates  that  some  wetlands  will  ba  filled  as  a  result  of  the  proposal.  The 
final  EB  should  describe  how  compliance  with  Executive  Order  ll«M  (Protection  of 
Wetlands)  will  be  achieved.  Under  tha  Order,  Federal  agendas  must  avoid  com truction 
in  wetland  areas  unis-  it  Is  determined  that  there  is  no  practical  alternative  and  tha 
proposed  action  incorporates  all  practical  measures  to  minimize  harm  to  wetlands. 


DOCUMENT  516 
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LOCATION  M'rm ud  A/A  P^r  A\o, 
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Endangered  3ped«s 

The  Draft  EB  contains  a  list  of  facies  expected  to  occur  in  the  project  ureas  (P.E. 
Warren  APB,  Wyoming,  and  Malmstrom  APB,  Montana)  and  states  that  no  threatened  and 
endangered  spades  will  be  affected  by  the  proposal.  However,  the  E1S  does  not  indict te 
how  the  Air  Force  arrived  at  this  'no  effect"  determination.  Further,  it  is  not  clear 
whether  a  biological  am— ament  of  effect  on  endangered  gtecles  was  prepared  for  the 
proposaL  A  biological  assessment  must  be  prepared  for  major  construction  activities  (SO 
CFR  402.12(b))  and  be  sUjmitted  to  the  U4.  Fish  snd  Wildlife  Service  (PWS)  for  review 
(SO  CFR  402.1 2(J)).  The  findings  in  the  biological  assessment  and  the  results  of  any 
consultation  conducted  izvder  the  Endangered  Sped—  Act  should  be  presented  in  the  final 
EB. 


The  F.E.  Warren  and  Malmstrom  sit—  ara  located  within  the  historic  range  of  the 
endangered  black-footed  ferret  (Must eta  nlgrip— )■  The  final  EB  should  a— e—  the 
potential  effects  of  the  proposal  on  this  species  and  its  habitat.  Prairie  dog  colonies  are 
considered  potential  habitat  for  tha  black-footed  ferret.  If  prairie  dag  colonies  occur 
within  the  proposed  project  areas,  surveys  that  ara  coordinated  with  FWS  should  be 
conducted  to  determine  the  presence  of  the  black-footed  ferret. 

Cultural  Resources 

I  The  final  EB  should  document  consultation  wtth  appropriate  State  Historic  Preservation 
Officers  as  proscribed  by  the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act. 

Pago-specific  Comments 

|  o  Page  4.2-41,  Table  4. 2A-1.  The  swift  fox  (Vulp—  vaioz)  is  a  candidate  species,  not  an 
|  endangered  gtecica. 

o  Page  4.2-51,  Threatened  and  Endangered  Sped— .  This  section  should  incorporate  the 
conclusions  of  the  biological  assessment  (i.e.,  project-related  impacts  on  federally  Listed 
g>aci— ).  This  section  should  also  include  an  assessment  of  potential  Impacts  on  tha 
Colorado  butterfly  plant  (Gaura  neomexlcana  sap,  colored—*!*).  This  plant  la  a  candidate 
species.  Measures  to  protect  this  sped—  worn  project-related  impacts  should  be 
presented  in  the  final  EB. 

o  Page  4.9-51,  Table  4.9.8- 1.  The  black-footed  ferret  should  be  added. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  provide  comments  on  the  draft  EB.  We  hope  you  find 
them  useful  in  developing  the  final  document.  For  technical  assistance  on  matters 
pertaining  to  the  Endangered  Sped—  Act,  you  may  contact  the  S«g>ervisor,  U3.  Pish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  P.O.  Box  10023,  Helena,  Montana,  S9628  (telephone  406-449-522  or  PTS 
5*  $-5225). 


Sincerely, 


Bruce  BUfehard  ' 

Director 


Thaak  you  for  attaadlng  this  bearing.  Our  purpose  for  hosting  this  hearing  la  to 
—■■aria#  for  you  tha  environmental  con— q— nr—  we  hava  determined  may  occur  If  tha 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  proceeds,  and  afford  you  an  opportunity  to  bring  to 
oir  attention  matters  wa  may  have  Inadvertently  overlooked.  Or  goal  la  *  MWlfnigtl^ 
environ  mantel  analysts  that  will  he  »y|||gfr*T  to  public  «rru.ui«  oin—^befo^,  a 

ftofir^MOT  P"  **"■  nrn—a >  la  midi.  Plea—  urn  this  ah— t  to  bring  to  our  att 


environmental  issue*  that  you  faalha—  aot  been  adequately  analysed  in  tha  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement. 
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City 


State 


Lt  Col  Pater  Walsh 

APRCE-BM8/DEV 

Norton  Air  Force  Base 

San  Bernardino,  California  12409 
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State  of  North  Dakota 

omci  of  th»  covnuoa 
BISMARCK  NORTH  DAKOTA  WS05 
(TOI1  224- 2200 


September  20,  19M 


Lieutenant  Colon*  1  Thome  «  J.  Sarto  1 

APRC  E-MS/DEV 

Norton  AFB,  CA  92*09-4**8 

Dear  Lieutenant  Colonel  Bertol : 

Encloeed  la  a  corrected  copy  of  ovr  CTlutl  on  the  Draft 
Environmental  Inpact  Statement  (EIS)  -  Peacekeeper  Rail  Carrlaon 
E rotten. 

The  eectlon  titled  "Geography  and  SollaM  wag  actually  omitted;  the 
comments  under  that  heading  ehould  have  been  under  the  heading 
"Other". 

I  would  appreciate  eubetltutlon  of  thle  corrected  copy  for  the 
atatanant  we  originally  eubaltted. 


Sincerely, 


Covernor 
CAS:  JSC:  da] 
Enclosure 
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In  reaponee  to  the  Draft  EIS  for  the  Peacekeeper  Hell  Carrlaon 

Program,  chla  office.  In  coneultetlon  with  varloue  atace  agenclea, 

offer*  the  following  comnta: 

Socioeconomic* 

1.  While  the  Draft  EIS  dlecuaaee  end  etiMarlrea  verloua  Impact*  and 
reach**  conclualon*  on  the  conmunltlea'  abllltlea  to  handle  the 
Impact*,  no  Information  or  projection*  are  provided  on  tax 
revenue*.  Ir  ie  difficult  to  aeeeae  a  coamunlty' a  ability  to 
effectively  addreee  the  Impact*  unleee  potential  revenue  can  be 
projected. 

2.  While  the  Draft  EIS  review*  many  of  the  Inf raatructural  concern* 
of  the  Grand  Fork*  and  Minot  region*  of  Influence,  It  noticeably 
neglacta  mention  of  eoclal  aervlc*  l^acta.  With  a  projected 
rla*  and  decline  of  "proposed  action'  direct  civilian  employment 
(in  the  Crand  Pork*  area  from  63  In  1990  to  233  In  1991  to  38  In 
1993  (p.  4.7-10)  and  In  the  Minot  area  from  93  to  260  to  58  lq 
the  name  year*  (p.  4.10-9)),  it  euggeats  that  aom*  aoclel 
aarvlce  Intervention  will  be  needed  over  thee*  year*.  In 
addition,  with  the  lncreaa*  In  military  employment,  local  eoclal 
aervlc*  agenda*  will  eea  an  additional  lncreaa*  In  workload  end 
expenditure*.  Simply  maintaining  ratio*  of  government  employee* 
to  population  will  not  account  for  lncraaeed  expenditure*  in 
thla  category  of  governmental  aervlc*. 

3.  for  both  Crand  Fork*  AFB  and  Minot  APB,  the  Draft  EIS,  in 
analyilng  Public  finance  aeaoclated  with  educational 
expendlturea,  etatea  temporary  revenue  ahortfalla  could  occur  aa 
ecace  foundation  program  monle*  lag  behind  tb*  additional 
enrollment  aeaoclated  with  the  propoead  and  alternative 
acetone.  In  both  caeee  the  DRAFT  EIS  cltea  the  availability  of 
echool  dlatrlct  raaatva  funda  to  cover  potential  ahortfalla 

(p.  1.7-12  end  p.  A. 10-10). 
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Dt lilt tea 

The  Draft  EIS,  In  analyilng  weete-water  lapacta  for  Crand  Forka  Air 
Pore*  Beae,  atatae  chat  "While  the  program-related  lncreaa*  le 
relatively  email.  It  may  lncraaea  the  frequency  of  effluent  atenderd 
violation#"  (p.  4.7-17).  In  addition.  It  etatee  that  at  the  Minot 
AFB,  "the  axlatlng  lagoon  eyatem  on  beae  la  operating  near  capacity 
and  nay  not  be  adequate  to  handle  the  lncreeaed  flow” 

(p.  A. 10-15).  It  te  our  poeltlon  that  waste-water  treatment 
facllltlae  at  both  beat*  be  adequate  end  that  effort*  be  lncreeaed  to 
mitigate  any  Impact  aeaoclated  with  beae  operations  eo  a*  to  minimise 
any  pollution  which  nay  occur. 

T t enapor  t  at  ion 

1.  At  the  Grand  Forka  AFB,  construction  of  the  Rail  Carrlaon  would 
rtault  in  tha  Installation  of  a  second  rail  epur  between  the 
Burlington  Northern  mein  line  and  the  base  (p.  *.7-3).  Both 
rail  spur*  would  intersect  US  Highway  2  a^ scent  to  the  Crand 
Fork*  Baa*.  To  mlnlmlie  possible  disrupt lms  along  U.S.  Highway 
2,  we  would  recovend  consolidation  of  the  two  rail  spurs  Into 
one.  In  addition,  w*  aeaume  that  crossing  maintenance  would  be 
the  responsibility  of  tha  Air  Force  end  urge  consideration  of 
thle  point  if  It  currently  is  not  intended. 

2.  Another  concern  we  have  le  chat  the  rail  eyatem.  already 
creating  blockages  at  high  frequency  traffic  points,  will 
experience  additional  traffic  from  this  program.  Has  D00 
considered  remedies  to  reduce  these  blockages,  especially  for 
emergency  vehicles?  Such  remad laa  tncluda  grad*  aeparatlon  or 
procedures  to  give  precedence  to  emergency  highway  traffic. 

Cultural  Resource* 


The  reliance  on  school  district  reaerva  funda  at  Crand  Forks  and 
Minot  la  questionable  at  thle  time.  Aa  a  result  of  declining 
economic  conditions  in  North  Dakota,  associated  with  e  faltering 
oil  industry  and  the  current  drought,  state  revenues  ara 
declining.  Tht*  has  caused  reductions  In  state  expenditures, 
including  state  foundation  eld.  Thle  le  placing  stress  on  local 
echool  dlatrlct  budgets. 


As  coMunlceted  to  you  separately  by  the  North  Dakota  State  Historic 
Preservation  Office  (SHPO),  the  Draft  EIS  Judgement  that  "it  le  not 
likely  that  any  Important  sitea  would  be  effected  by  the  proposed 
program"  (p.  *.10-211  le  premature  until  the  results  of  the  cultural 
reaourc*  aurvey  commissioned  by  OOD  has  been  reviewed  by  the  SHPO. 

Geography  end  Soils 


By  the  estimated  dates  of  const ru-tlon  and  deploymant  of  tha 
Rail  Carrlaon  program,  flnancas  may  b*  such  that  tha  program 
Impacta  on  echool  finance*  may  be  considerably  greater  than 
stated  In  the  Draft  EIS.  Therefore,  e  eloper  examination  of 
this  element  may  ba  warranted  with  consideration  given  to  DOD 
financial  aid  to  that*  districts. 


The  draft  EIS.  In  analyzing  soil  erosion,  acknowledges  short -durst  Ion 
Impacts  at  both  the  Minot  end  Grand  Forks  elte* 

Ip.  4.7-33  end  p.  *-10-21).  In  the  context  of  the  analyels. 
Inference  Is  msdc  that  during  and  after  construction,  a  mulch  would 
be  applied.  Thle  would  reduce  program-related  soil  eroelon.  Such 
efforts  are  clearly  a  necessity  and  ehould  be  required. 
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Draft  ElS-ruc«U«p*r  Rail  Garrla-ra  Program 

Pag*  J 


Other 

1.  8«ycmd  the  scope  of  the  Draft  EIS,  «•  n««d  to  consider  tha  taaua 
of  Cba  banaflta  of  wide-spread  dispersion  of  alsslla 
capabllltlaa.  TMa  la  Important  fro*  tha  point  of  vtav  of  tha 
survivability  of  U.S.  Ballstle  alsslla  forcaa  and  alao  froa  tha 
point  of  view  of  futura  sensitivity  by  political  and  allltary 
laadara  who  will  h»»«  to  conaldar  tha  vulnarablllty  of  tha 
nation,  not  Juat  aparaaly  populatad  rag Iona  In  which  tha  forcaa 
ara  baaad. 

2.  Another  question  lnvolvaa  tha  poaalhla  thraat  to  public  paaca 
whan  tha  training  trains  com  In  contact  with  daaonatratora  fro* 
protaat  group*.  What  ia  USA?  policy  ragardlng  protastora 
Intarf arlng  with  tha  training  train*  during  tha  parforaanc*  of 
thalr  duttaaT  Whae  ia  tha  sharing  of  raaponalblllty  bar* 
batwaan  local,  atata  and  fadaral  law  anforcsmant  aganclaa? 

Tha  abova  coaaanta  rapraaant  soma  of  tha  eajor  coacarns  ralsad  by  tha 
Draft  EIS  in  North  Dakota.  Thasa  coaaanta,  howawar,  do  not  pracluda 
tha  submission  of  cos»tacs  from  tha  Individual  aganclaa  on  (pacific 
points. 


Thank  you  for  tha  opportunity  to  constant  on  tha  Draft  CIS.  Your 
atcantlon  to  local  laauaa  and  coacarna  la  appraclatad. 


*  P.  CltMtNTS.  J*. 


STATf  OF  Tga Ag 
Office  of  the  Governor 
Austin  Texas  78711 


gaptaabar  22,  1960 


Patrick  P.  Caruana,  Colonel 
United  Stataa  Air  Porcm 
Daputy  Dlrmctor  of  Strategic,  SOP 
and  Airlift  Program* 

Washington,  D.C.  20330-1000 

RB:  TX-R- 88-0 7 -06- 0001 -50 

Peacekeeper  Rail  Oarrlaon  Syatam 

Dmar  Colonal  Caruana t 

Attached  ara  subeeqoent  counta  received  froa  tha  faxaa 
Department  of  Hmalth,  Taaaa  Wat or  Development  Board  and  tha  Tara* 
Park*  and  Wlldllf*  Dapartaant  on  tha  rafarancad  draft 
environmental  l^>act  tataaant. 

Zf  wa  way  ba  of  furtbar  aaaiatanca,  plaaaa  lat  us  know. 

Sincerely, 

_ 

T.  C.  Adam* 

Stata  Slngla  Point  of  Contact 

TCA/pon 

Enclosure 
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Texas  Department  of  Health 


Robert  Bemuse*.  *40  .  T  AC  f 


September  1.  1988 


1 100  Wwt  49th  Straw 
Auiwv  Tam  78756-1199 
(512)458-7111 


Robwt  A  Maclean,  M  0 
Deputy  Cotnmnuona. 
Frotetwonal  Setvnc  e» 

Hetmat  L  Millet 
Deputy  Commnvone* 
Management  and  AdnwvUtSOO" 


OtOWH 
Ome  WWwtm 
■ouao*  acsaaoN  •* 

/■» Oww 
Cssiijmco 


Mr.  Bob  Davia 

Governor ' *  Office  of  Budgst  end  Planning 
P.  0.  Bos  12*28  -  Capitol  Station 
Austin,  Texas  78711 

ATTN i  Mr.  T.  C.  Adams,  Director 
Special  Projects 


Saptaabar  7,  1988 

Mr.  T.  C.  Adams 
State  8 ingle  Point  of  Contact 
Governor' •  Of flea  of 
Budget  and  Planning 
Post  Office  BOX  12428 
Auatln.  Texas  78711 
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Rai  Draft  tnvlronaantal  Impact  8 tataaant 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 
IZSt  TX-R-i A -07 -04-000 1-50-00 


Oaar  Kr.  Adaaai 


SUBJECT i  8  seo*  keeper  Rail  Garrison  Program 

Draft  Environmental  Impaot  Statement 
Taylor  County 

U.3.  Department  of  the  Air  Force 
Governor '•  Office  of  Budget  and  Planning 
EIS  Mo.  TX- 1 -08-0  7 -06-000 1  -50-00 

Dear  Nr.  Davia i 

A  oopy  of  the  Draft  Environmental  lapaot  Stata aent  (DEIS)  —  Peacekeeper  tail 
Garrison  Froaria  and  it#  asaoolatad  attaohnanta  hav#  been  reviewed  for  their 
public  and  environmental  health  implication*.  The  document  waa  prepared  by 
the  uj.  Depart eent  of  the  Air  Foroei  It  la  dated  June  1988. 

I  Baaed  on  Information  contained  in  the  subject  ECI3.  no  algnifleant  long-tern 
adverse  publte  or  envlronaental  health  lapaot*  era  expected  if  the  proposed 
acti vltlea  ara  oonduoted  in  accordanoa  with  good  publlo  and  environmental 
health  principles. 

Me  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  and  ooaaent  on  the  Draft  Envlronaental 
lapaot  Statonont  —  Foaoekeeper  Rail  Garrison  Program  and  lta  associated 


turns  camera  a  mmmrch  of  tha  Texas  Natural  Karitaga  Program  informa- 
W4S  tlon  Syatnm  rov naiad  no  presently  known  occurrence*  of 

ton*  iMou  a  special  spec  las  or  natural  communities  in  tha  ganmral 
vicinity  of  tha  proposed  project.  Tha  Heritage  Program 
information  included  her*  la  baaad  on  tha  bast  data 
currently  available  to  tha  stata  regarding  threatened, 
endangered,  or  otherwise  sensitive  spec las.  However,  tha 
data  does  not  provida  a  definite  a  tataaant  am  to  tha 
presence  or  absence  of  special  spec las  or  natural 
communities  within  your  project  area,  nor  can  it 
substitute  for  an  evaluation  by  qualified  biologists.  Zt 
ia  Intended  to  assist  you  in  avoiding  hera  to  apecias 
that  occur  on  your  site.  Please  contact  the  Texas  Parka 
and  Nildlife  Dapartaant 'a  Heritage  Program  before 
publishing  or  otherwise  disseminating  any  specific 
locality  information. 


2 


Because  proposed  construction  of  the  facility  will  be  on 
the  Dyess  Air  Pores  Base  and  existing  railroad  tracks 
would  be  used,  with  some  modifications  and  additions,  no 
apparont  significant  advsrse  impacts  upon  fish  and 
wildlife  are  anticipated. 


Slmearaly,  / 

L.  D.  Thurman,  P.I.,  Acting 
Associate  Ccamlaalonsr  for  Envlronaental 
snd  Coaauear  Health  Protection 


I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  review  this  project. 
Sipcerely, 

D/m* i 

Charles  D/ Travis 
Executive  Director 


Mft/rc 

oost  Publlo  Health  legion  5,  TDH 

Bureau  of  tnvlronaantal  Health,  TDM 


CDTtRWStwjg 


4-12 


DOCUMENT  51P 


T1hhil>.  M  I  ••'s.f 


M/i , 


Mr.  T.  C.  Adaaa 

Covarnor  ' a  Office  of  Budget  and  Planning 
Budget  and  Planning  Offlca 
P.  0.  Box  12*28 
AuaCln,  Taxaa  79711 


■a :  TtACS  Kavlaw  of  Peacekeeper  Kail 

Garrison  System 

TtACS  *  TX-k-88-07-06 -000 1-50-00 

Thta  project  involve*  tha  deployment  of  Paacakaapar  alaallaa  at  several 
existing  air  baaaa  Including  Dyaaa  APB,  Abilana,  Taxaa.  Both  tha  propoaad 
action  of  daploylng  50  alaallaa  on  25  tralna  or  tha  altarnatlva  of  100 
alaallaa  on  50  tralna  would  hawa  alallar  lapacta  on  Stata  water  raaourcaa. 

Currently  Dyaaa  APB  obcalna  lta  potabla  watar  froa  tha  City  of  Abilana. 
Sine*  approxlaataly  601  of  APB  paraonnal  live  off  of  tha  baaa,  tha  city 
alao  provides  for  thaaa  domestic  uaara.  Tha  1987  wacar  demand  for  tha 
City  of  Abilana  waa  18.3  alllloo  gallon*  par  day  (HCD) ,  according  to  tha 
environmental  lapact  statement  (E1S).  Tha  city  currantly  obtalna  lta 
watar  auppllaa  froa  Port  Phantoa  Hill,  Abilana,  and  Hubbard  Craak  lakaa, 
and  additionally  ha*  an  lntaraat  in  tha  Stacy  Raaarvolr  Prolact  which  la 
currantly  undar  conatructlon.  W*  noca  chat  chare  la  an  Inc.  . latency 
between  the  value  of  1.02  HCD  for  Dyaaa  AFB'a  potable  watar  daaand  aa 
praaancad  on  page  4.4-14,  and  tha  value  of  1.2  MCD  praaaotad  on  page  4.4- 
28;  thaaa  ahould  be  the  aaaa  value.  Tha  correct  value  appear*  to  b*  1.2 
HCD,  which  may  change  the  value*  praaancad  la  tha  waatawacar  analyal*  on 
paga  4.4-14.  # 

Dyaaa  APB'*  waatawacar  goaa  to  tha  City  of  Abilana.  Tha  city  aaploy*  an 
activated  aludga  treatment  plant  with  design  capacity  of  13.4  MCD.  Praa- 
antly  tha  plant  1*  at  or  above  capacity  (13.5  MCD,  1987).  Dyaaa  APB 
•aclMtaa  It*  hydraulic  load  at  .61  MCD  (60t  of  lta  potabla  daaand  of  1.02 
MCD),  4.5S  of  the  total  hydraulic  load  to  the  plant,  but  with  the  correct 
daaand  value  of  1.2  HCD,  tha  APB' a  contribution  to  the  total  hydraulic 
load  la  5.3Z.  Ho  Information  la  glvan  about  biochemical  oxygen  daaand 
(BOO),  total  auapandad  solid*  (TSS),  or  nutrient  load*  attributable  to  the 
APB.  The  CIS  atataa  that  plant  capacity  la  to  b*  expanded  to  18  MCD  by 
1990,  although  char*  la  no  Indication  that  conatructlon  ha*  begun  or  has 
bean  scheduled. 


Hr.  T.  C.  Adams 
Paga  2 

S^rtabar  15,  1988 


The  general  aurfaca  runoff  from  Dyaaa  API  la  to  tha  northaaat  within  and 
along  the  Little  Elm  Craak  drainage.  Tha  CIS  doaa  not  praaant  Information 
about  atora-watar  ayatama  and  routing  for  existing  land  dralnagt,  or  for 
additional  laad  acquired  In  tha  aouthaaat  sect  ton  that  la  propoaad  to 
aarva  aa  tha  Exploalva  Safety  Zona.  Clvan  tha  typaa  of  natarlala  that 
will  ba  stored  at  tha  baaa.  a  dlacuaalon  of  atora-watar  routing  In  tha  CIS 
would  ba  appropriate.  Change*  la  surface  condition  from  vegetative  to 
paved  or  hardpeek  will  have  torn*  Impact  on  runoff  quantities  and  timing. 
Tha  CIS  atataa  that  tha  100-yasr  flood  plain  oa  Oyeas  APB  remains  within 
well-defined  channels,  except  where  tha  newly  acquired  laad  la  propoaad 
for  tha  Explosive  Safety  Zona.  Alao,  a  new  railroad  bridge  to  ba  built 
acroaa  Little  Elm  Craak  la  mentioned,  but  no  criteria  era  given  with 
respect  to  flood  flaw  design. 

No  wetsr  quality  data  la  presented  for  Lltela  Elm  Croak  In  :he  vicinity  of 
Dyaaa  APB,  but  tha  most  critical  wacar  quality  lmpacca  era  likely  to  arlaa 
from  aceldaacal  spill*  and  laaehlng  of  otorad  mecsrlals.  Soma  dlacuaalon 
la  provided  on  rlak  calculations  In  Seeclon  5.3  aod  on  environmental  and 
human  health  affects  In  Section  5.4.  However,  no  risk  aatlmataa  are  aada 
for  environmental  or  human  health  effaces.  Information  about  apllls  aod 
leakage  froa  stationary  sources  alallar  to  that  for  eraoaportatloa  elshape 
la  glvan  In  tha  doctaenc.  Ulth  Information  of  thla  type,  a  more  rigorous 
aasasaaant  In  tha  BIS  of  tha  potential  for  adverse  watar  quality  lapacta 
could  have  Indicated  tha  probability  of  occurrence  over  the  20-year  life 
of  the  projace. 


K.  login* Id  Arnold  II 
Executive  Administrator 
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511 


511 


511 

511 


511 
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512 


Responses  to  Post  31  August  1988  Documents 

Comment 

No. 

1  RESPONSE:  Field  surveys  were  conducted  on  Fairchild  AFB  in  1988  to 
fully  evaluate  the  wetlands  that  would  be  affected  by  the  program.  The 
wetlands  were  delineated  as  per  the  U.S.  EPA  wetland  delineation 
methods.  A  detailed  analysis  was  conducted  based  upon  the  results  of  the 
field  delineation.  If  Fairchild  AFB  is  chosen  for  Rail  Garrison 
deployment,  a  detailed  wetland  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared  in 
accordance  with  the  requirements  of  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act 
and  in  cooperation  with  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S. 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Washington  Department  of  Ecology, 
and  other  interested  agencies. 

2  RESPONSE:  If  Fairchild  AFB  is  chosen  for  Rail  Garrison  deployment,  a 
detailed  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared  in  order  to  minimize  impacts 
on  wetlands.  Potential  relocation  of  facilities  would  be  addressed  in  the 
mitigation  plan.  The  plan  would  be  prepared  as  per  the  requirements  of 
Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  and  in  cooperation  with  the  U.S.  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers,  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  Washington 
Department  of  Ecology,  and  other  interested  agencies.  Impacts  on 
nonwetland  habitats  would  be  minimized  as  much  as  possible. 

3  RESPONSE:  Section  4. 6. 6. 3  of  the  Final  EIS  has  been  changed  to  reflect 
these  comments. 

4  RESPONSE:  Due  to  page  limitations,  the  specific  classifications  for  all  of 
the  wetlands  that  would  be  affected  by  the  program  could  not  be  included 
in  the  EIS.  The  National  Wetland  Inventory  Maps  were  consulted  during 
the  preliminary  photointerpretation  phase.  Findings  of  this  preliminary 
determination  were  checked  in  the  field  in  the  spring  of  1988.  The  text 
represents  a  much  condensed  version  of  our  analysis. 

5  RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  511,  Comment  2. 

6  RESPONSE:  The  burrowing  owl  may  occur  in  the  area  that  would  be 
disturbed  by  construction  activities.  If  Fairchild  AFB  is  chosen  for  Rail 
Garrison  deployment,  the  Spokane  office  of  the  Washington  Department  of 
Ecology  would  be  contacted  before  any  construction  activities  begin. 
Joint  site  inspections  would  be  conducted,  where  necessary. 

7  RESPONSE:  The  report  detailing  the  results  of  cultural  resources 

investigations  at  Fairchild  AFB  has  been  transmitted  to  the  SHPO  in 
accordance  with  standard  reporting  procedures.  The  SHPO  has  reviewed 
the  report  and  concurred  with  the  finding  that  no  resources  eligible  for 
the  NRHP  would  be  affected. 

1  RESPONSE:  All  of  the  data  and  information  provided  by  various 

departments  and  agencies  of  the  State  of  Montana  have  been  considered  in 
the  environmental  impact  analysis  for  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison 
program.  Since  the  program  is  considerably  smaller  than  the  Small  ICBM 
program,  the  presentation  of  analysis  in  this  Final  EIS  for  Peacekeeper 
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Rail  Garrison  is  at  a  lesser  level  of  detail  than  that  presented  in  the  Draft 
EIS  for  the  Small  ICBM  program. 

2  RESPONSE:  Monitoring  of  the  social  services  demands  of  inmigrating 
military  personnel  and  dependents  was  conducted  at  F.E.  Warren  AFB  for 
a  defense  program  of  similar  size  to  the  Proposed  Action.  No  significant 
increases  in  service  demands  were  identified. 

1  RESPONSE:  The  Air  Force  will  comply  with  Section  404  permit 

requirements  and  will  prepare  wetland  mitigation  plans,  as  required,  for 
those  bases  where  wetlands  will  be  affected  by  program  activities.  See 
Final  EIS,  Sections  4.3. 6. 3,  4. 6. 6. 3,  4.11.6.3,  and  4.12.6.3  for  detailed 
discussions  of  potential  wetland  impacts  at  Barksdale  AFB,  Fairchild  AFB, 
Whiteman  AFB,  and  Wurtsmith  AFB,  respectively.  Mitigation  cost 
estimates  were  included  in  site  analyses,  but  were  never  a  significant 
determinant  compared  to  overall  costs  of  system  deployment. 

2  RESPONSE:  A  statement  of  the  Air  Force's  responsibilities  under 

Executive  Order  No.  12580  will  be  included  in  the  Final  EIS.  A 
clarification  of  DOD's  role  in  providing  emergency  response  activities 
related  to  the  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  has  been  included  in 
Section  5.5  of  the  Final  EIS.  A  clarification  of  the  notification  procedures 
that  would  be  used  to  inform  the  EPA  and  other  federal,  state,  and  local 
agencies  of  emergency  incidents  is  also  provided  in  Section  5.5  of  the 
Final  EIS. 

3  RESPONSE:  The  Final  EIS  Section  3.10.5  has  been  modified  in  response  to 
this  comment.  Additional  air  quality  modeling  was  performed  to  evaluate 
the  short-term  impacts  of  fugitive  dust  on  PMjq  concentrations  at  the 
base  property  lines. 

4  RESPONSE:  Table  5.3. 1-3  has  been  modified  with  atmospheric  stability  E 
defined  as  slightly  stable.  The  reference  to  mixing  layer  depth  was 
eliminated  and  replaced  with  surface  inversion.  Section  5.4.2. 1  was 
rewritten  and  a  figure  showing  the  dispersion  of  MMH  downwind  with 
distance  was  added  (Figure  5. 4. 2-1).  The  reference  to  distance  in  the  text 
was  deleted.  The  use  of  English  units  and  metric  units  inside  or  outside 
parentheses  was  eliminated.  English  or  metric  units  were  used 
individually  in  the  revised  version  of  Chapter  5. 

5  RESPONSE:  If  Barksdale  AFB  is  chosen  for  Rail  Garrison  deployment,  a 
detailed  wetland  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared  per  Section  404  of  the 
Clean  Water  Act  and  in  cooperation  with  the  U.S.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  other  interested 
agencies.  Furthermore,  the  Air  Force  has  continued  the  siting  redesign 
efforts  to  reduce  or  avoid  impacts  on  wetlands  on  Barksdale  AFB  as  much 
as  possible.  The  potential  for  impacts  on  wetlands  at  Barksdale  AFB  and 
other  candidate  installations  would  be  taken  into  consideration  during  the 
base  selection  process.  Alternative  siting  analysis  is  described  in  Final 
EIS  Section  4. 3.6. 3. 

6  RESPONSE:  A  potential  loss  of  3.2  acres  of  wetlands  is  indicated  for 
Wurtsmith  AFB  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4.12.6.3  if  this  base  is  selected 
for  deployment.  All  of  this  loss  is  due  to  the  Peacekeeper  project  and 
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does  not  include  any  potential  loss  due  to  the  potential  addition  of  a 
second  rail  spur.  If  a  second  spur  is  added  to  the  system  in  the  future, 
additional  environmental  analysis  and  documentation  would  be  prepared 
for  that  action.  The  document  has  been  revised  (Section  4.12.6.3)  to 
clarify  the  discussion  on  replacement  of  lost  habitat.  Unless  otherwise 
suggested  by  the  U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers,  the  Air  Force  will  follow  a 
policy  of  "in  kind"  wetland  creation  or  enhancement. 


513 


513 


513 


513 


7  RESPONSE:  Michigan  has  chosen  to  administer  its  own  permit  program 
for  the  discharge  of  dredged  or  fill  material  into  wetlands  within  its 
jurisdiction.  Michigan's  program,  as  such,  meets  the  requirements  of 
Section  404.  An  analysis  of  feasible  alternatives  was  conducted  and  is 
described  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4.12.6.3.  Further  wetlands  and 
mitigation  analysis  will  be  presented  through  the  permit  process  if 
Wurtsmith  AFB  is  chosen  for  deployment  of  Rail  Garrison. 

8  RESPONSE:  If  Wurtsmith  AFB  is  chosen  for  deployment  of  the  Rail 
Garrison  program,  a  detailed  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared  in 
consultation  with  appropriate  state  and  federal  agencies  and  would  include 
a  discussion  of  replacement  or  enhancement  requirements  (See  Final  EIS, 
Section  4.12.6.3).  The  mitigations  referenced  in  the  Draft  EIS  were  meant 
to  be  inclusive  of  wetland  and  nonwetland  habitats.  Some  of  these  have 
been  reworded  in  the  Final  EIS,  Appendix  and  Chapter  4. 

9  RESPONSE:  If  Wurtsmith  AFB  is  chosen  for  deployment  of  the  Rail 
Garrison  program,  a  detailed  wetland  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared 
which  would  include  a  discussion  of  monitoring  requirements. 

10  RESPONSE:  Final  EIS  Section  4.12.10.3  has  been  modified  to  include  an 
analysis  of  the  noise  impacts  resulting  from  relocation  of  the  grenade 
range  at  Wurtsmith  AFB. 


513  11  RESPONSE:  The  base  is  currently  reviewing  a  regional  water  supply  plan 

which  would  use  Lake  Huron  water  to  supply  several  towns  in  Iosco 
County,  Michigan  and  Wurtsmith  AFB.  In  addition,  the  feasibility  of  an 
alternate,  local  groundwater  supply  to  meet  the  needs  of  the  Peacekeeper 
Rail  Garrison  program  is  also  being  investigated.  These  are  mentioned  as 
potential  mitigation  measures  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4.12.7.3. 


513  12  RESPONSE:  Noted. 


513  13  RESPONSE:  Emigrating  population  were  incorporated  into  the  utilities 

and  transportation  analyses  and  the  impacts  were  identified  in 
Sections  4.3  and  4.4. 


513  14  RESPONSE:  Locating  the  Rail  Garrison  program  at  Wurtsmith  AFB  may 

cause  additional  development  in  the  region.  The  proponents  of  these 
various  developments  would  be  responsible  for  complying  with  all 
appropriate  local,  state,  and  federal  laws  and  regulations  and  preparing 
any  wetland  mitigation  plans  that  may  be  required. 

513  15  RESPONSE:  If  Fairchild  AFB  is  chosen  for  deployment  of  the  Rail 

Garrison  program  a  detailed  wetland  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared 
per  the  requirements  in  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  in  cooperation 
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with  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers,  and  other  interested  local,  state,  and  federal  agencies  (See 
Final  EIS  Section  4.6.6. 3). 

513  16  RESPONSE:  Two  siting  options  are  identified  for  the  garrison  at 

Malmstrom  AFB.  Potential  impacts  for  each  of  these  options  are 
discussed  under  each  environmental  resource.  The  only  difference 
documented  in  the  Draft  EIS  was  in  Land  Use.  The  impacts  reported  for 
Biology  in  the  Draft  EIS  have  been  revised  and  appear  in  Section  4.9.6  of 
the  Final  EIS.  With  concurrent  deployment  of  the  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  and  Small  ICBM  programs,  the  east  site  option  would  not  be 
considered  because  of  facility  siting  and  operational  requirements  of  the 
Small  ICBM  program  in  that  area.  Therefore,  cumulative  impacts 
resulting  from  the  concurrent  deployment  of  the  two  programs  were 
analyzed  for  only  the  south  site  option. 

513  17  RESPONSE:  Detailed  analyses  and  field  delineations  of  wetlands  were 

conducted  at  Malmstrom  AFB.  Due  to  page  limitations,  the  results  of 
these  surveys  are  presented  in  condensed  form  in  the  Final  EIS, 
Section  4.9. 6.3. 


513  18  RESPONSE:  Discussions  with  agricultural  agencies  and  irrigation  districts 

in  the  area  in  1987  indicated  that  no  major  new  agricultural  irrigation 
projects  would  occur  in  the  foreseeable  future.  Statistics  on  irrigated 
acreage  in  Cascade  County  from  1979  to  1985  show  substantial  variation 
but  no  increasing  trend.  As  stated  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4.9. 7. 3,  the 
City  of  Great  Falls  (which  also  supplies  water  to  Malmstrom  AFB)  has 
water  rights  to  over  73,000  acre-ft/yr  of  Missouri  River  water,  far  in 
excess  of  the  city's  projected  needs. 

513  19  RESPONSE:  As  now  stated  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  3.8.5,  the  water  use 

numbers  used  in  the  text  have  generally  been  rounded  to  the  nearest 
10  acre-ft.  This  appears  justifiable  due  to  the  inherent  uncertainty  in 
both  baseline  water  use  and  program  water  estimates.  Table  4. 9.7-1 
shows  only  the  program-induced  water  figures  and  is  correct. 

513  20  RESPONSE:  The  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program,  as  currently 

scheduled,  would  be  initiated  in  1990  with  construction  activity  at 
F.E.  Warren  AFB,  Wyoming.  Garrison  base  construction  and  deployment 
at  selected  locations  could  begin  at  any  time  between  1990  and  1992.  The 
currently  described  Small  ICBM  program  at  Malmstrom  AFB  is  for 
planning  purposes,  scheduled  to  be  constructed  and  deployed  between  1990 
and  1996.  Sensitivity  analyses  varying  the  start  date  of  Rail  Garrison 
activities  over  the  years  1990  through  1992  suggest  no  considerable 
differences  in  cumulative  impacts. 


513  21  RESPONSE:  The  impact  of  the  Proposed  Action  rail  traffic  was 

considered  to  be  negligible  because  the  increase  in  rail  use  by  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  is  very  small.  If  a  second  rail 

connection  is  considered  for  adoption  at  a  later  date,  specific  proposed 
routes  and  their  alternatives  will  be  determined  and  appropriate 
environmental  analysis  will  be  accomplished. 
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513  22  RESPONSE:  Revised  figures  for  the  capacity  of  the  lagoon  and  overland 

flow  system  have  been  incorporated  into  Section  4.11.2.2  of  the  Final 
EIS.  Revisions  to  the  projected  population  of  Knob  Noster  have  reduced 
the  1994  projected  average  daily  flow  to  0.24  MGD.  It  appears  that  no 
additional  land  will  be  required  to  treat  the  projected  flow. 

513  23  RESPONSE:  The  0.38-MGD  figure  was  erroneous  and  has  been  corrected 

to  6.0  MGD  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4.11.2.2. 

513  24  RESPONSE:  This  water  quality  problem  is  now  discussed  in  the  Final  EIS, 

Section  4.11.7.2. 

513  25  RESPONSE:  An  estimate  of  program-induced  sedimentation  from  the 

garrison  site  is  now  included  in  the  impact  assessment.  Also,  it  is 
expected  that  herbicides  would  be  used  to  maintain  a  minimum  level  of 
brush  clearance  and  visibility  in  this  high  security  area.  Only 
EPA-registered  herbicides  would  be  used  and  they  would  be  applied  in 
accordance  with  proper  application  procedures.  Their  use  is  not  expected 
to  appreciably  change  local  water  quality  conditions.  No  substantial 
quantities  of  additional  pollutants  are  expected  to  occur  in  stormwater 
runoff  from  the  garrison  site. 

513  26  RESPONSE:  The  analysis  of  program  water  use  in  the  Warrensburg  area 

(Final  EIS  Section  4.11.7.3)  indicates  that  program-induced  pumpage  in  the 
town's  wells  would  be  about  50  acre-ft/yr,  or  less  than  two  percent  of 
baseline  pumpage.  It  is  doubtful  whether  any  groundwater  model  would  be 
sensitive  enough  to  accurately  determine  changes  in  groundwater  flow 
patterns  attributable  to  such  a  small  increase  in  pumpage,  and  no 
modeling  has  been  carried  out.  An  official  with  the  Warrensburg  Water 
Company  stated  that  the  last  salinity  problems  the  company  had  were 
in  1962  and  resulted  in  the  abandonment  of  several  wells.  There  have 
been  no  indications  of  salt  water  intrusion  in  any  of  the  current  supply 
wells. 

513  27  RESPONSE:  As  stated  in  Final  EIS  Sections  4.11.2.2  and  4.11.7.2,  the 

water  system  at  Whiteman  AFB  is  being  expanded  to  meet  the  increased 
water  demands  expected  from  the  deployment  of  the  B-2  bomber  mission 
at  the  base  in  the  early  1990s.  Three  new  wells  have  recently;  been  drilled 
at  the  base  to  supply  the  expected  increased  water  use.  The  base  worked 
closely  with  the  State  of  Missouri  to  assure  proper  well  protection.  This 
resulted  in  the  addition  of  extra  casing  for  the  upper  60  feet  of  one  of  the 
wells.  No  additional  wells  would  be  drilled  to  meet  the  needs  of  the 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  program  should  it  be  deployed  at  the  base.  The 
Missouri  Division  of  Environmental  Quality  was  contacted  regarding  the 
status  of  its  Wellhead  Protection  program.  The  state  program  is  still  in 
the  early  stages  of  formation  and  no  specific  guidance  regarding  future 
activities  at  Whiteman  AFB  was  forthcoming. 

513  28  RESPONSE:  Section  4.11.9.2  of  the  Final  EIS  has  been  modified  to  clarify 

the  fact  that  the  boiler  to  be  added  to  the  Whiteman  AFB  heating  plant  is 
for  the  B-2  bomber  program  and  all  of  the  air  quality  impacts  will  be 
evaluated  when  the  construction  permit  Is  obtained. 
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RESPONSE:  If  Whiteman  AFB  is  chosen  for  deployment  of  the  Rail 
Garrison  program,  a  detailed  wetland  mitigation  plan  would  be  prepared 
per  the  requirements  of  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  in 
cooperation  with  the  U.S.  EPA,  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers,  and  other 
interested  local,  state,  and  federal  agencies  (Final  EIS  Section  4.11.6.3). 

RESPONSE:  Siting  of  the  Rail  Garrison  facilities  at  the  north  site  option 
has  carefully  avoided  constructing  program  facilities  near  the  location  of 
the  wellbore.  The  location  of  the  wellbore  would  also  be  clearly  marked 
and  visible  during  the  construction  phase. 

RESPONSE:  Concerns  for  soil  erosion  sedimentation  and  erosion  control 
practices  have  been  addressed  in  Final  EIS  Sections  3.9.5,  4. 4. 7. 3, 
and  4.4.8. 3.  Standard  construction  practices  to  minimize  erosion  and 
sedimentation  will  be  required.  These  practices  will  be  implemented  at 
the  site  via  an  environmental  protection  plan  prepared  by  each  contractor 
selected  to  construct  program  components  at  the  military  base.  Soil 
erosion  is  considered  a  short-duration  problem  related  to  the  construction 
phase.  Following  construction,  stabilization  and  revegetation  measures 
should  reduce  long-term  erosion  to  near-baseline  levels. 

RESPONSE:  During  the  construction  phase,  crews  will  use  appropriate 
management  practices  to  protect  public  water  supplies  and  maintain 
stream  quality.  In  compliance  with  federal  regulations,  each  base  has  a 
Hazardous  Waste  Management  Plan  and  a  Spill  Prevention  and  Response 
Plan.  These  plans  identify  the  process  of  collecting,  storing,  and  shipping 
hazardous  wastes.  The  plans  also  outline  the  procedures  necessary  to 
respond  to  unplanned  releases  of  hazardous  materials  during  the 
operations  phase.  Each  of  these  plans  will  be  updated  to  incorporate 
Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  facilities  and  program-related  wastes. 

RESPONSE:  This  error  has  been  corrected  on  Figure  4.4.7- 1  in  the 
Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  See  Document  16. 

RESPONSE:  The  Final  EIS  thoroughly  discusses  the  No  Action  Alternative 
as  well  as  the  alternative  of  100  missiles  on  50  trains.  Predictions  for 
conditions  for  the  No  Action  Alternative  are  discussed  under  baseline 
conditions  of  each  chapter.  There  are  no  other  reasonable  alternatives. 
See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  uf  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  34,  Comment  11. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also 
see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  and  enemy  threat  are  beyond  the 
scope  of  this  EIS.  See  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 
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1  RESPONSE:  Aggregate  demand  for  the  program  is  expected  to  be  less 
than  400,000  tons  per  installation.  Producers  were  contacted  near  each 
installation  and  it  was  determined  that  aggregate  is  available  from 
existing  producers  in  the  area  and  the  program  demand  would  not  cause 
any  shortage. 

2  RESPONSE:  The  EIS  does  not  imply  that  "minerals  do  not  exist"  due  to  a 
lack  of  existing  leases  for  mineral  resource  deployment.  The  Region  of 
Influence  (ROI)  for  the  program  was  limited  to  a  1-mile  radius  for  each 
installation  due  to  the  limited  nature  of  the  proposed  program.  Critical 
and  strategic  minerals  were  not  identified  in  the  ROI  at  any  installation. 
We  acknowledge  that  mineral  resources  do  occur  near  several  installations 
but  these  localities  were  not  within  the  ROI.  Regional  investigations  to 
identify  critical  and  strategic  mineral  resources  were  not  conducted 
because  they  were  not  considered  to  be  within  the  scope  of  this  study. 

3  RESPONSE:  An  analysis  of  the  regional  recreation  demands  was  not 
included  in  the  EIS  due  to  the  small  size  of  the  program-related  population 
changes  relative  to  baseline  levels.  However,  local  recreation  demands  in 
terms  of  the  additional  personnel  required  to  meet  these  demands  were 
included  in  the  public  services  analysis. 

4  RESPONSE:  Alternative  sites  were  considered  at  those  bases  where  it 
was  determined  that  wetlands  would  be  affected.  In  order  to  properly 
locate  program  facilities  within  existing  facilities  and  meet  engineering, 
safety,  and  operational  constraints,  it  was  determined  that  there  would  be 
no  practical  alternative  to  the  proposed  construction  of  some  facilities  in 
wetlands.  Site-specific  mitigation  plans  will  be  prepared  for  those  bases 
that  are  chosen  for  program  implementation.  These  plans  will  be  prepared 
per  the  requirements  in  Section  404  of  the  Clean  Water  Act  and  Executive 
Orde*1  11990,  appropriate  state,  federal,  and  local  laws  and  regulations, 
and  in  cooperation  with  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  and  the 
U.S.  EPA. 


516  5  RESPONSE:  Data  regarding  regional  and  site-specific  distributions, 

abundance,  population  status,  and  habitat  requirements  for  federal 
threatened  and  endangered  species  were  obtained  from  various  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  regional  offices,  state  game  departments,  natural 
heritage  programs,  and  various  other  sources.  Field  surveys  were  also 
conducted  at  all  11  bases  to  evaluate  habitats  onbase  and  to  determine  if 
any  federally  listed  species  or  their  habitats  would  be  affected  by  the 
proposed  program.  Following  the  analysis  of  all  available  data,  it  was 
determined  that  no  federally  listed  threatened  or'  endangered  species 
would  be  affected  by  the  proposed  program.  A  biological  assessment  must 
be  prepared  for  a  major  construction  project  if  it  is  determined  that  a 
project  may  affect  a  federally  listed  threatened  or  endangered  species.  It 
was  determined  that  the  proposed  program  was  not  in  a  "may  affect" 
category  and  no  biological  assessments  were  prepared. 

516  6  RESPONSE:  Surveys  were  conducted  on  F.E.  Warren  AFB  (both  north  and 

south  sites)  and  Malmstrom  AFB  (both  south  and  east  sites).  No  prairie 
dog  towns  were  identified  on  any  of  the  sites;  therefore,  no  impacts  on 
black-footed  ferrets  are  expected  to  occur.  Table  4. 9. 6-1  has  been 
revised  to  include  the  historical  presence  of  black-footed  ferrets  in  the 
ROI  for  Malmstrom  AFB.  See  the  Final  EIS,  Sections  4. 2. 6. 3  and  4.9. 6.3. 
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516  7  RESPONSE:  In  the  course  of  fulfilling  the  requirements  of  Section  106  of 

the  National  Historic  Preservation  Act,  the  Air  Force  has  received 
correspondence  from  State  Historic  Preservation  Offices  in  nine  states. 
Because  of  the  volume  of  correspondence,  these  documents  are  not 
included  in  the  Final  EIS.  They  will  be  maintained  on  file  by  the  Air  Force 
and  will  be  made  available  through  the  National  Technical  Information 
Service,  5285  Port  Royal  Road,  Springfield,  Virginia,  22161,  Attention 
Order  Control. 

516  8  RESPONSE:  The  federal  status  of  the  swift  fox  has  been  corrected  in  the 

Final  EIS  from  federal  endangered  to  federal  candidate,  Category  2.  See 
the  Final  EIS,  Tables  4. 2. 6-1  and  4.9.6. 1. 

516  9  RESPONSE:  It  was  determined  that  no  federally  listed  threatened  or 

endangered  species  would  be  affected  by  the  program;  therefore,  no 
biological  assessment  was  prepared.  The  Colorado  butterfly  plant  occurs 
on  F.E.  Warren  AFB  in  the  riparian  habitats  along  Crow  and  Diamond 
creeks.  These  riparian  habitats  are  not  located  in  the  direct  impact  area 
and  would  not  be  affected  by  program  implementation  at  the  north  site. 
A  detailed  survey  was  conducted  in  August  1988  on  the  proposed  south  site 
to  determine  if  the  Colorado  butterfly  plant  was  present.  No  plants  were 
found;  therefore,  no  impacts  on  the  plant  are  expected.  See  the  Final  EIS, 
Section  4.2.6. 3. 

516  10  RESPONSE:  The  black-footed  ferret  has  been  added  to  Table  4. 9. 6-1.  See 

the  Final  EIS,  Section  4. 9.6. 3,  Table  4.9. 6-1. 

517  1  RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of 

this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

517  2  RESPONSE:  Production  of  nuclear  warheads  is  beyond  the  scope  of 

this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

517  3  RESPONSE:  Issues  relating  to  the  development  of  the  missile  are  beyond 

the  scope  of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

517  4  RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  63. 

517  5  RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of 

this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

518  1  RESPONSE:  See  Document  424. 

518  2  RESPONSE:  Concerns  for  soil  erosion  and  erosion  control  practices  have 

been  addressed  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  3.9.5.  Soil  erosion  is  considered  a 
short-duration  problem  related  to  the  construction  phase  and  has  also  been 
covered  under  mitigation  sections  related  to  construction. 

519  1  RESPONSE:  Noted. 

519  2  RESPONSE:  Noted. 

519  3  RESPONSE:  Over  the  next  few  years,  Dyess  AFB  is  expected  to 

experience  a  small  increase  over  its  current  water  use.  The  figure 
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of  1.02  MGD  given  on  Draft  EIS  page  4.4-14  is  the  1987  water  use  for  the 
base.  The  figure  of  1.2  MGD  given  on  Draft  EIS  page  4.4-28  is  the 
estimated  baseline  water  use  by  the  base  at  a  time  corresponding  to  the 
operations  phase  of  the  program,  that  is  1993  and  onward. 

4  RESPONSE:  The  estimated  value  of  Dyess  AFB's  current  wastewater  flow 
to  the  Abilene  plant  is  0.61  MGD.  Contacts  with  the  city  indicated  no 
problems  with  the  effluent  quality  from  Dyess  AFB,  therefore  data 
concerning  the  quality  of  the  flow  are  not  included  in  the  EIS.  The  city 
will  begin  construction  of  its  expanded  wastewater  treatment  facility 
in  1989  with  completion  scheduled  for  October  1990. 

5  RESPONSE:  Figures  4.4-1  and  4. 4. 7-1  illustrate  the  base  drainage  to 
Little  Elm  Creek,  as  does  the  text  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4. 4. 7. 2.  A 
detailed  storm  drainage  map  of  Dyess  AFB  was  reviewed  as  part  of  the 
impact  analysis.  A  stormwater  analysis  performed  for  the  south  site 
indicated  that  peak  runoff  from  the  site  to  Little  Elm  Creek,  resulting 
from  a  2-year,  24-hour  storm,  could  increase  by  about  55  cfs,  depending 
upon  actual  drainage  design  for  the  site. 

6  RESPONSE:  The  only  out-of -channel  flooding  of  Little  Elm  Creek  at 
Dyess  AFB  is  in  the  vicinity  of  the  base  housing  area  at  the  eastern  side  of 
the  base,  1.5  miles  downstream  of  the  south  site,  and  well  outside  of  the 
explosive  safety  zone.  The  railspur  bridge  will  be  designed  to  pass 
the  100-year  flood,  identified  by  the  U.S.  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  as 
being  20,500  cfs  at  Dyess  AFB. 

7  RESPONSE:  To  deal  with  accidental  spills,  Dyess  AFB  has  a  Hazardous 
Waste  Management  Plan  and  a  Spill  Prevention  and  Response  Plan.  These 
plans  identify  the  process  of  collecting,  storing,  and  shipping  hazardous 
materials  and  also  outline  the  procedures  necessary  to  respond  to 
unplanned  releases  of  hazardous  materials.  The  Peacekeeper  Rail 
Garrison  program  will  add  one  fuel  storage  tank  and  use  the  existing 
hazardous  materials  storage  facilities  for  the  materials  generated  by  the 
maintenance  of  the  Rail  Garrison  program.  Each  of  the  base  plans  will  be 
updated  to  incorporate  Peacekeeper  Rail  Garrison  facilities  and  program- 
related  hazardous  materials. 


520  1  RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  6,  Comment  1  and  Document  33, 

Comment  74. 
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2  RESPONSE:  Off-limit  areas  are  presented  on  maps  in  the  Final  EIS, 
Chapter  4  which  describes  impacts  on  each  candidate  base.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  6,  Comment  2. 

3  RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  506,  Comment  66. 

4  RESPONSE:  Military  and  civilian  personnel  required  for  operations  at 
Little  Rock  AFB  are  363  and  63,  respectively.  Personnel  requirements  for 
all  phases  of  the  program  at  Little  Rock  AFB  are  presented  in 
Table  4.8. 1-1  in  the  Final  EIS,  Section  4. 8. 1.3. 

5  RESPONSE:  See  response  to  Document  33,  Comment  30. 


4-23 


FOR  OFFICIAL  USE  ONLY 


RESPONSE:  See  responses  to  Document  33,  ~omment  12  and 

Document  6,  Comment  2. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  nuclear  war  and  enemy  attack  are  teyond  the  scope 
of  this  EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

RESPONSE:  During  the  constrction  phase,  impacts  on  railroads  would 
occur  as  a  result  of  rail  track  extension  and  spur  construction  and/or 
rehabilitation.  Most  of  the  installations  would  require  new  rail  spurs  to 
connect  the  garrison  and  associated  facilities  with  a  railroad  main  line. 
The  connector  rail  spurs  would  require  construction  of  wyes  at  the  main 
line.  Because  most  of  the  construction  would  oecur  off  the  railroad  main 
lines,  minimal  interference  from  normal  commercial  train  traffic  would 
occur.  Construction  of  the  wyes  at  the  main  lines  could  be  completed 
without  causing  delays  to  normal  commercial  train  traffic.  Also  see 
response  to  Document  33,  Comment  76. 

RESPONSE:  The  likelihood  and  consequence  of  such  accidents  are 

discussed  in  Sections  5.3  and  5.4  of  the  Final  EIS. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  budgetary  priorities  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this 
EIS.  Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 

RESPONSE:  Issues  of  strategic  policy  are  beyond  the  scope  of  this  EIS. 
Also  see  response  to  Document  3,  Comment  1. 


